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Comments of the referee on the thesis highlights and shortcomings (following the 5 numbered 
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The author has chosen a very interesting and highly relevant topic for her Master’s thesis: the role 
of language politics in the nation-building in Ukraine. The  chief aim of her thesis is to critically 
analyze the linguistic politics of the Ukrainian elites especially in relation to Ukrainian ethnic 
minorities. The author has been very successful in explaining the crucial role of language and 
language politics in the process of nation-building in general and in Ukrainian case in particular. 
Since the author is herself a Ukrainian and is clearly emotionally involved with the subject matter of
her study, it must be also appreciated that she for the most part manages to maintain critical 
detachment. Nevertheless, the reviewed thesis also suffers from some shortcomings. Some of the 
important arguments should be better developed and some of the conclusions strike the present 
reviewer as unconvincing.

1) Theoretical background:
The thesis is divided into two main parts, whereas the first part is devoted to the development of the
theoretical framework and the second part to the case study of the role of language in the process of 
nation building in contemporary Ukraine. The author clearly demonstrates that she has a very good 
knowledge of the relevant theories of nationalism and nation-building as well as linguistics or 
philosophy of language. Nevertheless, the theoretical part of her study, as well as her use of relevant
theories in its empirical part, also suffer from certain shortcomings. 

First of all, the theoretical discussion in the first part of the study is very broad, perhaps too broad in
its scope. For instance the cursory discussion of linguistics or the philosophy of language in section 
1.4, which contains references to Aristotle, Locke, Fichte as well as Lakoff or Chomsky appears to 
be only remotely connected to the subject matter of the study. On the other hand, the discussion of 
some topics that are highly relevant to the thesis, e.g. the distinction between ethnic and civic 
nationalism, or the dispute between essentialist and constructivist concepts of nation are somewhat 
underdeveloped and inconclusive. The author e.g. does not clearly clearly endorse either the 
essentialist or the constructivist conception of nation. As will be discussed bellow, this 
inconclusiveness or hesitation then affects also the second, case study, part of the thesis, as well as 
its conclusions. 

One more critical remark on the theoretical part of the thesis. Given the subject matter and the aims 
of the thesis, it might have been advisable to include some reflections of the relationship between 
nationalism and democracy. 

2) Contribution: 
The thesis provides an interesting and insightful analysis of the role of language politics in the 
process of nation-building in contemporary Ukraine. In the second part of the thesis, the author 
manages to convincingly employ some of the theories introduced in the first part – especially 
Brubaker’s theory of nationalizing state. At the same time, the empirical part offers some interesting



insights into the history of nationalism and inter-ethnic relations on the territory of present Ukraine, 
as well as the complexity of the ethnic and linguistic make-up of its population. 

Nevertheless, some of the arguments could have been better developed. For instance the discussion 
of the linguistic policies of the successive Ukrainian administrations since independence might have
been more detailed and specific. The reader might for instance want to learn more about the actual 
content of “Yuschchenko’s language legislation …. directed towards media coverage and judicial 
procedures” (p. 43).
 
Moreover, the second part, as well as some of the conclusions of the thesis as a whole also suffer 
from certain conceptual ambiguities that are directly related to the inconclusiveness of the 
theoretical reflections in the first part. On page 42 she for instance argues, that Kravchuk’s 
administration strived to define Ukrainian national identity in civic as opposed to ethnic or 
linguistic terms and at the same time defined Ukrainian as the sole “state language” the command 
of which is among other matters required from the president of the country, making the Russian (or 
other minority language) speakers ineligible for candidacy in presidential elections. The author does
not reflect on the apparent inconsistency between appealing to civic  foundations of Ukrainian 
national identity on the one hand, and enacting a consitutional provision that makes a considerable 
part of citizens ineligible to run for the highest elected office. 

