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1. TOPIC AND OBJECTIVE (short information on the thesis, research objective): 
 
The aim of the thesis is a comparative analysis of two political parties – Polish Razem and Slovenian 
Levica – considering their possible left populist orientation. The author asks whether these parties are 
really left populist. His analysis is based on the programmes of these parties as well as the statements 
of their leaders. The work is a true comparison, not just a description, and the author has convincingly 
shown the ideological essence of both parties. All this, as has already been said, on a comparative 
scale, which enhances the value of the analysis, or rather of the work as a whole. The aim of the work 
has thus undoubtedly been fulfilled.   
 
2. CONTENT (complexity, original approach, argument, structure, theoretical and 

methodological backing, work with sources, appropriateness of annexes etc.): 
 
As mentioned above, the thesis is not a mere description, but an analysis that has its theoretical and 
methodological foundations and starting points. The author is very well versed in the literature, knows 
how to work with concepts and has mastered research methodology. The bibliography includes Polish 
and Slovenian sources, but only to a limited extent. If the author can read Polish and Slovenian, he 
could have made more use of local literature. Many political scientists think they can find everything 
in English, but this is not the case.  
The use of interviews with respondents is interesting, although here the author runs the risk of 
criticism. Why these respondents and not others? To what extent are their statements credible and 
honest? 
The structure of the work is somewhat complicated. Perhaps it would be better to simplify the 
structure: introduction (including methodology), theoretical chapter, empirical chapter, and finally 
analytical chapter.  
 
3. FORMAL ASPECTS AND LANGUAGE (quality of language, citation style, graphics, formal 

aspects etc.): 
 
I am not a native English speaker and therefore I cannot evaluate the language level of the text. The 
linguistic level of the work seems to be OK, but there are various typos. There are some tables in the 
work, the source should be mentioned, even if they are the author's original tables (then we write – 
“source: author” or something similar. I would recommend more traditional chapter numbering, i.e., 
for example, 2.1) rather than 2) and then A). 
 
4. STATEMENT ON THE ORIGINALITY OF THE THESIS 
 
The thesis was checked by the Turnitin/URKUND/Theses ani-plagiarism software and is OK. 
 
 
5. SHORT COMMENTS BY THE REVIEWER (overall impression, strengths and weaknesses, 

originality of ideas, achievement of the research objective etc.): 
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The strength of the thesis is its comparative analytical potential. Let me repeat, it is not just 
descriptive. The author is well versed in theory and knows how to apply it. The weaknesses of the 
thesis are some formal shortcomings (but not serious ones). As already mentioned, especially the 
structure of the thesis could be better (simpler). 
 
6. COOPERATION WITH THE SUPERVISOR (communication with the supervisor, ability to 
reflect comments, shift from the original intention, etc.) 
 
The student consulted the work with his supervisor, but only at the beginning. Then he paused. I didn’t 
see the finished work before submitting it to the SIS. 
 
7. QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS THAT SHOULD BE ADDRESSED DURING THE 
DEFENCE: 
 
Perhaps I could repeat the “methodological” question from section 2 of this review: Why these 
respondents and not others? To what extent are their statements credible and honest? 
 
8. (NON-)RECOMMENDATION AND SUGGESTED GRADE:   
 
 (on A-F scale)  
 
I recommend the thesis for defense, and I propose to grade it with A. 
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