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Comments: Alina Khasabova’s MA thesis is an outcome of a quality research; research that is original and
that touches on a topic that has been widely discussed, yet rarely investigated in a deep and concise manner
provided by the author. It rests on solid empirical knowledge and, importantly, draws on the use of both a
clear methodological apparatus and a rich theoretical background that all result in a formidable study.
Carried out with attention to the smallest detail, Khasabova’s MA thesis provides a clever and analytically
mature conceptualisation of how particular, to quote the author, “energy projects — initially reserved for
specialists in geology and engineering — have been able to enter the everyday discourse of the general
public” (p. 3), that is, how they are securitized; the exploring coil into this specific field is then employed
through the use of CDA. In fact, although | do have minor disagreements with Alina Khasabova in some
parts of her study (for instance, | have some doubts regarding the mission of the chapter Comparison to
reality, p. 61 onward, as well as with the very title thereof — is it possible to measure the level of ontological
“reality” as opposed to the “reality” scrutinized through the use of CDA? And if yes, can we speak of two
ontological realities whose differing realism depends on the use of particular epistemological prism? A
similar argument of mine applies to the author’s statement on page 72: “Discourses — and not the reality —
constrains and orients energy policy”. Isn’t a discourse of a reality a reality in itself? And if it isn’t a reality,
then what is it, e.g., how would the author describe the dichotomy “real reality” - “discursive reality”?) that
deserve to be polished, | consider the MA thesis a welcome and quality contribution to the rather
underresearched field that deserves applause; hence | suggest that Alina Khasabova considers at least part(s)
of her study for separate publication.

Specific Questions for oral defence:
a) See above (highlighted)

b) What is the author’s opinion about the geopolitical impact on the South Caucasus region of making
operational the Nabucco — or the South Stream — pipeline?
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