Moreover, she herself appears to hold similarly inconsistent views. On the one hand, she endorses 
the civic conception of Ukrainian national identity and stresses the importance of effective 
protection of the rights of linguistic and ethnic minorities. On the other hand, she calls “scandalous”
the Yanukovych era law that allowed the use of minority languages under same terms as Ukrainian 
in oblasts with at least 10% minority population (p. 44). Similarly, on p. 55 she argues that the 
Russian-speaking minority should have a right to use their native language in the media as well as 
public schools but adds that “on the administrative and legislative levels Ukrainian should remain 
the only legally accepted language.” If I am reading this statement correctly, she means to say that 
even in predominantly Russian speaking areas of Ukraine, the citizens ought to use exclusively 
Ukrainian in official communication with public authorities, in litigation, or for instance at the 
meetings of municipal councils. Wouldn’t such requirement turn the native Russian-speakers into 
citizens of second category? Wouldn’t it effectively exclude them from full membership in the 
Ukrainian body politic? 

       
3) Methods:
The qualitative research methods used are appropriate. 
4) Literature:
The literature selection is appropriate.
5) Manuscript form: 
The thesis is clearly structured and generally speaking well written. Although the author’s command
of written English is not perfect, she manages to convey her ideas clearly enough.
Box for the thesis supervisor only. Please characterize the progress in the working out of thesis (e.g. steady 
and gradual versus discontinuous and abrupt) and the level of communication/cooperation with the author:
…

Sugested question for the defence is:  „If Ukraine regains control of the Crimea and the
breakaway Donetsk and Luhansk “People’s Republics” some time in the future, on what bases
it  could claim legitimacy of its governmental authority in these largely Russian speaking
regions? “



I recommend the thesis for final defence. I recommend the following grade: 2-3 ( between good and
satisfactory)

SUMMARY OF POINTS AWARDED (for details, see below): 
CATEGORY POINTS
Theoretical background (max. 20) 10
Contribution                  (max. 20) 12
Methods                         (max. 20) 12
Literature                       (max. 20) 18
Manuscript form           (max. 20) 10
TOTAL POINTS       (max. 100) 62
The proposed grade (1-2-3-4) 2-3 You can use the decimal point (e.g. giving the grade of 2.4 for 

61 points).
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The referee should give comments to the following requirements:

1) THEORETICAL BACKGROUND: Can you recognize that the thesis was guided by some theoretical fundamentals
relevant for this thesis topic? Were some important theoretical concepts omitted? Was the theory used in the thesis
consistently incorporated with the topic and hypotheses tested? Has the author demonstrated a genuine
understanding of the theories addressed?
Strong Average Weak
20 10 0 points

2) CONTRIBUTION:  Evaluate if the author presents original ideas on the topic and aims at demonstrating critical
thinking and ability to draw conclusions based on the knowledge of relevant theory and relevant empirical material. Is
there a distinct value added of the thesis (relative to knowledge of a university-educated person interested in given
topic)? Did the author explain why the observed phenomena occurred? Were the policy implications well founded?
Strong Average Weak
20 10 0 points

3) METHODS: Are the hypotheses for this study clearly stated, allowing their further verification and testing? Are the
theoretical explanations, empirical material and analytical tools used in the thesis relevant to the research question
being investigated, and adequate to the aspiration level of the study? Is the thesis topic comprehensively analyzed
and does the thesis not make trivial or irrelevant detours off the main body stated in the thesis proposal? More than 12
points signal an exceptional work, which requires your explanation "why" it is so).
Strong Average Weak
20 10 0 points

4) LITERATURE REVIEW: The thesis demonstrates author’s full understanding and command of recent literature.
The author quotes relevant literature in a proper way and disposes with a representative bibliography. (Remarks:
references to Wikipedia, websites and newspaper articles are a sign of poor research. If they dominate you cannot give
more than 8 points. References to books published by prestigious publishers and articles in renowned journals give
much better impression. Any sort of plagiarism disqualifies the thesis from admission to defence.)
Strong Average Weak
20 10 0 points

5) MANUSCRIPT FORM: The thesis is clear and well structured. The author uses appropriate language and style,
including the academic format for quotations, graphs and tables. The text effectively refers to graphs and tables, is
easily readable and stimulates thinking. The text is free from typos and easy to comprehend. 
Strong Average Weak
20 10 0 points

Overall grading scheme at FSV UK:
TOTAL POINTS GRADE Czech grading US grading

81 – 100 1 = excellent = A
61 – 80 2 = good = B
51 – 60 3 = satisfactory = C
41 – 50 3 = satisfactory = D with a warning of failing
0 – 40 4 = fail = not recommended for defence


