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Evaluate the diploma thesis based on the following considerations (not necessarily in this
order):

1) Setting and answering research questions;

In the reviewed thesis, the two research questions are formulated. The first one ,, Based on
the theory of social constructions of target populations, what factors influence persistent
marginalization of Roma in Slovakia?* (p. 9) contains the assumption that the way the image of
Roma is constructed in political and public discourse influences the implemented public
policies and laws. The second research question ,,How political discourses and their influence
on public and social policies targeting Roma communities have evolved? (p.9) is linked to the
breath-taking and striking intention of examining parliamentary debates over a thirty-year
period and comparing how the structure of this picture changed during individual electoral
periods.

I must state at the outset that the author has indeed succeeded in fulfilling this literally titanic
goal in case of the second question she set. At least in sense of computation of changing
proportions of positive, neutral and negative statements concerning Roma and their specific
subcategories. However, the first research question is not satisfactory answered and — I am sure
— that no one will be able to answer it satisfactorily who chooses similarly broad scope of
analysis that could only result in shallowness and which prevents us from examining in more
detail the process of preparing and approving a certain relevant policy, taking into account the
influence of various stakeholders and public policies (for instance fiscal) trade- offs .to do it by
means of this research design and scope.

On the one hand, 1 greatly admire author’s feat in collecting and sorting data, because,
especially due to the very complex search in the archive of parliamentary debates of the first
three electoral terms, it had have been extremely time-consuming task, which is not expected
even for specific public policy dissertations, and — in my opinion - such an analysis should only
be undertaken by authors who have many years of research into public policies and know how
to assess the impact of discourse in the context of other factors and complement it to the overall
picture of the dynamics under study.

On the other hand, I greatly regret this author's intention to do such extensive and exhausting
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research and I especially regret that she was not restrained in her ambition for “complexity” of
hers. Unfortunately, the author was not guided that qualitative research can show cognitive
power when examining a small topic (e.g., not/improving access to housing for disadvantaged
groups or not/introducing teaching of Slovak as a second language for children with Romani as
their mother tongue) in all its contexts. Thus, she was condemned to say very little about many
things, despite her certainly high analytical skills. The enormous amount of material she dealt
with and the time-consuming task of sorting through pieces of parliamentary discourse made it
impossible to deal with the legislative proposals that the parliamentary debates concerned
(which is in my view essential departure from proclaimed CDA), let alone the political
measures and programs concerning disadvantaged Roma communities that are adopted only at
the government level (not debated in the Parliament) and in negotiations with the relevant
departments of the European Commission. For that reason, the author’s identification of policies
and programs adopted in individual periods and her attribution of the social construction of Roma to
these policies (Annexes 1 — 9) is apparently not evidence-based, as the author claims. More over:
some fundamental amendments to laws passed in the periods are omitted here and, in some cases,
especially in relation to the decisions on the valorisation of the subsistence (living) minimum, her
categorisations reveal the lack of knowledge of the position of this institute in tax policy and in
numerous social protection policies and of de facto disconnection of the subsistence minimum from
the system of material need assistance.

Moreover, the author omits the overall economic and social situation of Slovakia (decay of several
branches of Slovak economy, growth of unemployment, real wage stagnation, stopping housing
policies, growing regional disparities, national debts and necessity of foreign loans from the IMF
and WB preconditioned by reduction of public spending and “slender state™) and individualisation
of responsibility for wellbeing as “central philosophy of transformation of social protection.

However, I am aware that it would be unfair to fault the author for omitting these important
considerations because, as | have already noted, their thorough analysis is impossible with such
broad empirical goals she set for herself. Therefore, in an effort to support the author, 1 will
summarize this section in the words: Clear conclusions are formulated in the work, which relate to
the concept of the work and the research question.

2) Structure of work;

The thesis contains well-structured essential chapters directly related to the given topic. The
theoretical part of the work is connected with the research part. However, A broad
historical introduction, despite the thesis of path dependency, seems superfluous and only
loosely connected to the topic. Introductions (“Important events and general background™)
to the chapters devoted to individual electoral periods are often based on the articles from
politically explicit newspapers and from authors with a clear party profile. There is no
mention about Roma integration program including field work that was introduced on
territory of Slovakia in early 80s, and abolished at the initiative of Roma intellectuals in
early 90s.

