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Proposed grade: B

Grade 1 -4 Grade A - F

1 A Excellent, outstanding performance with only minor faults.
B Very good, above average performance but with some mistakes.

2 C Good, overall good performance with a number of significant errors.
D Satisfactory, acceptable performance but with significant flaws.

3 E Fair, performance meets minimum requirements.

4 F Inadequate.

Relation of the thesis to the areas of the state final examination (information is given in the
appendix of the thesis)

to be filled in only by the supervisor of the thesis.

Sociology

Subject area: [fill in]
Keyword: [fill in]

Subject area: [fill in]
Keyword: [fill in]

Subject heading: [fill in]
Keyword: [fill in]
Methodology

Subject area 1: Theoretical background to research
Topic: [fill in]

Subject area 2: Preparation and organisation of research
Topic: [fill in].

Subject area 3: Data production
Topic: Topic: [fill in].
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Subject area 4: Data analysis
Topic: [fill in]

Subject area 5: Reflexivity, ethics and research outputs
Topic: [fill in]

State exam form specialisation (in case of thesis defended in SP Sociology - Social Policy, do not fill in)

Specialisation Social Anthropology
Thematic area of the State exam: [fill in]

Specialization Studies of Contemporary Societies:
Topic: [fill in]
Linked to course(s): [fill in]

Please explain the reasons for your evaluation (especially reservations and criticisms)
according to the criteria listed below.

1. Is the aim of the thesis (research question) clearly stated, and do the conclusions correspond to it?
Yes, the research questions are clearly stated, and they are answered in the discussion section. However,
the study might have benefitted with clear statements on whether the hypotheses were confirmed or not

and explicitly relating to the research questions and hypotheses in the results or discussion section.

2. Is the thesis appropriately structured? Do the individual parts of the text flow smoothly into each
other? Is the text factual and logically consistent?

Yes, the work is well-structured, and sections are organised in the logical way, following the pattern of a
research article.

3. Does the thesis demonstrate the connection of the topic to the chosen areas of the final state exam
from sociology, methodology and possibly also from specialisation? Are the passages related to the
chosen areas integrated organically into the thesis?

Yes, the thesis clearly links the topic to all three areas. Sociologically, it examines attitudes in the
context of climate change, focusing on consumers and their preferences. Methodologically, it uses
suitable quantitative tools (e.g., [AT-based measures, correlations/regression) and applies them
correctly. In terms of the specialisation, it focuses on consumption choices and “green” product
selection.

4. Do the passages of the thesis, in which the connection of the thesis to the state thesis topics is
developed, demonstrate a sufficiently deep knowledge of the studied topic, problem or phenomenon
at its theoretical or methodological level? Is the knowledge of the chosen state thesis topic
appropriately addressed in the analysis and in the conclusion of the thesis?

Katedra sociologie U Ki#ize 8, 155 00 Praha 5 - Jinonice
Institut sociologickych studii tel. 420 — 778 465 054
Fakulta socialnich véd, Univerzita Karlova Email: jana.vojanova@fsv.cuni.cz, Web:_iss.fsv.cuni.cz

2/4


http://iss.fsv.cuni.cz/

Yes, the thesis shows a good grasp of the core theory and methods. However, some methodological
justifications (e.g., measurement details and power assumptions) could be expanded for greater depth.

5. Is the thesis based on relevant research and literature, and does it accurately summarise and
integrate the information?

Yes, the references are relevant and well chosen. Some passages, however, read more like lists than
synthesis. The literature review would be stronger if studies were woven together to support
specific claims and to lead the reader toward the research questions and planned analyses. In
Section 1.3 (“Implicit Attitudes™), the closing sentence is tautological; it could be replaced with a
line that links the cited work to the study’s measures and predictions. A bit more signposting about
where studies agree or diverge—and how that motivates the hypotheses—would further improve
integration.

6. What is the quality of the data or the other sources? Are the sample method, data collection and
data analysis appropriate?

The data are collected carefully and the analytic tools are broadly appropriate (Spearman,
regression), with exclusion criteria justified from previous research. However, clarity and rigor
would improve with a few tweaks: adding brief measure details in the pilot (item wording, response
options, scoring, reliability); randomizing or counterbalancing non-IAT measures to reduce priming;
avoiding duplicating the IAT procedure by referring to one clear description; stating whether
analyses are confirmatory or exploratory (include a and any multiple-test adjustment); for
correlations, reporting n and 95% Cls; in the regression, adding standardized coefficients and a
short note on R?; for the Rasch scale, specifying which items were modeled and report person/item
reliability and fit; aligning constructs across sections; and placing the GEB items and IAT stimuli in
an appendix. Adding a few plain-language interpretations so readers see what the numbers mean
would also be appreciated.

7. Are the findings relevant to the research question? Are the conclusions of the thesis based on
strong arguments?

Yes. The findings address the stated research questions. Conclusions are generally well grounded in the
results and literature. They would be even stronger with brief, plain-language interpretations of effect
sizes and a clearer note on limits to generalisability. The thesis would benefit from clarifying the link
between the pilot and the main study and providing a deeper synthesis of their findings and implications.

8. Are the author’s thoughts distinguished unambiguously from the borrowed ideas? Are the parts
of the text that were machine-generated or derived from machine-generated sources clearly
indicated in the work, with their origin specified?

Yes. The text distinguishes the author’s reasoning from cited work, especially when moving from the
theoretical background to the discussion. No parts indicate that text was machine-generated or derived

from machine-generated sources.

9. What is the quality of style and other formal requirements?

The writing is generally clear, though a few sentences are hard to follow and could be streamlined
(e.g., the long sentence beginning “Research confirms that implicit attitudes are formed from a
young age ... ”); there are also minor inconsistencies in quotation marks and apostrophes, which
could be standardized per APA 7. In addition, some phrasing is redundant or ambiguous (e.g., “the
other form of attitude” in “Explicit and implicit attitudes may differ ... may not be reflected in the
other ...”), so trimming repetition and clarifying referents would improve readability.
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10. Are there any other strengths and weaknesses of the thesis which are not included in the
previous questions? Please list them if any.

A notable strength is the candid, thoughtful discussion of the study’s limitations, which demonstrates
appropriate scientific self-critique and skepticism.

11. What topic do you suggest for the discussion in the thesis defence?
How would the author design a follow-up study to examine the topic in greater depth?

12. To be completed by the supervisor only
I declare that I have checked the result of the originality check of the thesis:
[ ] Theses [ ] Turnitin [ ] Ouriginal (Urkund)

Comment on the result of the check:

Overall evaluation of the thesis: This thesis addresses an interesting and theoretically significant
question with both methodological and practical importance—distinguishing implicit from explicit
attitude measures—while situating the debate in the underexplored environmental domain. The
study is well structured and the methods are appropriate; the results add to ongoing discussion about
whether implicit and explicit attitudes tap distinct constructs. The work is situated in relevant
theory, research questions are clear, and the conclusions are generally consistent with the analyses.
Alongside these strengths, several refinements would improve clarity and rigor: tighter alignment
between pilot and main study, fuller measurement documentation (GEB items, IAT stimuli), a
clearer analytic plan (confirmatory vs. exploratory, o, multiple testing), and more informative
reporting (95% Cls, standardized coefficients, brief interpretation of R?) with plainer interpretation
of effects. Despite these issues, the thesis is theoretically meaningful and correctly executed overall.
In my view, the work is very good—above average overall, though with some mistakes—and
therefore deserves a B.

Date: 14/8/2025 Signature: Ewa Duda
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