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1. TOPIC AND OBJECTIVE (short information on the thesis, research objective): The author explores highly 

conventional topic of energy interdependence between Russia and the European Union. Based on the theoretical 

background developed by Keohane and Nye and others, the author explores features of the relationship between 

Russia and the European Union. The author compares positions of Russia and the EU towards interdependence 

in the gas sector.  

 

 

2. CONTENT (complexity, original approach, argument, structure, theoretical and methodological backing, 

work with sources, appropriateness of annexes etc.): 

The whole theoretical part is excessive, and, to some extent, missing the point. I would suggest linking 

theoretical background closer to the topic of the thesis. The presented version looks more like an overview of 

existing theories of international relations than theoretical framework. The author uses mostly internet sources, 

which is adequate to the topic of the thesis. However, I would suggest using academic papers from the databases 

licensed in the Jinonice library. Additionally, some of the titles that the author employed for her thesis seem to 

be obsolete, published ten years ago or even earlier.   

 

3. FORMAL ASPECTS AND LANGUAGE (quality of language, citation style, graphics, formal aspects etc.): As 

I am not English speaking native, I will leave the language side of the thesis to the opponent. The author uses 

Harvard style of referencing, which is appropriate way for this type of work. Nevertheless, I would suggest 

splitting the list of references into several parts.  

 

 

4. SHORT COMMENTS BY THE REVIEWER (overall impression, strengths and weaknesses, originality of 

ideas, achievement of the research objective etc.):  Using both Russian and English speaking materials is 

unquestionable benefit of the thesis. Nevertheless, in some moments (p. 45), the author retakes fully the 

position adopted by the authors of her sources. On the other hand, the author could develop the theoretical 

framework and the structure better. Also the conclusion should more closely respond to the questions asked in 

the introduction (better than the “main findings part”). Generally, the thesis represents a solid basis for further 

research in the field of political economy of the EU-Russia energy relations, but it does not address the 

problem in full.     

 

 

5. COOPERATION WITH SUPERVISOR (communication with the supervisor, ability to reflect comments, shift 

from the original idea etc.) 

The cooperation was burdened by the fact that it took relatively long time to finish the thesis and there were long 

periods without contact. This somehow limited supervisor’s influence on the result.  

 

6. QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS THAT SHOULD BE ADDRESSED DURING THE DEFENCE (one to 

three): 

With the recent developments in the gas markets in the world (natural gas exports from the USA, Qatar and other 

LNG exporters rising role), do you see the interdependence decreasing? 

   

 

 

7. (NON-)RECOMMENDATION AND SUGGESTED GRADE 

 (excellent, very good, good, unsatisfactory):  



I recommend the thesis for defense with the grade very good to good, dependent on the author’s performance 

during the discussion.  
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