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 Research question, 
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Evaluation 

Major criteria: 

The thesis is divided into 4 chapters + introduction and conclusions. It is well 
structured, easily readable and reaches law-based conclusions.  

Topic of the thesis is freedom of assembly and association under the two main 
international treaties applicable within European countries, with special focus on the 
Russian Federation and freedom of association. In relation to the well known and 
broadly discussed issues, such as foreign agents status in RE, the topic is very current 
and deserves deep analysis. The author correctly points to the fact that freedom of 
association and assembly often leads/led to democratic changes in societies. At the 
same time, the author attempts to approach the topic objectively as she realizes that it 
might be abused by violent actors and consequently requires certain legal limitations. 

Apart from focusing on the international legal regulation and compliance of RE’s 
domestic law with it, the author also focuses on the possible reasons between the found 
collisions.  

Chapter one analyses the basic issues of freedom of assembly and association. In 
relation to the term of “autonomous” meaning of a certain term in the ECHR, I would 
only suggest the author to find out what exactly it means because on p. 22, she points to 
the scope of application of the term rather than to the meaning of the term 
“autonomous interpretation” which is however indeed very important.  

However, I must point out to problematic issues of the work. I kept suggesting the 
author not to rely on one source heavily in some parts of the work. Unfortunately, it 
remained there. While one particular source may of course be used as a tool of gaining 
information, it must not be relied upon only or too much. It is particularly evident in 
chapter one (e.g. pages 25 – 27 but also on other places). On limited occasions, entire 
section of a sentence or an entire sentence should be quoted but is not. The structure of 
argumentation is more or less copied from the source in question very often. The author 
should present own work. Similarly, e. g. in sub-chapter on positive and negative 
obligations it is clear that the author used the same structure as the document called 
“Guide on art. 11”, referred to the same sources (including paras.) in the same sequence. 
In this regard, chapter 1, though encompassing relevant legal analysis, poses a problem 
for the thesis.  

Chapter 2 continues with the description of the Russian domestic legal framework. 
Chapter 3 uses the international legal framework as a comparing prism to view the 
Russian legislation. As such, it is the core of the thesis. The author uses the relevant 
sources as well as own evaluation and concludes there are several problematic points in 
the Russian domestic regulation.   
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Finally, chapter 4 inter-relates IL and international relations in this area of study.  

 

Minor criteria:  

The author uses relevant legal sources, spanning from international treaties and 
recent case-law and jurisprudence of the ECtHR and HRC, to doctrine. The 
amount of sources is representative.  

When referring to sources of law (particularly doctrine), the author often omits 
the particular pages or paragraphs the referred text is located on. That may 
lead to problems when identifying the relevant parts.  

There are only few type-writing mistakes in the text, it is well structured and 
easily readable.  

 

Overall evaluation: 

The thesis is focused on current topic that resonates through international law. 
It brings interesting points and hints to relevant issues and legitimate problems. 
I however have a problem with the above-mentioned work with sources and 
chapter 1 in particular.  

Considering positives of the work, e.g. that it brings relevant and strong analysis 
and conclusions, I leave it to the commission to consider whether to allow the 
work to pass (due to the above-mentioned problems). Should the commission 
decide positively, I suggest the grade as stated below.   

Suggested grade:  

“D” 

Signature: 

 

 JUDr. Milan Lipovský, Ph.D. 

supervisor 


