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Evaluation:

Lukáš Procházka wrote his master thesis on a very interesting topic, which is having clear potential for analysis and application of the Europeanization concept which is a suitable analytical framework for analyzing the influence of the EU on a candidate countries. Moreover, the case of Serbia is very important due to its key status in the Westen Balkan region and challenging issues connected to the enlargement process. 
In many aspects, the thesis is written in a standard way. The structure is balanced and the extent it matches formal requirements. There is an introduction providing entry to the topic, stating aims and research questions, a structure of the thesis, and a short review of the resources used. The thesis is having a theoretical part which is presenting the Europeanization concept with a special focus on its application within the enlargement process. Here the author is using standard resources relevant for Europeanization literature (e. g. Ladrech, Börzel, Olsen, Bache, Featherstone or Schimmelfenning and Sedelmeier). Despite the descriptive nature and limited critical attitude of the author, the chapter is providing important theoretical background which is later applied. The chapter succeeded to fill its purpose even despite the core is based on “classical” literature and most recent studies are rare.
Due to the broadness of the topic, it is logical, that author limited the scope and focused merely on some selected aspects of the environmental policy which demonstrated many obstacles on the side of Serbia and the EU. The author could have developed more arguments why the environmental policy is subject for analysis and structured his conclusion more systematically and explicitly. Moreover, the analytical part is also presenting the area of twinning projects where an attitude of the Czech Republic and Austria is present de to joint degree requirements.  This part itself is a slightly artificial extension and does not fit well in the part. 

The descriptive nature of the analytical part is the most evident weakness which is strengthened with lack of “commmunicaiton” between theoretical part and the empirical analysis. However, it is important to note that the author is using mainly primary documents and provides insight into various policy areas related to environmental policy and its changes in the context of enlargement. Despite it is evident from where the author is using information, on some parts e. g. (p. 54 or 58) more references would be appropriate. From certain retrospectives, the author used many research questions which contributed to the broadness and complexity of the analysis, on one hand, but this was done at the expense of in-depth analysis. Conclusions are sound and acceptable. 
Overall, the author proved that he is well oriented in the topic and his thesis provides certain standards associated with the works of the same king. Despite consultations, the author proved that he can work on a very independent basis and the above-mentioned shortcoming shall not prevent him from successfully defending the thesis. In my personal opinion, it is suitable for the “B” or “C” mark, depending on the results of defence. 
Ondřej Filipec, Ph.D.

Supervisor
Questions for the debate:

1)
In comparison with other candidate countries, how close is Serbia to the EU membership?
2) 
Does countries in Western Balkans share common features about the Europeanization concept or is Serbia unique?
