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Substantive basis for the review

Wroctaw appointed me as the reviewer for the procedure for awarding the
doctoral degree - Mehmet Sevgin, M.A. (field of social sciences, in the discipline of
political science and administration).

Introduction

The reviewed thesis is part of the relatively new research in the area of public policies, using

an innovative theoretical approach, which is undoubtedly behavioral economics. Previous

research in the field of behavioral economics has been embedded in all sorts of issues, from
macro-structural and macro-economic issues, such as the functioning of the stock market, to
Issues related to marketing, consumer behavior and the decision-making of individual people.
While behavioral economics was an unaccepted trend by researchers and academics in its early

days, over the years its explanations of the economic and political world, and above all its
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methodological approach, have gained recognition. The awarding of the Nobel Prize to
Kahneman in 2002 and to Thaler in 2017 served as an evidence in the academic community of

the acceptance of this approach and the accuracy of the research results.

Therefore, it is highly recommended that young researchers around the world are gaining

insight into the themes and methodology of the aforementioned Nobel laureates. Exactly this

was done by Mehmet Sevgin in his doctoral dissertation. The choice of research topic and
research problem changing the focus from behavioral economics to public policies and

explaining their functioning through said economics is a very Interesting and relatively

overcomes traditional understanding of public policies as political activity, public management
or, finally, the creation of principles or institutions of the common good in society based on the
traditional paradigm of rationality pioneered in European philosophy by Descartes and
subsequently used by economists in the Homo Oeconomicus model. The formulation of the
research problem is part of an innovative understanding of the formation of public policies,
their creation taking into account the decisions of residents or decision-makers themselves. First
of all, traditionally understood public policies are rejected as rational activity, based on the tacit

assumption of the primacy of reason over people's emotions, interests, or cognitive errors.

Mehmet Sevgin entitled his dissertation: lhe Behavioral Economics Implementation into

Public Policymaking: The Behavioral Public Policies, which implies the core jssues like

behavioral economics and public policy.

rationality and psychology in economics, derivations of behavioral economics and cognitive
biases and heuristic. The question could be the following: how much does this last part fit into

the previous two, and if so, why was it extracted? Chapter two entitled Behavioral Economics

subsections: theoretical framework of behavioral public policies, historical and institutional
framework of behavioral public policies and application areas of behavioral public policies with
the help of cognitive biases and heuristic. Chapter three concerns Implementation process of
behavioral public policies: challenges, opportunities and criticism. The last chapter entitled

Implementing behavioral insights in public policy design — A Delphi Study is a presentation of
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the Delphi research methods realized with respondents. The Ph.D. Thesis included also
Conclusion and references. Thus, the proposed structure of the doctoral thesis shows a compact
whole, with the higher level of logical order. The question of the separation between the so-
called theoretical or definitional and empirical chapters remains to be discussed. The
presentation of the results of the experimental study takes place in the 2nd chapter, i. e. the de
Jacto theoretical one. The author of the dissertation could be asked to justify just such a division

of the contents of Chapters 2 and 3.

I'he structure of the Ph.D. thesis is correct, the chapters are disjunctive, yet complementary.
The individual chapters are designed as chapters describing and analyzing the said phenomenon

according to the "from the general to the specific” logic. The topic of the doctoral thesis is in
close relation to the content presented in the paper. Its main idea related to behavioral

economics and public policies has been preserved. Despite the interdisciplinary nature of the

administration. The doctoral dissertation presents some abundant literature on the subject

matter, which consists predominantly of novel and significant items related to the topic of

behavioral economics.

Comprehensive review

The reviewed thesis deals with the issue of feasibility of implementing the behavioral
economics model into public policies. As mentioned earlier, this is an important issue from the
point of view of the formation and Implementation of public policies, which have been based
on the rationality model since their very inception. It is highly challenging for researchers to
find possibilities for ever-new explanations for the creation of particular public policies. This

can be considered a positive element of the doctoral thesis - the choice of the subject matter that

is relatively new, but at the same time Innovative, primarily in rejecting traditional patterns of

thinking about public policies, their formation and implementation.

of the Thesis.

The following advantage of the Thesis is the presentation in the chapter 2.2.

several examples of shaping and implementing public policies in various countries, based on




their institutional order, which shows that the author has extensive knowledge in the topic he

researches and the ability to select material.

Another positive element of the thesis is the analysis of the experiment carried out
iIndependently and the comparison of the results of this part of the research to Thaler's research,
already recognized as classic today. It's worth bearing in mind that comparing one's own
original research results with already conducted study, even by researchers considered to be
authorities, is often a forgotten method of research, perhaps a bit embarrassing, perhaps

somewhat bordering on a desire to undermine authority, but nevertheless, very Inspiring.

One more advantage, which should be mentioned also, and it is the presentation of numerous
research outcomes, which shows that the author is an expert in his field. The Author collected

a lot of research results from the world, analyzed a lot of scientific literature and summarized

it and prepare a new quality of state-of-the-art.

Argumentation and criticism

Some critical issues and some discussion points should be mentioned. In my opinion, in his
dissertation, the Author made several blatant errors. A key one is the methodological issue.
Presenting research methods on page 9, the Author writes about historical analyses. I dare to
point out that they are not present in this paper. In my opinion, indication of this research
method is erroneous. Historical analysis is a method of establishing historical facts or

reconstructing past events, primarily used in history. In the case of this dissertation, proposing

this method is a misuse. The Author presented the history of behavioral economics but it is not

related to the historical methods.

