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Vhodnost a zpracovani pfiloh (jsou-li jaké):

Celkové hodnoceni formalni stranky prace: 0-10

9,1

V pripadé hodnoceni dil€éi ¢asti hodnotou 10, ¢i naopak 5 a méné vzdy struéné

zduivodnéte (jinak dobrovolné). Novy rFadek: "Alt+Enter"

The structuring of the bachelor's thesis into logical units is
justifiable given the research objective of the thesis and the
research question. Only exceptionally did the third level of
numbering seem somewhat redundant (see, for example, section
3.2.1, p. 18). However, it is a pity that the thesis does not include a
section with a brief and explicit state of the art review that would
summarize the main streams of opinion present in the
contemporary academic debate. Some scholars from the
academic discussion are only mentioned across the individual
parts of the fourth section, which deals with the analysis of
constitutional obstacles. This can unfortunately reduce the thesis's
ability to critically evaluate existing literature and to place the
thesis' results in the existing academic debate on a theoretical
level.

The linguistic and stylistic level of the thesis is at a very high level.
The author's speech is readable, concise, informative and error-
free. It therefore fully meets the standards of academic texts.

The bibliography is also prepared at a high level. The author
adheres to citation standards and cites sources adequately
throughout the text.

| appreciate that the author illustrates the results of his findings
using a pair of figures (pp. 38, 39). The processing of these
visualizations is adequate and the data in them represent the
author's original analysis.
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radek vyuZij
"alt+enter”
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1) Hodnoceni odborného charakteru prace (hodnoceni a vahy viz vyse)

Vaha

BP ma jasné stanoveny oborové relevantni cil a vyzkumnou
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Lze vyuzité metody (Ci obecny postup) a jejich aplikaci
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10

Kvalita, relativni Uplnost vyuzité literatury (zdroj) a schopnost s ni
pracovat kriticky
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Argumentacni hloubka a pfesvédcivost zavéru

10

Celkové hodnoceni obsahové urovné: 0-10

9,0

V pripadé hodnoceni dil€i ¢asti hodnotou 10, ¢i naopak 5 a méné stru¢né

zdlivodnéte (ostatni dobrovolné) - 1700 znak( max:

This bachelor's thesis has a clearly and explicitly stated field-
relevant goal and research question (pp. 8-9). The author
manages to answer these successfully and clearly.

The thesis also explicitly formulates a methodological framework
for the analysis of political obstacles to statehood for D.C., which it
then successfully applies. However, it might be helpful to articulate
the method more explicitly for the analysis of constitutional
obstacles as well.

The methods used and their application by the author can be
considered optimal for solving the research question. On the one
hand, the author uses content analysis of primary sources and
secondary literature to evaluate constitutional obstacles, and on
the other hand, an original methodological framework to evaluate
political obstacles.

The thesis undeniably works with high-quality and relevant sources
and literature. However, a certain deficiency could be seen in the
critical work with secondary literature. There is essentially no
explicit state of the art review summarizing the shortcomings of the
main streams of literature that could be critically followed up by this
thesis. Although the views of some scholars from the academic
discussion are mentioned across the constitutional obstacles
analysis in the fourth part, the ability to critically evaluate existing
literature is reduced. However, the thesis does a very good job of
embedding its findings in the current political debate.

The depth of argumentation and the persuasiveness of the
conclusions are very solid. The author uses legitimate arguments
based on both expert opinions and his own analysis.

Max 1700
znaku

Pozn: Pro novy
radek vyuZij
"alt+enter "

1636

Finalni hodnoceni (vahy ¢asti 1ze ménit, zakladni
nastaveni predpoklada stejny vyznam obou ¢€asti):

Vaha

Formalni aspekty
Odborny charakter
Celkem

9,1
9,0

9,0

Odpovidajici klasifikace A-F

A

Souhrrnné hodnoceni (povinné) - zdliraznéte silné a slabé stranky prace (u praci

hodnocenych A, ¢i E a F vzdy jasné oduvodnéte Vasi volbu). Mate-li za to, ze prace si
zaslouzi vyssi/nizSi hodnoceni, nez to spoctené vyse, struéné vysvétlete pro¢




This bachelor's thesis deserves an A grade because it is
characterized by high academic qualities, both in formal terms and
in expertise. The only somewhat weaker aspect of the thesis is the

absence of a state of the art review, which would contain an Pozn: 1) Pro novy radek vyuzj

- ) " "alt+enter”
explicit summary assessment of thg weaker points of existing | 2) Min 300 znaku, Max 1700
currents in the literature and gaps in knowledge. Nevertheless, it is znaki
evident that the author has done excellent academic work on the
thesis.
Znakd v poli vy$e (min 300, max 1700) 454

Volné pole - pro pfripadné otazky, ¢i doplnujici komentar (1000
znaku max)
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