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Thesis analysis processes and preferences related to trasaction costs of public procurement. Namely 
the procurement related to software solutions. Such type of research is quite interesting and results 
can be used not only in academia, but also to improve formal processes and increase effectivity of 
public procurement. The structure is standardized – introduction followed by the literature review then 
theoretical and empirical part. Author follows mainly Pavel (2009), which I find ok at bachelor level, 
since the author is using given methodology.  
 
I have quite some remarks regarding the content and the readability of the thesis. Literature review 
itself if quite small and I would expect more extensive one. While reading the text the reader is often 
confused, as he gets the information, that something will be explained, used or defined, but is not in 
the following paragraph and also no reference is given. This creates a lot of loose ends and it is ofter 
hard to follow the line of thoughs though the thesis. Terminology is not well defined, e.g. page 15: 
„Also a public company is not focusing on the profit“. By public company is commonly understood 
publicaly traded company, which is definitely focusing on profit. The thesis is also missing clearly 
stated research question and hypotheses, it is unclear, what the author tries to achive.  Listing 
websites in the references is also not proper way, how to use internet sources. 
 
The author managed to gather 45 responses, which is not much, but I understand that the response 
rate was low. The empirical part is merely only description of the data set and therefore any conclusion 
derived from it does not have proper ground. E.g. author states: „According to our analysis the most 
difficult and the most time-consuming procurement processes take place at ministries, the least time-
consuming ones at cities.“ Based on Graph 7, it seems like the confidence intervals overlap each other 
and there is probably no significant difference between the groups. 
 
For the defense, I have following questions: 

- Based on your findings, how the process can be impoved in the Czech Republic? 
- How would you compare the process of software procurement in the Czech Republic to the 

developed countries? 
- What is your suggestion for future research? 
- How were private companies selected (which databases were used)? 

 
For the above reasons and points awarded I suggest grade C 

 
SUMMARY OF POINTS AWARDED (for details, see below):  
 

CATEGORY POINTS 

Literature                     (max. 20 points) 10 

Methods                      (max. 30 points) 10 

Contribution                 (max. 30 points) 20 

Manuscript Form         (max. 20 points) 13 

TOTAL POINTS         (max. 100 points) 53 

GRADE                          (1 – 2 – 3 – 4)  3 
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EXPLANATION OF CATEGORIES AND SCALE: 

 
LITERATURE REVIEW: The thesis demonstrates author’s full understanding and command of recent literature. 
The author quotes relevant literature in a proper way. 
 
Strong  Average  Weak 
20  10  0  
 
 
METHODS: The tools used are relevant to the research question being investigated, and adequate to the author’s 
level of studies. The thesis topic is comprehensively analyzed.  
 
Strong  Average  Weak 
30  15  0  
 
 
CONTRIBUTION:  The author presents original ideas on the topic demonstrating critical thinking and ability to 
draw conclusions based on the knowledge of relevant theory and empirics. There is a distinct value added of the 
thesis. 
 
Strong  Average  Weak 
30  15  0  
 
 

MANUSCRIPT FORM: The thesis is well structured. The student uses appropriate language and style, including 
academic format for graphs and tables. The text effectively refers to graphs and tables and disposes with a 
complete bibliography. 
  
 
Strong  Average  Weak 
20  10  0  

 
 
Overall grading: 

 
TOTAL POINTS GRADE   

81 – 100 1 = excellent = výborně 

61 – 80 2 = good = velmi dobře 

41 – 60 3 = satisfactory = dobře 

0 – 40 4 = fail = nedoporučuji k obhajobě 

 


