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Evaluation 

Major criteria: 

The presented work is processed very carefully and with a clear interest. The graduate 

examines the degree of Europeanization of Ukraine after the Revolution of Dignity by 

analyzing the process of acceptance and real implementation of anti-corruption and 

judicial reforms. In an environment that is still institutionally influenced by Russian 

interests, this is a relatively demanding process. This follows from the Conclusion of 

theses, where the author explains the limits of Europeanization in Ukraine due to the 

continuing strong position of informal actors in opposition to pro-European reforms. 

Towards a theoretical framework - the student begins with the concept of Europeanization 

and uses mainly the work of F. Schimmelfennig, U. Sedelmeier and S. Lavenex – i.e. 

rather younger works. He doesn't work with the ideological father of Europeanization C. 

Radaelli, which doesn't matter. But why not T. Borzel and T. Risse?  Especially with 

building a European identity?; For author´s analysis, he chose framing rational and 

constructivist institutionalism, in my opinion, these are appropriately chosen theories for 

this topic. During the analysis, rational institutionalism proved to be a more appropriate 

concept, especially to explain slowing reforms. 

The methodology used is very rough. It must be added that also very precisely executed. 

Personally, I have a problem with the number of hypotheses, the same with predictions 

(the student didn´t work with routine tools of research questions). Unfortunately, the 

number of hypotheses compared to the praised Project of 6 did not decrease, but on the 

contrary increased to a total of 9! For the standard MT range, this is a bit unnecessarily 

power and the pursuit of accuracy then leads to unnecessary details. The same is true with 

predictions - the number of 12 is, in my opinion, also redundant. 

Minor criteria: I lack an overview, a list of abbreviations used in the work - they are 

explained in the text for the first time, but he still works with them, as if everyone should 

already know the abbreviations. With such detailed work, this assumption is not always 

confirmed. This is especially evident in the table. I have other reservations about this, 

namely the missing time period, resources, and the subsequent comment. Yes, this Table 

summarizes the previous text, but it is not appropriate to end the whole chapter with any 

table without commenting. I no longer have any reservations about the other Tables 2 and 

3, on the contrary I consider them to be very good. 

Overall evaluation:The presented work is quality research, carefully performed. I like to 

recommend this work for defense. 

Suggested grade:   A 
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