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1. TOPIC AND OBJECTIVE (short information on the thesis, research objective): 
 
The thesis addresses the impact of Arab Spring on Turkey-EU relations. The author puts forward a hypothesis 
that the EU will feel stronger need to collaborate with Turkey after the Arab uprisings. The topic is very timely, 
the subject matter is complex. 
 
 
2. CONTENT (complexity, original approach, argument, structure, theoretical and methodological backing, 

work with sources, appropriateness of annexes etc.): 
 
The thesis contains a number of interesting ideas, yet it would have been better to select fewer and support the 
claims by in-depth research. I cannot agree with author’s claim that  “…it is difficult to show concrete examples 
of agreement or disagreement between Turkey and the European Union in their Middle East policies.” (p.68) I 
find the structure of the thesis unbalanced (e.g. theory and methods are covered on 4 pages, while conclusion is 
13 pages long – in a thesis of 83 pages). The chapters on theory, methods and literature review are 
inappropriately referenced. It is not clear why the author mentions this is a multidisciplinary work when in fact it 
is not.  
 
 
3. FORMAL ASPECTS AND LANGUAGE (quality of language, citation style, graphics, formal aspects etc.): 
 
The thesis fulfills all major formal and language requirements. It however lacks proofreading and contains some 
mistakes in terminology (e.g. ‚foreign policy‘, not ‚foreign politics‘). Some quotes are too long (e.g. p 75 & 76) 
and should have been paraphrased and commented (i.e. the author could have engaged more in discussion with 
the works cited). 
 
 
4. SHORT COMMENTS BY THE REVIEWER (overall impression, strengths and weaknesses, originality of 

ideas, achievement of the research objective etc.): 
 
The author has demonstrated awareness of major developments in EU-Turkey-MENA relations after the 2011.  
In places the author slips into policy recommendations, instead of focusing on in-depth description and analysis 

of factors underlying the current states of affairs – something that should have been the main scope of the 
thesis.  

The title of the thesis is confusing.  
It is not clear why the author uses 4 hypotheses (2 of which are in fact her points of departure). 
 
5. QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS THAT SHOULD BE ADDRESSED DURING THE DEFENCE (one to 
three): 
 

- The ongoing war in Syria shows that Turkey is not able to act alone in its neighborhood, and it needs to 
cooperate more than ever with its NATO and EU allies. Has this security cooperation been followed up 
by stronger Turkey’s alignment with EU standards? 
 



- Account for the similarities and differences in Turkey’s and EU’s development assistance to North 
Africa and Middle East. Account for the factors that have so far prevented closer cooperation between 
the EU and Turkey in this region.  

 
 
6. RECOMMENDATION AND SUGGESTED GRADE 
 (excellent, very good, good, unsatisfactory):  
 
I recommend this thesis for defence. In case of satisfactory response to reviewer’s and supervisor’s questions, I 
recommend the grade ‘very good’. 
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