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Evaluation 

Major criteria: 

The thesis' purpose is examining the development of the European transport energy 
market management in the past decade with the focus on the biofuels in the Czech 
Republic. The author attempts to shed light on drivers behind the change of shares of 
biofuels production in the Czech Republic (as a matter of a degree of EU autonomy 
[discretion] in “biofuel” legislation process and enforcement), underpinning her 
theoretical standpoint by Rational-Choice institutionalism (as one branch of New 
institutionalism) and using Principal-Agent model for her analysis. 

I would like to appreciate clearly circumscribed subject of the study, 
conceptualization and author’s theoretical selection of Rational-Choice 
institutionalism (enabling to look at institutions, in this thesis the Commission acting 
in biofuel sector, as strategic and rationally behaving actor with its own preferences), 
with thoroughgoing and exhausting delimitation of PA theory and its assumptions 
serving as a basis for author's hypotheses (propositions and predictions). However, 
the duality of hypotheses (p. 28) and subsequently formulated predictions (p. 30-31) 
is a bit confusing. One set of theory-based hypotheses (predictions) for evaluation 
would be more intelligible and author's reasoning would be easier to follow. 
Moreover, since hypothesis should provide a direct answer to the given research 
question, additionally supplemented H1 (p. 28) should be complemented with 
relevant RQ like: what makes the member states delegate more functions to the 
Commission within the field of biofuels? I would also appreciate more clarity on data 
gathering and their analysis. What does it mean in particular that the research was 
based on words or themes in the texts (p. 29)? By stating this, does the author refer 
to the selection of relevant documents or their processing? Additionally, I lack the 
information on how author work with textual data gathered, did she follow any 
systematic roadmap? 

The empirical and analytical part is satisfactory. Well-structured, logically organised, 
top-down approach with clear arguments enables to keep the pace with the great 
deal of EU legislative acts under study and Commissions'/Czech republic's roles and 
functions in the subject matter. However, I have few minor comments which I in turn 
address. First, I was bit confused with the outputs of table 7 (p. 43) where the 
Committee on Renewable Energy sources (C37300) does not show any activity in 
observed period and the Committee C51800 is even not included. However, the 
author states that the Commission was assisted by these Committees (p. 43). 
Therefore, did these particular Committees assist? If not, what is author's 
interpretation? Second, I have to disagree with the author that RED II established 
NECP (p. 49). Directive 2018/2001 of course acknowledges that each member state 
shall notify this 10-year development plan, however, this requirement is set by the 
Article 3 of the EU Regulation 2018/1999.  
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The author might also spell out few words on the process of submission of Czech's 
draft NECP and its subsequent assessment by the Commission. After submission, the 
Commission exploited its right, as established by Article 9 of the Regulation 
2018/1999 to issue recommendation if concludes that the national contributions are 
insufficient and forced the Czech government (inter alia) to increase the targeted 
share of RES in 2030 from 20,8 to 23 % 
(https://ec.europa.eu/energy/sites/ener/files/documents/cz_swd_en.pdf, p. 6). The 
Commission also call attention to intended increase of crop based biofuels which 
might create competition with food production 
(https://ec.europa.eu/energy/sites/ener/files/documents/cz_swd_en.pdf, p. 11). 
Finally, since the author focuses on the time period demarcated by the proposition of 
the European Green Deal (as stated on p. 14), I miss a mention about the intention of 
the Commission to move decision-making in the area of energy taxation from 
unanimity to QMV (https://eur-lex.europa.eu/resource.html?uri=cellar:b828d165-
1c22-11ea-8c1f-01aa75ed71a1.0002.02/DOC_1&format=PDF, p. 5). If approved, it 
would be undoubtedly significant milestone in EU integration enabling the 
Commission to implicitly control national energy mixes. Position on such an issue of 
relevant Czech ministries would be certainly interesting and valuable empirical 
observation. 

Minor criteria: 

The thesis is well formatted and structured, the writing style is clear and the 
grammar satisfactory. However, better proofreading would avoid few typos in 
the text (e.g., p. 39: Directive 2009/29 [amending EU ETS Directive] instead of 
2009/28 is quite confusing). 

Overall evaluation: 

This is a well-crafted thesis, providing comprehensive account of drivers 
behind the change of shares of biofuel production in the Czech Republic. It 
performs strong empirical analysis with a strong theoretical foundation. I also 
appreciate that the author explicitly acknowledges and lists the limitations of 
her study. 

Suggested grade: B 

 

Signature: 

 

  

https://ec.europa.eu/energy/sites/ener/files/documents/cz_swd_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/energy/sites/ener/files/documents/cz_swd_en.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/resource.html?uri=cellar:b828d165-1c22-11ea-8c1f-01aa75ed71a1.0002.02/DOC_1&format=PDF
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/resource.html?uri=cellar:b828d165-1c22-11ea-8c1f-01aa75ed71a1.0002.02/DOC_1&format=PDF

