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Evaluation 

The dissertation demonstrates author's ability to find and analyse data and 
constructs a logical and coherent argument. The dissertation confidently 
builds up its argument from post-colonial insight on the issue of nation-
building in the Middle East, through Ayoob's sub-altern realism to specific 
issues of civil-military relations in authoritarian states.  

While the analysis confidently proves author's analytical competence, his 
presentation skills notably decrease the overall quality of the dissertation. 
The text is littered with typos, grammatic errors and stylistically awkward 
sentences. Moreover, lengthy paragraphs and lack of signposting do not 
facilitate accessibility of the text. Unfortunately, it takes a lot of effort to 
orientate in the text and recognize its undisputable strengths. 

Substance-wise, chapter 3 on structural coup-proofing represent the best of 
author's intelligence analysis. Nonetheless, his analysis does not seem 
entirely persuasive. I am not entirely convinced by author's categorisation 
of coup-proofing and coup-ploting units, yet this categorisation is essential 
for his further analysis. It seems to me that the coup-proofing category 
contains units that have the opportunity to protect the regime as well as to 
intervene in it (praetorian units). The coup-plotting units, on the other 
hand, are defined by their inability to play an internal role. Author's 
approach is perfectly consistent with his overall materialist focus. 
Nonetheless, this approach omits the question of politicisation of military 
officers as one of the chief factors for military interventions in politics. The 
author should address this point during the oral defence.  
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