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THESIS STRUCTURE:

1. How well was the research problem defined?
[Wartos¢ 3,5 z waga 1] Satisfactory Plus

2. How well does the content of the thesis fit the research question?
[Wartos¢€ 3,5 z waga 1] Satisfactory Plus

3. Assessement of thesis structure (organisation of content, order of chapters, completeness of content).
[Wartos¢ 4 z waga 1] Good

4. Assessment of the student's awareness of the theoretical context of the topic
[Wartos¢ 4,5 z waga 1] Good Plus

5. Assessment of the cohesion and clarity of the conceptualisation of the thesis
[Wartos¢ 3,5 z waga 1] Satisfactory Plus

6. Assessment of the empircal context
[Wartos€ 3,5 z waga 1] Satisfactory Plus

7. Assessment of the analytical dimension of the thesis
[Wartos¢ 3,5 z waga 1] Satisfactory Plus

8. Assessment of the critical dimension of the thesis
[Wartos¢ 4 z waga 1] Good

9. To what extent are the hypotheses formulated in the thesis original?
[Wartos¢ 3,5 z waga 1] Satisfactory Plus

SOURCES AND THEIR USAGE:

10. How rich and varied were the sources/data used?
[Wartosé 4 z waga 1] Good

11. How appropriate was the use of sources/data in the text?
[Wartos¢ 3,5 z waga 1] Satisfactory Plus

TECHNICAL REQUIREMENTS OF THE THESIS:
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12. Assessment of the readability of the thesis
[Wartos¢ 4 z waga 1] Good

13. To what extent did the text use proper punctuation?
[Wartosé 4 z waga 1] Good

14. To what extent did the text use proper grammar and spelling?
[Wartos¢ 4,5 z waga 1] Good Plus

15. Assessment of the completeness of the bibliography
[Wartos¢ 4 z waga 1] Good

16. Assessment of the student's ability to cite sources
[Wartos¢ 4 z waga 1] Good

COMMENTS:

17. Comments (minimum 900 characters)

The thesis takes on an important subject, yet one that has been the topic of much discussion and academic analysis,
therefore here we do not seem to see much novelty in it. What is rather surprising is that the author does not contextualise
the 'refugee crisis' and accompanying developments in EU asylum policy further than 2018, while there has undoubtedly
been a paradigm shift in the last year. As the thesis was started in 2022, it is not understandable that there is absolutely no
mention of the current state of affairs, although words like 'current' and ‘recent’ are used throughout (in relation to the refugee
crisis of 2015-17). Further, in the descriptive analysis of the development of EU asylum policies, and particularly the Dublin
Regulations, there is no discussion on the New Pact on Migration and Asylum (proposed already in 2020), that sets out to
completely overhaul the system. Data on 'recent’ or ‘current' refugee populations seems to stop at 2018/19.

The research questions are further problematic, in that the first is not analytical in nature (how prepared was the EU for the
refugee crisis). The answer can only be descriptive and subjective in nature. The second RQ (which policy instruments
explain the securitising trend) is also not analytical in nature - it does not as how, but 'which', reducing the answer simply to
identifying a list of chosen instruments, assuming the the securitising trend is already present and without contestation (or
analysis). The third RQ (to what extent has the handling of the applications for asylum been securitised through discourses
in the aftermath of the refugee crisis), is problematic on two accounts. Firstly, asylum applications are not handled at the EU
level, they are processed by Member States. Secondly, there seems to be a fundamental issue with the concept of
'discourse’, what it is, and how it is analysed in the thesis.

While the thesis does make the effort to engage with certain EU documents, select fragments of speeches of select EU-level
leaders, the operationalisation of securitisation theory (both 'threads’) fundamentally lacks an analytical approach, which
necessitates engagement with ‘how' (how are the discourses/practices constructed).

The strong point of the thesis is the outline of the theoretical framework, although this is not met with an in-depth analysis
and understanding thereof in the empirical section nor in the conclusion.

What is not clear in the analysis is how the author came to label some 'securitising actors' or practices as 'not, partially or
fully' compliant. There is no explanation of these labels, and how the author categorised these aspects and assessed them.
Throughout the thesis, there are many statements that lack explanation, rendering the arguments somewhat weak. For
example, in the conclusion the author writes 'securitising processes have influenced European citizenship', without
explaining what he means by this.

Possible questions for the defense: What do you understand as 'discourse’, and 'discourse analysis', and how would you
argue that it has been implemented as a method in your thesis? How may the current refugee situation (ie Ukrainian
refugees in the EU) influence the argument of securitising discourses and practices at the EU level? What is the difference
between 'securitising practices' and policy instruments in your thesis?

(podpis kierujgcego pracg zatwierdzony elektronicznie)
dr Karolina Czerska-Shaw
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