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1. VZTAH SCHVALENYCH TEZi A VYSLEDNE PRACE (,kliknutim* zaktizkujte vybrané hodnocent)

Odpovida Odchyluje se od | Odchyluje se od | Odchyluje se od | Neodpovida
schvalenym tezi, odchyleni j¢ tezi, odchyleni jg tezi, odchyleni nerjischvalenym

tezim V praci V praci v praci zdivodrgné | tezim
zdivodnrené a je | zdivodrené, ale | a neni vhodné
vhodné neni vhodné
1.1 | Cil prace <

1.2 | Technika prace <

1.3 | Struktura prace <

KOMENTAR (slovni hodnoceni vztahu tezi a praaépadré konkrétni popis hlavnich vytek)
The main research aim of the paper corresponcketthsis, also do the research methods and tlewstwof the
study.

2. HODNOCENI OBSAHU VYSLEDNE PRACE
Vypliujte éislici na Skale 1 — 2 — 3 — 4 — 5 (vyborné — velotiré — dobré — dost&m — nedostataé)

Hodnoceni znadmkou

2.1 | Relativni Gplnost zpracované literatury ke em@mu tématu 2

2.2 | Schopnost kriticky vyhodnotit prostudovanoartituru a aplikovat ji

2.3 | Urover zpracovani materialu, resp. zvladnuti techniky ieickho vyzkumu

2.4 | Schopnost sestavit a pouzit soubor metoddpeny cili

4
2

2

4

2.5 | Fwvodnost prace,ifnos prace k rozvoji oboru

KOMENTAR (slovni hodnoceni obsahu vysledné pratimaulré konkrétni popis hlavnich vytek)

2.1 - The theoretical part of the study (part 2:3p- 27) is well done. Basic theoretical approactresvell
presented. The author is well informed about besicepts of media research.

2.2 - Unfortunately there is no relation betweeanttieoretical part of the study and its empiricat pNeither are
the theoretical approaches used to explain thétsesfuthe empirical part (p. 43 — 107), neithex Hrey used as
a basis to formulate the research questions. Isemprence the study consists of two completely aggdhparts
which have nothing to do with each other.

2.3 and 2.4 - The empirical analyzis of the meeidst is well done. The author masters the methbds o
guantitative and qualitative content analyzis.

2.5 The main goal of the study to describe the Breedia coverage about Vietham and to find out Gaech
media present the country Vietnam has only parigrbachieved.

One reason is that the research questions therdothaulated on pages 41-42 mostly don't fit to it.

She doesn’t give any explanation in how far thaltesf the quantitative analyzis in part 5 (asgaiesponses
to the single research questions) are in her opiappropriate to reach the main research goalthier avords:
The empirical part of the study (p. 43-100) lackg mterpretation or some kind of autonomous euaueaof the
empirical results (missing on p. 55, p. 57, p.[®5/1, p. 83, p. 87, p. 94). This is in my opintba greatest
insufficiency of the study. It does not go beyoriere description of formal properties of the medids, like



for example average length of the texts or numb#neword Vietnam in headings. There is no indeleen
interpretation of the data and thus is also thestie “how is Vietnam represented in the Czech aiedinly
indirectly answered.

Instead the reader is forced to interprete the batsimself, he has to sample the single infornmatimto a
coherent media image of Vietham by his own.

One of the authors research aims is to compar®thenalyzed newspapers to each other (p. 3).dihishas
also only partly been achieved. There is no reaiparison between the four analyzed newspapersrestiect
to the coverage of Vietnam. The single newspapersiay analyzed separately. Again lacks any liakueen
the results found, there is no interpretation ensd&ind of estimation given by the author (missimgp. 48/49,
p. 56/57, 64-66, p. 71, p. 77/78, p. 83, p. 8R4).

The qualitative part of the analyzis (p. 101-1G7¢dmparatively short and moreover contents aitiogs. It is
sufficient because it contains some informationuathow Vietnam is presented in Czech media. Ipgyathat
also in this part of the study the author avoidsiatonomous evaluation of her findings.

3. HODNOCENI KONE CNE PODOBY VYSLEDNE PRACE
Vypliujte ¢islici na Skdle 1 — 2 — 3 — 4 — 5 (vyborné — valotiré — dobré — dost&mee — nedostat@é)

Hodnoceni znamkou

3.1 | Loginost struktury prace, podloZenost &div 3
3.2 | Zvladnuti terminologie oboru 2
3.3 | Funknost, Grové, pfiméienost poznamkového aparatu 1
3.4 | Dodrzeni citéni normy (pokud se v textu opakovavbjevuji pasazeipjaté 1

bez udani zdroje, hodtie stupgm 5. Pokud v textu zjistitefgjaté pasaze
vydavané autorem neoprd za vlastni zji&ni, nedoporite praci

k obhajol# a ve ,zdivodreéni v pripac nedoporteni* navrhite, aby

s autorem/kou bylo zahajeno disciplinaiiaieni.)

3.5 | Jazykova a stylisticka Uraverace (pokud je opakovaporusSovana platna 2
kodifikace pravopisné normy, hodite stupgm 5)
3.6 | Opraviinost a vhodnostifloh, graficka Uprava 2

KOMENTAR (slovni hodnoceni podoby vysledné pradgéadre konkrétni popis hlavnich vytek)

3.1 The structure of the study is logical, unfoditely the author doesn’t come to any conclusions.

3.2 In the theoretical part is the professionahtanlogy well used, although we don’t find it anyn@én the
following parts of the study.

3.3 - 3.6 - Formal errors:

In the thesis are reversed pages 3 and 2.

Page 42: research question 4 is missing

Page 62-63: media reports no. 10) to 12) are ngssin

Page 95: in table no. 60 is missing every secondtcp name
Page 95: in the text is instead of table no. 6@ewitable no. 58

4. SHRNUJICI KOMENTA R HODNOTITELE/KY (celkové hodnoceni vysledné prace, jeji silnéahél
stranky, fivodnost tématu a z&xi apod.)

The main goal of the study - to describe the Czretlia coverage about Vietham and to find out hoecz
media present the country Vietnam - has only pdiyn achieved. The theoretical part of the stadyeil done,
but there is no relation between the theoreticetl @fethe study and its empirical part. The studpgists of two
completely separated parts which have nothing twittoeach other.

The empirical part of the study is technically wadine but it lacks any interpretation or some kifd
autonomous evaluation of the data by the author.

Although the qualitative part of the study is comgtavely short it meets the aim of the study arelrader gets
finally some informations about how Vietnam is gneted in Czech media.

5. OTAZKY NEBO NAM ETY, K NIMZ SE P Rl OBHAJOB E DIPLOMANT(KA) MUSI VYJAD RIT:

5.1 How would you summarize the media coverageiefridm in the newspapers you analyzed?

5.2 What is the main difference between the singl@spapers concerning the presentation of Vietham?

5.3 What is in your opinion the main benefit of yowork?

5.4




6. NAVRHOVANA ZNAMKA  (Kliknutim* zakizkujte vybrané hodnoceni)
vyborn&[ ] — velmi dobte[ ] — dobie <] — nedoporwuiji k obhajob& [ ]

ZDUVODNENI V PRIPADE NEDOPORWENI

Datum: ......cooviiiiiiiieis Podpis: ...ooe e

Hotovy posudek vytiskiie, podepiste, odevzdejte ve dvou kopiich a za8leteronicky na adresu katedry!




