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1. VZTAH SCHVALENYCH TEZI A VYSLEDNE PRACE”

Odpovida Odchyluje se od tezi, |Odchyluje se od tezia |Neodpovida
schvalenym | odchyleni je ale odchyleni neni vhodné a |schvalenym
tezim vhodné a zdiivodnéné |v praci zdlivodnéné tezim

1.1. | Cil prace X

1.2. | Metoda prace X

1.3. | Struktura prace X

* W r r
) Oznadte , X vybrané hodnoceni.

KOMENTAR (v pfipadé hodnoceni ve sloupcich 3 a 4 musi autor posudku slovné formulovat hlavni
witky pro jednotlivé podbody) (max. 1000 znaki).

2. HODNOCENI OBSAHU VYSLEDNE PRACE

Hodnoceni znamkou

2.1 |Relevance tématu s ohledem na soucasny stav vyzkumu 1

2.2 | Plivodnost prace a ptinos oboru 2

2.3 | Relativni uplnost zpracované literatury a informacnich zdroji vhodnych 3
pro analyzu zvoleného tématu

2.4 | Schopnost kriticky vyhodnotit prostudovanou literaturu 2

2.5 | Uroven zpracovani pouZitych zdroji 2

2.6 | Pouzité metody a jejich relevance s ohledem na téma vyzkumu a 1

sledované cile

Y Vyplitujte &islici na 8kale 1 — 2 — 3 — 4 (vyborné — velmi dobré — dobré — nedostatecné)




KOMENTAR (v pfipadé hodnoceni 3 a 4 musi autor posudku slovné formulovat hlavni vtky pro
Jednotlivé podbody) (max. 1000 znakii).

2.3. As far as the qualitative sources are concerned, Mr. Bozhko focuses mainly on the older works,
and does not take into consideration more recent secondary sources published during the past two
years. This results, in some cases, in misjudgment of recent developments and some factual mistakes.
For instance, the impact of economic decline on global gas market is not reflected. Furthermore, the
theoretical part of the thesis is not supported by sufficient literature which results in a superficial and
inadequate theoretical background. Basic terms used in the thesis lack a framework, and their
definition is either missing, or insufficient as in the case of "energy security". This might be because of
the lack of resources and/or because of the uncritical approach to information. The author sometimes
presents as a fact what is rather a question to discuss, or a subject for further research, e.g. the question
of Kazakhstan natural gas reserves (p. 64), or CARs gas export prices (p. 51).

3. HODNOCENI KONECNE PODOBY VYSLEDNE PRACE

Hodnoceni znamkou
3.1 | Logic¢nost struktury prace 1
3.2 | Argumentacni schopnost autora, ucelenost a provazanost vykladu 2
3.3 | Zvladnuti terminologie oboru 2
3.4 |Dodrzeni citatni normy 1
3.5 | Uroveii poznamkového aparatu 2
3.6 |Jazykova a stylisticka uroven prace (pokud je opakované porusovana 1
platna kodifikace pravopisné normy, hodnot’te stupném 4!)
3.7 | Opravnénost a vhodnost ptiloh s ohledem na logiku vykladu a pouzitou 1
argumentaci
3.8 | Graficka uprava textu 1

Y Vyplitjte &islici na 8kale 1 — 2 — 3 — 4 (vyborné — velmi dobré — dobré — nedostatecné)

KOMENTAR (v pfipadé hodnoceni 3 a 4 musi autor posudku slovné formulovat hlavni vytky pro
Jednotlivé podbody) (max. 2000 znakii).

4. SHRNUJICI KOMENTAR HODNOTITELE
(celkovy dojem z vysledné prace, jeji silné a slabé stranky, piivodnost tématu a myslenek apod.) (max.
1500 znakai).

In this thesis, Mr. Bozhko applies very interesting and well designed methodology to research CARs
gas market with focus on Uzbekistan. Unfortunately, the bibliography is not sufficient in order to
answer fully the question of CARs gas market advantages and disadvantages. The thesis is logically
structured, but some chapters should provide more analytical approach (e.g. Chapter 6, Chapter 11).
Mr. Bozhko does not miss the opportunity to use an interview which brings some interesting insights.
However, this can be sometimes confusing as he mentions in Chapter 13. Even though the thesis
contains some minor factual mistakes and is rather descriptive than analytical, yet its author
successfully manages to demonstrate in it his understanding of the complexity of the issue.

5. OTAZKY, K NIMZ SE PRI OBHAJOBE DIPLOMANT MUSI VYJADRIT

5.1 Could you clarify the problem of trans-Caspian gas pipeline realization in relation to the legal status of
the Caspian Sea?

5.2 What are the changes in the purchasing prices of Kazakh, Uzbek and Turkmen gas to Russia after
2008?




53 What consequences can we expect from the growing activities of China in CARs gas sector for Russia
and the EU?

6. NAVRHOVANA ZNAMKA

(po vytisteni posudku rucné zakrouzkujte vami navrhované hodnoceni)
vyborné — velmi dobie — dobie — nedoporucuji k obhajobé

ZDUVODNENI V PRIPADE NEDOPORUCENI (max. 700 znaki)
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