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1. KNOWLEDGE AND CONNECTION TO THE FIELD
(relevance of the research question, research objective, literature review):

The thesis tackles important and interesting topic of the engagement of political foundations
in the process of EU enlargement. Marius has chosen not an easy task as there is not much of
the existing literature focusing on the political foundations.

State of the art is solid, but the wider context is missing — I would be interested in reading more
about the relevance of the political foundations in the EU policy making.

The RQ are well formulated and the dataset chosen to answer them carefully prepared. It might
be more relevant however to chose a bigger sample or justify better why just this 2 actors are
taken into consideration.

2. ANALYSIS
(methodology, argument, theoretical backing, appropriate work with sources):

Theoretical considerations are rather superficial and not discussed in detail (which, obviously,
is later visible when it comes to the findings). Three methods (process-tracing, method of
“attributed influence’, and thematic analysis) are mentioned and discussed but in the very
descriptive manner.

The questionable is if one can measure impact/influence based on documents and 5 interviews
only.

3. CONCLUSIONS
(persuasiveness, link between data and conclusions, achievement of research objectives):

Easy to read conclusions remain (as most of the work) quite descriptive. The Author discusses
if the actors in question act as norm entrepreneurs, knowledge brokers and watchdogs but the
final part of the thesis could be more critical and propose more advanced interpretations.

4. FORMAL ASPECTS AND LANGUAGE
(appropriate language, adherence to academic standards, citation style, layout):

Thesis are well written and according to academic standards, work is easy to follow, with
appropriate citations.

5. SUMMARY ASSESSMENT
(strong and weak point of the dissertation, other issues)

The strong sides: original empirical material, focus on under researched topic, easy to read
and follow language
The weak points: descriptive, weak theoretical grounding
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