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1. The thesis in relation to the thesis project

The given thesis did not include a project of the thesis. Therefore, the 
opponent was not able to evaluate if the thesis corresponds with the theme of the 
project in the research aim, methodic and structure.

2. Evaluation of the research and theoretical criteria

The topic and its elaboration in the thesis are relevant in relation to the current 
state of research in the area of the North Korea-EU relations. The study gives a solid 
overview and informational insight. However, given to the fact it is a MA Thesis, the 
study misses a hypothesis and does not bring an utterly fresh perspective on the 
topic.

The most fractional part is the theoretical framework and the critical review of 
literature, which is unsatisfying in this state. The literature on neoliberal thought in 
international relations is very extensive, which is not reflected in the thesis. The 
author cites at least some of the publications of the most appraised authors, but 
leaving this part still very reductive.

However, the author showed a very good ability to comprehend and 
summarize the non-theoretical literature and sources that specialize on the 
problematic of North Korea, EU and their relations. He has studied EU strategies 
towards North Korea closely and contrasted them with the reality of actions. His 
methodic is simplistic but explained in a satisfying way in the introductive chapter and 
the author complied with it throughout the thesis.

The author asks several research questions and a clearer answering on them
is missing. Even though the author responds to them within the chapters, it is a pity 
he never comes back specifically to the questions in the text, nor in the final 
conclusion.

3. Evaluation of the formal criteria

The thesis is written in a clear form and has a well-considered structure. The 
text is comprehensible, with each of the parts logically linked together. The author is 
well-oriented in the terminology of the problematic, especially in the practical part. 
The theoretical terminology (in explanation of neoliberalism respectively) is, however,
very superficial.

The citations and bibliography are presented according to current norms. The 
language and style of the thesis are both on a good level with minor issues like 
occasional repetition of a statement or infrequent grammar errors like writing the 



word “I” in lower case (“i”). Also a reference to the decease of the North Korean 
leader Kim Jeong-il is missing (he died on 19th December 2011).

The author often uses graphs to underline his conclusions, which works as a 
refreshing and illustrative element throughout the thesis. The graphic form of the 
thesis is, again, standard according to norms and easy to take in for the reader.

As already mentioned in bullet 1, the thesis project is not attached to the 
thesis.

4. Summarizing commentary

Overall, Jang Seong Jung shows a good knowledge of the North Korean 
history and present state. He also grasps the most relevant features of North Korea 
policies and issues connected to them (economy, security issues including the 
nuclear weapons problematic, human rights, humanitarian aid, the relations on the 
Korean peninsula, and relations between US-North Korea etc.) and sorts them out in 
relation to the CFSP of the European Union and the goals the EU set for itself 
towards the Korean peninsula. He weights on the strengths and weaknesses that 
influence the EU as a global player in the international security and concludes that 
the EU has a reduced role in this area. On the contrary, the study illustrates on 
respective documents and graphs that the EU focuses more on soft powers and 
gains its position with North Korea, for example by regularly allowing humanitarian 
aid and long-term planning on economical and institutional assistance also through 
various NGOs. Within the international community the EU is directed towards   
promoting human rights and pointing out their constant tampering in the North Korea 
rather than hard politics, e.g. security or nuclear weapons issues. Moreover, the EU 
seeks out economical relations with the DPRK. Therefore, the explanation of EU 
foreign politics on the neoliberal theoretical model is intelligible and clarified in the 
final conclusion. Author also gives his own opinion on the future role of the EU on the 
Korean peninsula, the challenges it might face and the strengths of the EU foreign 
politics that can boost its hopes for more positive impact in the region. 

As already mentioned, the author has devoted a limited space to the 
theoretical grounds of his thesis and did not state a hypothesis, albeit the final 
paragraph resembles a “confirmation” of one. Perhaps it would have not been amiss 
if the study concentrated more on the inner discussions within EU member states or 
EU institutions. 

The formal assignment of the thesis as specified in the introduction (and 
presumably also in the project) has been fulfilled.

Questions:

1) What is the attitude of the US towards EU’s efforts to become an 
important actor or even mediator in the dialogues with the North 
Korea trough soft power and economic cooperation?

2) How do you perceive the policies of EU towards North Korea in 
relation to the nuclear non-proliferation regime?

3) How does the concept of international sanctions influence the 
economical relations between the DPRK and the EU?

Suggested grade: B (2)