Subchapter containing answers from the interviews with the stakeholders seems to be
disjointed, redundant and does not help the analysis. Although the author asked them about
the division of responsibilities (the role of individual actors), the thesis The dissertation did
not at all raise the issue of subsidiarity, i.e. the power and responsibility of local
governments, the central government and the European Commission, even though it is
crucial for understanding the failure of some programs, e.g. improving housing, and should
be part of the basic knowledge of a student of public policy.

Univerzita Karlova, Fakulta socialnich véd
Institut sociologickych studii, Katedra verejné a socialni politiky www.fsv.cuni.cz

U Krize 8, 158 00 Praha 5 / iss.fsv.cuni.cz/ aneta.csikosova@fsv.cuni.cz / +420 778 464 946




FAKULTA ]
SOCIALNICH VED

Univerzita Karlova

“erang 512

3) Use of literature and data;
The author works correctly with the literature, although she is not always able to assess its
relevance. The author does not state whether she used any supporting software when
analyzing the transcripts of parliamentary debates.

4) Sophistication and application of theoretical approaches;

I appreciate that the author was able to critically assess the relevance of the chosen theoretical
framework and proposed a new category combining the original categories of dependent and
deviant. It is a great pity that the chosen scope of the analysis did not allow her to connect this
conclusion with a broader argumentation and analysis of the discourse related, for example, to
social benefits reforms, in which the intention to help improve the welfare of vulnerable groups
has for decades been combined with the intention to protect the system from abuse and also
from the "attraction of life on benefits".

5) Methodological approach and application of particular methods and approaches;
Unfortunately, the thesis shows that the author has not sufficient understanding of the
principles of critical discourse analysis, as she conducted the analysis of parliamentary
debates in a decontextualized manner, i.e. as a simple content analysis. This is probably a
consequence of the enormous scope of material, which is not even possible to process with
this methodology.

6) The factual accuracy and convincing of the argumentation;

The scope of the analyzed material limited the possibility of connecting the discourse
with the discussed legislative proposals and properly contextualizing the claims of
politicians. The focus on parliamentary debates and program manifestos of governments
excluded from the research scope all types of programs that have the character of (so-
called temporary) compensatory (equalizing) measures for the benefit of the
disadvantaged population and Roma communities (social work, teacher assistants,
support of early interventions, employment programs and many others), which are
mostly co-financed from European funds and are consulted and approved outside the
parliamentary level. The evaluation of implemented policies in individual electoral
periods is therefore unconvincing.

7) Stylistic and text editing (quote, text layout, etc.).
The author adheres to the uniform rules of citations and lists of literature in terms of citation
standards, typographical adjustments and sorting. The use of visual and graphic options is
functional, the language side of the speech shows the ability to master the basic conventions
of scientific writing. There are only a few typos or mistakes in the text (for instance confusion
of the terms negative and neutral, replacement of R. Kalinak's ministerial position he held in
the 2016-2020 election period with the current one).

8) Factual benefits of work and its added value;
Despite the enormous amount of work done and precisely because of its unreasonably

ambitious scope, | unfortunately could not see any significant benefit from this work. I am
glad, that the author is able to see that due to the extensity of the analysed period, there was not
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as much space for in-depth analysis of each policy.

I am glad that the author is considering continuing her research into public policies in the future,
including with a highly practical focus on how policies of social inclusion are being evaluated,
what methods are used, whether they work and what are the other possibilities (p. 150) Her
perseverance and effort for complex knowledge were not sufficiently exploited in this work due to
its inappropriate scope, but I am convinced that with a more appropriate empirical anchoring, it
will be of great benefit to this relevant field of social research and the practice of removing
barriers to human dignity for all.

For the above reasons, I recommend the diploma thesis for the defense.

My grading is "B".
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