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Evaluation 

Major criteria: The opening sections are structured in a somewhat unusual way and could 

have a more unified organization— the topic introduction, research question, literature 

review, hypothesis, thesis outline, and thesis introduction could be fitted together more 

smoothly. However, the research question itself is very good and addresses an important 

and contemporary topic, basically Russia’s real compliance with the principals of two of 

the only liberal Western legal-normative institutions it belongs to. The topic is outlined 

appropriately clearly, though the details of the methodology could have been given more 

attention. The literature review identifies some major relevant contemporary sources and 

outlines the broad reformist/conservative debate in Russia as regards assembly/association 

rights, but might have benefited from some discussion on the overall relevance of legal 

debates in a society in which the rule of law itself is arguably increasingly in question (i.e. 

if the government is no longer bound by its own laws, why does the law still matter?). 

Overall, the outline, research question, and hypothesis are clear and logically structured. 

One shortcoming is that there could be a clearer explanation of the puzzle the study aims 

to resolve rather than so much emphasis on its normative assumptions about democracy 

promotion, or at least more of an explicit recognition that the study is a normative one 

addressing what the author perceives to be a legal/ethical problem.  

Chapter 1 is overall very well written and shows a deep textual analysis of the notions of 

freedom of assembly and of association, how these rights have been quite broadly 

construed by the ECHR and ICCPR, and why this is considered so important for healthy 

democratic politics. A bit more detail on the ECHR and ICCPR and why they matter 

(particularly in relation to Russia) might have helped fill out this chapter’s opening 

sections. Chapter 2 does a good job of showing how, while Russia would appear to have 

the necessary legislation protecting assemblies and association in place, a closer look 

reveals many restrictions that are at odds with the logic of ECHR and ICCPR views on the 

matter, and that the situation has consistently getting more restricted. Chapter 3 provides 

excellent documentation of Russian authorities’ abuse of the requirement that assemblies 

be approved before they can occur, further demonstrating the gap between Russian 

legislation and practice and ECHR guidelines. Chapter 4 raises valid points of analysis in 

explaining why Russia behaves in this way, and also the contradictions between these 

practices and its other priorities, but would benefit from a bit more organization and 

reference back to the other chapters. The conclusion is strong and follows logically from 

the rest of the paper, providing a clear and well-supported answer to the research question. 

Minor criteria: The paper is carefully and thoroughly referenced throughout 
using appropriate citation methods. I note some minor grammatical and 
syntax issues, but nothing that tends to affect the comprehensibility of the 
paper. The paper appears to have met all formal requirements.  
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Overall evaluation: The thesis is, in general, a very good one. It is the clear 
result of a long and in-depth research effort pulling together a large number 
of laws and court documents to address a topical and important question. 
Some suggestions for improvement would be a bit more discussion on why 
Russian law remains relevant in the current context (where some would 
argue that the rule of law has effectively broken down), more detail on the 
core puzzle/motivations for writing the study, and more detail on the 
methodology, possibly with reference to other studies using a similar method 
as the one the author has chosen. But overall it is a serious and original piece 
of work making a genuine contribution to a contemporary issue.  
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