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Zddvodnéni podrobného a celkového hodnoceni prace:

The thesis studies two rebel terrorist groups in the African context. It first successfully conceptualizes its two
subjects as “rebel government.” Next, the study again successfully summarizes the relevant literature on rebel
governance. Having done these, the work continues analyzing its subjects through comparative qualitative
research. The work is reach also in terms of the detailed information on its subjects such as Boko Haram.

Though the work cites “de facto states” (Florea’s work published in 2020), it is interesting that the
author does not use it excessively. On this account, the “conceptualization” section of the thesis, though it is
strong and consistent, lacks a comparative aspect. For example, how “rebel governance” is better than other
concepts like de facto states? Yet, the same section is not critical enough in terms of explicating the limits of
“rebel group.” The work uses its conceptualization almost as if it is given.

Overall, however, the thesis is solid, consistent, and insightful. It provides a coherent theoretical
perspective to a very timely problem. In this regard, the findings of the thesis might even be useful to

understand terrorist groups in other contexts like the Middle East.

Praci doporucuji k obhajobé s hodnocenim B.
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