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The Master™s Thesis examines the implementation of the EU environmental policy within the
Ell accession process with Serbia within the theoretical framework of Europeanization. The
author elearly dedicated a lot of work to the study of the EL-Serbian relations. | appreciate the
currency of the topic, expecially the choice of envirenmental policy and how the author trics to
apply the theorelical framework throwghout the analytical section.

While I appreciite the topic. the extensive use of resources and the obvions work of the author,
the thesis suffers of some substantial weaknesses, The author works with 100 many research
questions: Instead of selecting less rescarch questions that would be funther develaped and
operationalised. Consequently, the work is fragmented in both the thearetical and analviical
sections. The theoretical part presents several concepis the author promises 1o apply, and it
becomes unclear, which concept is the main 1ol of his methodology. As the rescarch questions
are not focused. the theory is oo thin spread even though it is clear that the awthor tried 1o get
a thorough picrure of the Curopeanisation literature. Consegquently, it is not well developed
because it is oo broed and for the most part works with seminal but very old Furopeanisation
literature (also most sources on Wesiemn Balkans-EL relations are rather old), which does nat
reflect the current state of knowledge espocisily with respect 1o the accession process. It is then
problematic to talk abowr “‘current research™ as the author docs. The msthor also only
summarises the literature and for the most part fails to provide a eritical overview.,

The chapter on twinning is not linked to the other parts of the thesis, it seems out of place even
though it could have been a very interesting addition 10 the analyvsis of the Eurvpeanisation of
Serbian environsmdntal policy within the accession process. 1 deem problematic that we do not
learmn why he chose environmental palicy until well into the reading and the historical overview
is unnecessarily long. The actual analysis is interesting. the sections well divided bt the author
fails 10 describe the method of his work and its possible limitations — it scoms that the author
ricstly relied on the official documents. INd he consider the relevaney of the decuments in
assessing implementation and tramsposition” Tt would be highhy advisable 1o usc a table which
would make the findings clearer. The section on ELi-Serbia relations scems out of place - the
context of their relations should have been provided carlier and not by the end of the thesis and
it is A clear how some of the information relates to the Furopeanisation of Serbian
environmental policy. On the other hand, the discussion on page 71 is crocial of the thesis but
unforunately remains incomplete — it is a pity bocause the authar clearly could be more specific
in eontextualising the analysis.

The structure and the language are comprehensible, the formal requirements are mel. hawover,
the aumhor at imes makes claims that are not sufficiently supporied by literature (e.g_. pages 31-
32 45, 54-55. 58,

The thesiz complics with the Mastor thesis reguirements bl due o the sforementioned
witdknesses. [ rccommend the grade C.

Comouc, 18 January 2023 Mgr. Lucie Tungul, 'hIn, MLA.
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EU Enlargement policy has often been assessed as the most successful policy when it
comes to prove the transformative power of the European integration proceds. Drven by
conditionality with the clear aim &f granling member state status, candidate countries had
e adapt not only the full acguis communautaire of the Union, bt also its norms, [
stondards, processes, so in many ways the mechanisms of decision making. the
institutiona! processes, but also discourses and actors” identities were "europeanized”.
The Europeanization hterature, forusing on these processes in the context of
entargement, has therefore developed considerably in recent years — and because of the
difficulties the Western Balkan countries stili seem to face in this process - in particular by
Laking an interest in quéstions what hinders successful Evropeanitation. 1t asks why
conditionatity serms o work lpss effectacely in these semmings, ookt a1 veto players,
mstiutional mistits and pohtical costs, The thesis tafks fo this lteratore and builds its
Srguments on different strands of this Blerature. However, there are several aspects,
which have (o be addressed critically.

Luksi Prochdzka draws on the most prominent authors in this research area: Tanja Borzel, |
Claudio Radaelli, and Frank Schimmeifennig. He presents their approaches by way of '
summariatss and thoes makes a good first s1ep towards the theoretical basiy for his
research design. Unfartunately he does not continue to develop an analytical framework
for his analysis. He repeatedly mentions that there is mot one single approach to
Eurcpeanization and so he leaves the different strands widely unconnected. On page 25
he states that he will build his analysis mainly on Filipec and Schimmelfenning. But he

does not connect these two thearies, doess not indicate how the "interaction:s” approach s
connected with Schimmelfennig [and which aipects of Schimmelfennig’s fich writings on
Europeaniration are to be applied to the case of Serbia, the external incentive model e.p
is only partly explained), But, when the case study of the “Europeanization”™ of
environmental policies is analysed. the thesis rather refers to the concepts of Radaelll. The




theoretic concepts and models are not operationalised, no hypotheses are formulated.
E.g. Under which conditions would we expect sbsorplion rather than transformation? In
cases of a more active or more passive EU? Without this analylical framewaork il remains
unciear throughowt the thess which variabiles have to be included in the analysis, which
factors lead to better or more reluctant application in specific areas, how in the end, the
dynamics we see in the area of environmental policy can be explamed, Thus there is no
consistent link between the theoretic and the empirical part of the thesis and the
conclusion that in the case of Serbia we are confronted with a case of “forced integration™
is somewhat astonishing.

i The research questions cover 3 wide range of Lopics and it remains unclear how they
provide focus to the analysis. RO 1 "How can Evropanization be defined in the context of
EU enlargemeni?” is not a research question but directs us Lo the theorelic foundation of
the research, in particular as the research design is about theory testing (how can aspects
of the Eurepeanization approach explain the dynamics of the adaptation of EU standards
in environmental policies in the case of Serbia) and not about theory development. What
RO 2 means by “defining features of the Europeanization” is not dlarified, in particular
how this differs from RQ1. RO3 and RO are then directed towards different goals. RO3
asks within which twinning projects the Crech Republic and Austria co-operated with
Serbia and which of the countries was the more active. Twinning projects can be
important instrements to induce Europeaniration dynamics, in pamicular as they are
geared towards leaming, best-practice and horizontal cooperation. But in this chapter no
link s rmade to the theoretice! framework of Europeanization. It alvo remains unclear how
the hypothesis “Austria engages in particular in twinning projects refated 1o JHA and
security” (which is refuted} contributes to our knowledge about the dynamics of

| Evropeanization. Il is not a hypothess which it developed on the basis of the underlying
theoretic framework and therefore more a guess than a hypothesis: disproving it does not
require an anabytical effort, but a mere glance info the st of twinning projects suffices.

e

A Aurther guestion is also how the anabysis of twinning projects relates to the area of
environmental policies in Serbia. As we see from the presentation of twinning projects
Austria was particulary active in this palicy field. One hypothesis could have been that in
particular in those areas where co-operation between member states and candidate
countnes (in this case Serbia) was established through twinming projects, we see better
transformation than in other areas. But these chapters remain unconnected as do the
various research questions.

The presentation of the effors and the progress of Serbia to implement European monms
and standards in the area of envirenmental policy is interesting 10 read and shows 3
strong eflort of the thesis to look at the details of the adoption and implementation of
rules and mechanisms. But why exactly has Environmental policy been selected as 2 case
study? The reasons for case selection could have been presented more clearly, ateo by
showing why it is particularly this policy area which merits to analyse if one wants to learn
about the mecharsms, dynamics, incentives for and constraints of Egropeanization.,




Questions Afrer analysing the different sirands of the Europeanization lileraturg,
what s your definition of “Europeanization™? How would you bring
together these different approaches in an anaiTic framewnork 1o study
Evropeanization process within candidabe counsries?

Do you think that twinning projects have an effert on the dynamivs of
Europeanization? How Can we analyse them?
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