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The author’s aim in writing his thesis was as claimed at the Introduction to explain how the 

EU’s belief in the virtues of integration as an instrument for piece and prosperity is effecting 

other regains on the world. The EU such as a soft power plays a role model and the path 

dependence is developed. The research question is identified “how, to what extent and under 

what conditions does the EU succeed in promoting regional cooperation beyond its borders?” 

(p. 13) and the sub-questions stated. (p.15) It resulted in the outlines of the study and its main 

agruments. The analysis is based on a micro-level approach. The author used the method of 

interviews of the policy-makers and analysed the documents to discover to what extend the 

EU influenced the selected case studies (Mercosur and Westerns Balkans) the institutional 

reform. 

 

In the theoretical part (Part II) the author is rightly introducing the Independent and 

Dependent Variables. The author is pointing out that he is operating among three strands of 

diffusion (which the author chose as an approach) Comparative Politics, IR and 

Europeanization. The chapter dealing with Operationalization connected theoretically 

developed mechanisms and variables and indicators to help the assessment. (p. 103) 



 

After setting a theoretical framework in the chapter dealing with Methods the author justifies 

the selection of Case Study and the selected regions.  

In Part III the author pays attention to the region of Latin America and MERCOSUR. The 

influence of the EU is traced and four cases of institutional reform are introduced. The 

institutional change was mostly visible in the creation of a Mercosur’s Parliament, 

nevertheless for instance macroeconomic coordination was quite moderate. (p.230) 

 

The second case study was devoted to Western Balkans It was not easy to justify the selection 

of these two regions for a comparison due to different historical experiences, background and 

motivation for a cooperation. The EU used as the instrument conditionality. This was rather 

hardly acceptable for newly independent states to be pushed towards economic integration, 

which was creating a fear of political one. Impact of conditionality was rated 7 and of 

assistance 3 (of 10 maximum). (p.275-276) 

 

The cross case analysis compares both case studies and comes to the conclusion that “critical 

junctures and the attachment to national sovereignty could explain the EU’s different 

effectiveness in Mecosur and Western Balkans.” (p. 332)  

 

In the conclusion the author is summarizing that the EU succeeds to promote regional 

cooperation beyond its borders but there are many limits and lot of incentives must be 

implemented.  

 

The Annexes contain the list of the world regions, the list of interviews, tables with data. Part 

of the Annex is also an impressive list of interviews with broad scope of personalities and 

officials. 

The list of sources is representative. I suggest that the division between primary and 

secondary sources and distinguishing different types of primary sources would help in better 

orientation. Thus also interviews belong to the primary sources. 

I also miss a more detailed analysis of sources and bibliography. 



 

 

 

I recommend the acceptance of the Dissertation as a doctorate worthy performance.  

I suggest Promotionsordnung  Magna Cum Laude. 
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