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I. Brief summary of the dissertation  

This PhD dissertation analyses the professionalisation and the institutionalisation 

of (individual) lobbying in two central-European countries (Czech Republic and 

Poland) during the last twenty-five years. Basically, it presents the efforts done 

during this period to gain recognition and legitimacy of this very specific activity, 

analyses the construction of lobbying as a political problem and the attempts of the 

state to regulate this type of activities.  

 

II. Brief overall evaluation of the dissertation  

Jana Vargovčíková's thesis deals with a problem often mentioned in the media, 

because of numerous scandals involving lobbyists, but also little dealt with in 

Central Europe, whereas this is a phenomenon whose importance is particularly 

evident in a democratic context. How to allow and even encourage (more often 

than not it is a tolerated phenomenon that has long been overshadowed) the 

defense of special interests at often the highest level of political decision (here 

mainly the Parliament and the law-making process)? Lobbying can, however and 

naturally, also work at other levels, both government and local. The increasing 

importance of expertise (often supposedly apolitical) at the different levels of 

political decision-making is also one of the parts of this problematic, as broad as it 

is little studied in depth. From this point of view, the thesis presented by Jana 

Vargovčíková can be considered as an important step forward in the understanding 

of the functioning of the European democracies, here in the central-European area.  

We can maybe point out that some aspects are missing or could have been 

presented in a different way: the first impression is that Jana Vargovčíková 

focused mainly on what was lobbying and on processes of legitimation at the 
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beginning of this decade. Practically some new developments are less analyzed 

(especially in the Czech case the situation after the 2013 general elections and the 

entering of Andrej Babiš into the political arena). But on the second hand the main 

problems and phenomena stay unchanged and ze have to underline the huge 

amount of work done by the author. Some aspects of the dissertation can be 

naturally discussed and deepened, but the overall evalution is very positive indeed. 

 

III. Detailed evaluation of the dissertation and its individual aspects        

1. Structure of the argument  

The structure of the argumentation is quite lucid throughout the work. The author 

clearly write what she is doing and why and therefore the dissertation is clearly 

structured. The author is from a general point of view successful in following the 

objective she claim to fulfil. The structuration in three parts is very classical 

indeed and without problem as the analysis and the reflection is logical. The 

introduction presents the basic information on the theory and methods used. The 

first part is devoted to the analysis of the lobbyists as a group. The second part 

analyses the construction of lobbying as policy problem, especially some great 

scandals and the third one gives a precise view on the conditions under which 

lobbying was constructed as a problem and set on the agenda. Considering the 

main focus of the dissertation this structure is relevant. 

2. Formal aspects of the dissertation  

The formal aspects of the dissertation are also without problem indeed. The only 

formal noticeable aspect is for instance the name of the title on the page 204 (on 

the published dissertation, page 190 on the pdf) where we can find the mention 

“titre provisoire”. We can find very few faults or lapsus (for instance Miroslav 

Hašek in place of Michal Hašek).  

The dissertation is written in a very good French and the reading can be done 

without any problem. 

3. Use of sources and/or material  

The author works transparently with secondary sources and all the relevant 

sources. The primary sources are used properly, and reference made to their 
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original language wherever appropriate. The sources are employed in a 

methodologically correct manner. 

4. Personal contribution to the subject  

Jana Vargovčíková employs the primary and secondary sources to propose an 

original and organically formulated contribution to the field. There is very little 

works on lobbying in both countries, so this dissertation brings a lot of original 

findings and it is not a compilation of different already existing documents. The 

dissertation is mainly written on the basis of author´s own interviews and naturally 

the analysis and findings are new and personal. 

The idea to focus on the problem of the legitimacy is very good indeed and give a 

very interesting analysis. We should have maybe some more developments on 

some aspects of the theme. Ze have on mind especially the question of the post-

communism as a specific moment (which is now maybe partially surpassed). For 

instance we think about the latitude it gave to specific reconversion of some 

different types of elites (political, economic), but also the freedom given to people 

to legitimately interfere in the political processes (as a part of the neo/liberal 

paradigms).  

Another paradoxical question which maybe is still opened after the reading of the 

dissertation is the final definition of the lobbying. This is due to some extend to the 

use of public affairs instead of lobbying. Of course, there are some common 

points, as lobbying can be a part of public affairs industry. It should be also on 

reverse that lobbying will not be integrated within the complex public affairs 

industry (and this can be seen in the evoked case of Dalík rejected by his 

colleagues from the public affairs circles, even if he can be seen on contrary 

objectively as a lobbyist). By doing this the author participates to point out a 

restrictive definition of what can be seen as legitimate. 

The above-mentioned aspects did not essentially alter the quality of the presented 

dissertation and all in all the contribution to the field is evident and without doubt. 

  

IV. Questions for the author  

The European context is mentioned and partially analysed in the dissertation, but is 

it possible to evaluate the importance of the same processes of legitimization of 
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lobbying at the European level (EU) on the same processes in Poland and Czech 

Republic? 

What about the networks used by the lobbyists (these are mentioned in the case of 

former politicians reconverted in lobbying) 

What can be the definition of lobbying (and lobbyists) today (and eventually in the 

last twenty-five years) if we consider that lobbying can be different from public 

affairs specialisation? (even if naturally a lobbyist can have some different 

involvements). 

 

V. Conclusion  

The presented PhD thesis is a very well done and written political science work. 

Some points should be discussed during its presentation and defence.  

I recommend the submitted dissertation with the tentative grade of pass.   

  

In Prague, 31th august 2018 

 

Michel Perottino, Ph.D. 

Associate professor 

Head of the Department of political Science 

Political science Institute 

Faculty of social sciences 

Charles University 

 


