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Evaluation 

Major criteria: 

The thesis chose a very well-defined and relevant topic: the evolution of 

China’s climate policy. Initially, China used to be a country that prioritized its 

economic development, claiming that the Western states should take a lead. 

Over time, China became more ready to address climate change, both 

domestically and internationally. Hence, the development of the country’s 

policy in the last 30 years constitutes a very meaningful topic. The thesis 

poses one straightforward, but clear question: what are the main driving 

forces behind China’s climate change policy formulation? 

It is necessary to appreciate that the author starts the thesis with a literature 

review and, in this way, sets a background for the exploration of the topic. The 

thesis is characterized by a very extensive and suitable theoretical and 

methodological framework. First of all, the framework integrates in itself 

several possible explanations of the change in China’s climate policy: 1) 

material conditions constituted by vulnerability and emission intensity, 2) 

socialization into climate norms, 3) changes in the preferences of domestic 

political actors, 4) input and activities of epistemic communities, and 5) 

changes in the domestic public opinion. The explanations are sufficiently 

presented, the causal logics are outlined. Each explanation ends with a 

concrete hypothesis. 

The methodological part is based on process-tracing. The author presents the 

method in a great detail. Overall, the thesis has an adequate theoretical and 

methodological framework. 

In the empirical part, the thesis provides a sufficient overview of the changes 

in China’s climate policy. Moreover, the author systematically applies the 

analytical framework build in the previous chapters. She puts together some 

basic data to test each of the explanations/hypotheses.  

  



 

  
 Charles University, Faculty of Social Sciences, Institute of Political Studies  /  

Smetanovo nabrezi 6, 110 01 Prague 1, Czech Republic, info@fsv.cuni.cz, tel: +420 222 112 
111 

www.fsv.cuni.cz 

Overall, my assessment of the thesis is positive. I would only add two critical 

remarks. First, the analyzed period is very long. Even though the provided 

analysis is not superficial, the thesis still cannot capture all the necessary 

details of such a long period in the limited room that it has at disposal. 

Second, one of the key findings is that China moved to a more active climate 

policy since it had socialized itself more deeply into climate norms. However, 

to make this finding really convincing the author would need to back it with 

more extensive evidence.     

Minor criteria: 

No comments 

 

Overall evaluation: 

The thesis focuses on an interesting and relevant topic. It builds a good 

theoretical and methodological framework. The analysis applies the 

framework systematically. Limitations – the thesis does not capture all the 

necessary details of the policy transformation over a very long period of time. 

The analysis of the empirical validity of the explanatory factors could be more 

thorough.   
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