Further still, as far as the methodological aspect of the paper is concerned - the choice of the
experiment is fully justified, but the thesis lacks a description and explanation, first of all, why
students were selected for the study and why students of Comenius University, in particular,
were selected? What is missing from the paper 1s the issue related to sampling, i.e., the

Justification of who we examine/survey and why. The same applies to experts in the Delhi

method and research tools. The choice of the method, itself, is a very good one, especially since
it 1s not a method commonly found in social research. In this research project, the use of the

Dephi method will facilitate in answering research problems and will also show a juxtaposition

of the theoretical assumptions of behavioral economics with the pragmatics of action. However,
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[ missed, again, the selection of the sample/experts, i.e. how and why they were selected and
who they actually were. Additionally, in the thesis there is no appendix in the form of interview
questionnaires for experts. The author writes that there were two rounds of questions; yes - the
questions themselves as well as the answers are cited in the doctoral dissertation, however the
explanation of the construction of the two questionnaires, their relationship to each other, which

after all is very important in the Delphi method, is missing. Thus, the methodological layer of

the paper constitutes a relatively poorer part of the reviewed doctoral dissertation. Similarly,

the questions could be state in the case of experiment. The description of this method is on p.

Discussion

In the review, T would like to discuss some issues, firstly, the topic of the paper. The words
"Behavioral" and "Public" are found twice, which makes it difficult to understand the guiding
Idea of the thesis. It could have been titled: The Behavioral Public Policies — Challenges and
Implementation or in another way without double repetition. To sum up - the title as it stands

duplicates the individual words - the keys of the paper.

Reflecting on the research problems is worthy of a discussion. Bearing in mind that this is an
autonomous decision of the Author, which he made at the beginning of his research project,
and in the paper he only recalls his own position, it is worth taking a closer look at this logic
and substantive layer. On pages 8-9, the Author refers to nine enumerative research problems.
With the dissertation thesis project in mind, the reviewer's expectation would be to arrange them
In terms of, for example, main and specific research problems. The nine research issues

mentioned sometimes overlap logically - some are at the general level and related to the topic
of the paper, such as "How behaviora]. " And "What are the advantages....", other are specific

ones.

Unfortunately, the Thesis contains several errors in the footnotes, for example on page 19 the
author quotes Amitai Etzioni from 1990 - page 94, and in the bibliography is written pages 31-
32. Similarly, Simon 1986, in the dissertation referral is made to page 280 in the text and p.
209-224 in footnotes. I also found errors in randomly checked bibliographic items: Ashraf,
Camerer, Loewenstein (2005) in the doctoral thesis is on page 22, and there is a reference -

page 13, and in the footnotes 131 -145, Falk, Heckman - in the bibliography 535-538. while on
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page 80 there is reference to page 7. There are, in my opinion, a lot of errors, which

unfortunately lowers the value of the Thesis, especially in terms of its quality. In addition to
these errors, it is worth pointing out that Adam Smith's book, The Wealth of Nations, which the

author cites in his paper (on page 21), is missing from the bibliography.

Moreover, | would like to question the proposed order of precursor researchers on page 20 -
Smith, Keynes and Hume. In my view, the order established is iIncomprehensible. Analyzing
from the point of view of the history of economic thought or the history of philosophy, we
should rather have - Hume, Smith. Keynes - if we assume that individual philosophers referred
to and drew from each other. If, on the other hand, we refer to them according to a different

logical or factual order, it would have to be presented.

I'he analogy is on page 53 - the order established by the Author - Descartes, Simon and Adam
Smith. Again my question is - why? Why Simon from the second half of the 20th century is
between Descartes from the 16th/17th century and Smith from the 18th. I get the Impression
that the Author has difficulty reading the map of philosophical, political or economic thought.

Another element to reflect upon is the author's presentation of the normative nature of the

referred theses. In several places the author uses the phrases "Should", and "Can". which means
that in many threads the descriptive and analytical level, which should be without merit,
becomes normative in nature according to the adopted methodology of behavioral economics.

T'he question remains as to whether the implementation of research in the above-mentioned
trend gives the right to formulate normative theses. T'herefore, another question can be raised -

what is the role of researcher in the analytical and normative dimensions of the presented theses.

Conclusion

I'he Thesis written by Mehmet Sevgin under the supervision of dr hab. Agnieszka Makarewicz

1S a characterized by the new theoretical approach into public policies, new look for the making
public policies according to behavioral economics. It breaks traditional policy making as well

as policy analysis based on Western mainstream kind of understanding of political and

economic reality.

entitled: The Behavioral Economics Implementation into Public Policymaking: The
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Behavioral Public Policies fulfils the criteria set for doctoral dissertations in Art. 187

paragraph in Higher Education Act i. e. presents the general theoretical knowledge of the

candidate and the ability to independently conduct

scientific work. The subject of the
doctoral dissertation is an original

solution of a scientific problem. Therefore, I

doctoral thesis of Mehmet'Sevgin for further progress in the doctoral
process in the discipline of politics and administration.
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