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1. RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN RESEARCH PROPOSAL AND THESIS (mark one box
for each row)

Conforms to Changes are well | Changes are Changes are not Does not
approved explained and explained but are | explained and are | conform to
research appropriate inappropriate inappropriate approved
proposal research proposal
1.1 |Research X [] [] [] []
objective(s)
1.2 | Methodolog X [] [] L] L]
y
1.3 | Thesis L] X [] [] L]
structure

COMMENTARY (description of the relationship between the research proposal and the
thesis. If there are problems, please be specific):

The final thesis generally aligns with the initial proposal

2. EVALUATION OF THE THESIS CONTENT
Use letters A— B — C—D — E — F (A=best, F= failed)

Grade
2.1 | Quality and appropriateness of the theoretical framework B
2.2 | Ability to critically evaluate and apply the literature B
2.3 | Quality and soundness of the empirical research A
2.4 | Ability to select the appropriate methods and to use them correctly A
2.5 | Quality of the conclusion B
2.6 | Thesis originality and its contribution to academic knowledge production A

COMMENTARY (description of thesis content and the main problems):




Michael’s interdisciplinary thesis explores how International Women’s Day (IWD) has been
experienced and remembered, and how its meaning is re-shaped by two generational groups
of Czech women (Those who lived through the communist regime, and those born and raised
after the fall of the regime). The main aim was to pursue a comparative approach by
employing qualitative methods for data analysis. Michael contribution is original and
contributes to several interrelated academic fields. The complexity of his approach is
explained by the interdisciplinary theoretical and methodological approach, as well as by the
choice to deal with two gendered mnemonic regimes considering offering a nuanced picture
of how different generations of women recall and re-shape the memory of the International

Women’s Day in the Czech Republic.

The theoretical framework is appropriately selected to conceptually frame the thesis yet the
quality of the analysis of the secondary literature is not fully convincing as some theoretical
viewpoints are very well summarized but not analysed in full depth and in line with the extent
to which they support the argument put forth in the thesis. The empirical part of thesis is, in
my view, a good demonstration of Michael’s ability to engage thoroughly with a complex

topic.

3. EVALUATION OF THE THESIS FORM
Use letters A— B — C—D — E — F (A=best, F= failed)

Grade
3.1 |Quality of the structure B
3.2 | Quality of the argumentation C
3.3 | Appropriate use of academic terminology B
3.4 | Quality, quantity and appropriateness of the citations (both in the theory A
part and in the empirical part)
3.5 | Conformity to quotation standards (*) A
3.6 | Use of an academic writing style, and correct use of language (both A
grammar and spelling)
3.6 | Quality of the textual lay-outing and appendices A

(*) in case the text contains quotations without references, the grade is F; in case the text
contains plagiarised parts, do not recommend the thesis for defence and suggest disciplinary
action against the author instead.

COMMENTARY (description of thesis form and the main problems):
The thesis is generally well written and in line with the academic standards. It is an original

contribution and deals with an under-researched topic in a consistent and convincing

manner. However, the main problems are:




The methodological part is still way too large (the descriptions pertaining to the empirical
part and methods employed) when compared with the amount of space allocated to the
actual analysis and comparisons between communist and post-communist era mnemonic
groups.

The analysis of the data is not nuanced enough and not always linked with the theoretical

vantage points.

4. OVERAL EVALUATION (provide a summarizing list of the thesis’s strengths and
weaknesses):
Strengths:

original contribution/deals with an under-researched topic

- the comparative approach of two mnemonic groups is relevant for the argument

- good empirical substantiation

- methodologically relevant /good methodological research skills

Weaknesses:

-The argument is clear but not fully unpacked

- The actual analysis and comparisons between communist and post-communist era
mnemonic groups is not nuanced enough as the thesis focuses overwhelmingly on the
descriptions of the methodological choices and strategies and less on a deeper analysis
of the data collected.

-There is other minor weakness regarding the academic tone, but I would not penalize
on that issue

- The structure of the research allows to disentangle the main argument, but it is a bit

(unnecessarily) fragmentary.

5. QUESTIONS OR TOPICS TO BE DISCUSSED DURING THE THESIS DEFENSE:

5.1 | Why is it important to your overall argument to compare two generational mnemonic
groups of Czech women?

5.2 |How are your research findings expanding upon the existing literature on the
International Women’s Day in the Czech Republic and in general?

5.3 |How would you define generational memory regimes vis a vis the difference between
appropriated and personally acquired memories of the 8 of March?




5.4 | Could you elaborate on the politics of gendered memories? What functions do the
remembrances of 8" of March play in the political participation of the Czech women?

6. ANTIPLAGIARISM CHECK
x The reviewer is familiar with the thesis“"URKUND score.
If the score is above 5%, please evaluate and indicate problems:
°
he similarity index is 4 %. After checking out the thesis, there is no plagiarism
6. SUGGESTED GRADE OF THE THESIS AS A WHOLE (choose one or two)

B x[ ] verygood (above average but with some weaknesses)
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