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OVERALL ASSESSMENT 

 
Contribution 
 
Marie Viktorinová wrote a good thesis that dealt with important research questions and used an 
excellent range of data sources, which are two important strong characteristics of the thesis. First, the 
important research questions. Marie focuses on the interaction of political connections, public 
procurement and the decisions of a relevant public authority. She proposes some thoughtful 
hypotheses that she tests with a sensible combination of methods and data. Second, admirable use of 
a variety of relevant data sets. Marie combines a data about results of disputes in public procurement 
tenders from 2004 to 2018, data about donations to political parties and data about parties in power of 
municipalities, regions and ministries between the years 2006 and 2018. The competent use and 
merging of these data sets is a meaningful step in the analysis that, in combination with the important 
research questions, provides a potential for a clear research contribution. 
 
Despite these two strong characteristics of the thesis, my overall assessment is that the potential of 
the ambitious thesis plan remains unfulfilled due to somewhat incomplete execution of the plans. For 
example, some parts of the thesis would require more work for it to be finished, including the 
discussion of the thesis’ contributions to the existing literature and more in-depth discussion and 
interpretation of the results. In principles, this might be an excellent thesis but due to its partly 
unfinished nature, it is only a good thesis. 
 
So, overall, the extent of the student’s contribution is mixed. Marie has chosen interesting research 
questions, suitable data sets, but I am not convinced by the submitted version of the thesis and thus I 
remain sceptical about the thesis’ contribution.   
 
Methods 
 
The data used are relevant and state-of-the-art for the purpose at hand. The methods are more or less 
suitable (and all right given that this is indeed an undergraduate thesis), but state-of-the-art research 
would use additional, other methods and their execution, including the interpretation of the results 
would be discussed much more in depth. 
 
I appreciate the explicit hypothesis development in section 4, although it would likely fit better 
elsewhere than in the data description section and I would like the hypotheses to be much less 
numerous (26!) and discussed in more depth. The student does go through all the hypotheses again in 
the results section, which is admirable in some sense, but I would prefer her to go in more depth in 
terms of the testing of the hypotheses and the interpretation of the results. 
 
Some parts of the thesis exhibit standard material that could be dropped (e.g. introducing logit and 
probit as in a textbook; corruption literature review; section 3) and substituted with how these concepts 
or this information are tweaked or relevant for the approach as applied in the thesis. 
 
Literature 
 
The student reviews some closely related research papers (but those are mostly limited to Czechia), 
but do not seem to explicitly discuss in the introduction nor in the literature review section what is the 
contribution of her thesis with respect to existing research papers.  
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Neither the results nor conclusions sections include a comparison of this thesis’ findings with other 
existing research papers. Overall, it does not engage adequately with the existing literature. 
 
Furthermore, as a side note, as much as I understand the intention of the student to link her thesis 
with the study of corruption in its introduction and in the literature review, it is clear from the empirical 
part of the thesis she is able to provide only indirect evidence that is consistent with a potentially 
corrupt behaviour.  
 
Manuscript form 
 
The writing is mostly understandable and the use of English is good, but surely not perfect. For 

example, there are grammatical errors in some parts of the text, including in the abstract (e.g. „the 

connections between businesses and politics raises” or “The analyze focuses”). 
 
Observing these errors, I imagine that the thesis has been finished in a rush. This could also explain 
why, in addition to the Czech translation of the abstract, there is a non-sensical second paragraph of a 
Czech abstract of another, unrelated thesis starting with “Zapojení mužů do života jejich partnerek 
může být...”. 
 
Also, the tables should include labels rather than the names of the variables (e.g. 
“comp_sig_sum_notp”) that are sometimes impossible to understand. 
 
Otherwise, the form is of sufficiently high quality. 
 
Suggested questions for the committee 
 
Could you list at least two specific research papers that deal with other countries than Czechia that 
deal with similar research questions and are similar in other aspects with your thesis? Then, could you 
discuss the main differences between these papers and your thesis as well as commonalities?   
 
Could you name specific policy recommendations that are supported by your findings, if any, and what 
public authority or office should implement them?  
 
Summary  

 
In my view, the thesis fulfills the requirements for a bachelor thesis at IES, Faculty of Social Sciences, 
Charles University, I recommend it for the defense and suggest a grade B. 
 
The results of the Urkund analysis do not indicate significant text similarity with other available 
sources. 

 
 



Report on Bachelor / Master Thesis 

Institute of Economic Studies, Faculty of Social Sciences, Charles University  

 

Student: Marie Viktorinová 

Advisor: PhDr. Miroslav Palanský M.A. 

Title of the thesis: 
Political connections and ruling in public procurement 
disputes: Are the decisions of the Czech Office for the 
Protection of Competition politically biased? 

 
SUMMARY OF POINTS AWARDED (for details, see below):  
 

CATEGORY POINTS 

Contribution                 (max. 30 points) 25 

Methods                       (max. 30 points) 25 

Literature                     (max. 20 points) 15 

Manuscript Form         (max. 20 points) 16 

TOTAL POINTS         (max. 100 points) 81 

GRADE            (A – B – C – D – E – F) B 
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EXPLANATION OF CATEGORIES AND SCALE: 

 
 
CONTRIBUTION:  The author presents original ideas on the topic demonstrating critical thinking and ability to 
draw conclusions based on the knowledge of relevant theory and empirics. There is a distinct value added of the 
thesis. 
 
 
 
 
METHODS: The tools used are relevant to the research question being investigated, and adequate to the author’s 
level of studies. The thesis topic is comprehensively analyzed.  
 
 
 
 
LITERATURE REVIEW: The thesis demonstrates author’s full understanding and command of recent literature. 
The author quotes relevant literature in a proper way. 
 
 
 
 

MANUSCRIPT FORM: The thesis is well structured. The student uses appropriate language and style, including 
academic format for graphs and tables. The text effectively refers to graphs and tables and disposes with a 
complete bibliography. 
  
 

 
 
Overall grading: 

 

TOTAL GRADE 

91 – 100 A 

81 - 90 B 

71 - 80 C 

61 – 70 D 

51 – 60 E 

0 – 50 F 

 


