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Evaluation 

Major criteria: 
 
The thesis explores the (lasting) effects of the changed diplomatic relations between 
Czechia and Taiwan on Taiwanese political, economic and societeal-level relations 
with Czechia. The thesis is systematic in its approach and coverage of diverse 
dimensions of Czech-Taiwanese relations. It has all the parts it should have (theory, 
literature review, method, empirics,…), and reaches relevant conclusions that are 
backed (largely) by evidence. At the same time, the execution appears rather shallow 
in each of these dimensions, and the thesis lacks analytical depth and rigour. 
 
Regarding theory, in section 2.2 the theoretical framework appears to come from 
nowhere and lead nowhere; it repeats what has been stated before and does not add 
new material. Hypothesis H1 is formulated in a way that highlights future rather 
than present relations (“will”), H2 is somewhat unclear in that it should specify that 
“The change in the Czech-Taiwanese relations” is really meant to mean a change in 
diplomatic/foreign relations (as the causal factor).  
As for empirics, the analysis is relatively wide-ranging, considering different 
measures of the reception of Czechia in Taiwan, but also somewhat superficial. In 
the content analysis section, it would be interesting to further explore the fact that 
no journal articles solely referred to economy, but always in connection with politics 
(p. 39). In terms of interpretation of the data, several observations. First, the author 
argues that there is no pattern visible in Fig 1, but then the content shows that 
references in 2020-2022 explicitly mention high-level representatives, in contrast 
to the previous period, so qualitatively, there appears to be an important difference, 
largely in line with H1. Perhaps this should be exploited more. Second, it is not clear 
why the author reports trade flows in USDm, and whether this accounts for inflation 
(so whether the observed increase in also present in real terms). In the media 
analysis, it is interesting that the really important spike occurs with city-level agenda 
and Hrib’s cooperation with Taipei, so before Vystrcil senate-level activity. But then 
the category “Czech-Taiwanese politics start from 2020, so with Vystrcil’s visit. This 
is interesting and perhaps more could have been done with this observation in the 
thesis. In general, the results are presented descriptively, but more robust 
connections back to the theory would help. 
I find it difficult to interpret the data as confirming the hypothesis 1 as firmly as the 
author seems to suggest. There are some increases visible, possibly across the 
different indicators. But they do not seem particularly pronounced substantively, 
and in media visibility the change pre-dates 2020. If indeed the evidence points 
systematically towards support of H1 (see also abopve), this synthetic conclusion 
would deserve more elaboration. 
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The overall conclusions do not refer back to the theoretical framework or any of the 
literature discussed above, so the study does not related back to the debates from 
which it started. 
 
I highlight some more specific problems below: 

• Some references seem misplaced, or at least it is not obvious to me why they 
appear where they do (Hopf 1998 on p. 12). 

• It is strange to claim that there is a“ prevailing norm of non-recognition of 
Taiwan's government by high-ranking foreign officials”, with only 
substantiation being a short POLITICO article on the visit (Herszenhorn). 
Similarly, sentences such as “Despite the fact that parliamentarians have less 
powerful executive power, there is still some form of parliamentary 
accountability” seem either vague, or require elaboration if they are meant to 
go beyond simple truisms.  

 

Minor criteria: 

I do not find any fundamental formal problems in the thesis, but the overall 
presentation is not particularly strong. Often, the text is repetitive, the 
language is generally somewhat poor. The visual side of the thesis is also not 
strong. 
 

 
Assessment of plagiarism: 
There are no signs of plagiarism. 

 
Overall evaluation: 

The thesis satisfies the minimal criteria, the overall research design is 
meaningful, it addresses all the planned parts of the analysis, and it reaches 
relevant conclusions. At the same time, in each of the aspects, the thesis is on 
the lower-end of the range of execution quality. 
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