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Comments of the referee on the thesis highlights and shortcomings (following the 5 numbered 

aspects of your assessment indicated below). 

 

1) Theoretical background: 

On p.10 author seeks to formulate the problem, which will be dealt with in the diploma thesis 

(problem statement). However, this chapter is not clearly formulated. The only true problem, which 

the author mentions, is the lack of research on GDR. Hence, why does not the author focus only on 

the GDR instead of the comparison with Czechoslovakia? The lack of clarity and focus is obvious 

further from the chapter. The author says that “the purpose of this thesis is to give an overview of 

the development and provide a comparison of the transition and consolidation processes in both 

former communist states, Czechoslovakia and the German Democratic Republic, and their three 

successor states.“ This is too broad and vague purpose, which is not very promising in terms of a 

potential contribution to our knowledge. Indeed, one of the main research questions is „how can the 

development of the transition process of Czechoslovakia and the German Democratic Republic and 

their successor states be outlined?“ (p. 10-11). Again, isn’t it too vague and general? 

In chapter 2 the author explains three concepts: regionalism, region and transition. However, it is 

not clear, why just these three concepts are discussed, given the fact that the diploma thesis 

discusses many other concepts (such as democratization),which are not defined sufficiently. Which 

definitions of these concepts does the author subscribe to? Also, how are these terms related to the 

analytical part of the work? It seems that the Merkel’s analytical framework is used, whereas the 

regionalist perspective, which is indicated in chapter 2, is rather sidelined in the diploma thesis. The 

concepts of regions or regionalism are thus presented in vain. 

The author further defines the concept of consolidation in terms of four levels 

(constitutional/structural consolidation, representational consolidation, behavioural consolidation of 

the conduct of informal political actors and attitudinal (p. 21). Why is this concept of consolidation 

not applied on the two countries? Instead author just discusses political and economic facets of 

consolidation. For example, in the respective chapter on the political consolidation in the Czech 

Republic (chapter 4.3.2) the author describes quite at length the issue of the dissolution of 

Czechoslovakia and the accession to the NATO and EU.  In the chapter on the German 

consolidation the author discusses the issue of how the new democracy dealt with the former secret 



police – STASI (but there is no counterpart in the respective chapter on the Czech Republic). 

Although these issues are undoubtedly relevant, the author still misses the point and does not focus 

on the core features of the democratic consolidation. Even though the author cites Linz and Stepan 

(1996), for example, he ignores their concept of consolidation (Ddemocracy is consolidated when it 

becomes the "only game in town,“ which can be analyzed in terms of a) behavior: no group is 

seriously engaged in a regime change, b) attitudes: most people accept that democracy is the best 

form of government, and c) constitution - all the major institutions of the state act according to the 

constitution. I think this or a similar concept of consolidation of democracy is widely accepted also 

by other scholars (including Merkl, whose concepts the author uses). So why cannot we read much 

about it in the thesis? 

 

2) Contribution:  

Since the topic of the thesis is too general, the academic contribution of the diploma thesis is 

dubious. The diploma thesis is too long on the one hand, but too shallow on the other hand, as the 

author seeks to deal with a large number of issues, which cannot be dealt with sufficiently. The 

author touches upon domestic (political, economic) as well as international contexts of the transition 

(geopolitics, international financial aid), which are relevant issues, but the diploma does not 

produce any novelty. The author furthermore discusses the democratization and consolidation 

processes, which are very complex and that cannot be dealt with on few pages. 

I would recommend the author to narrow down the topic and instead focus on a particular facet of 

the transition. A diploma thesis could be easily written solely on democratic consolidation, or on 

international conditions that contributed to the breakdown of communism in one of the countries. 

On less serious points: 

On p. 8 the author claims that the first demonstrations against the communist regime took place in 

the GDR. Actually, the GDR as well as Czechoslovakia were rather late in comparison to Poland 

and Hungary. 

On p. 9 it is argued that in the 1990s “the Slovak Republic fell into a brief period of political 

dictatorship.“ However, it is perhaps a too harsh statement. Even though Slovakia at that time 

deviated from the standard liberal democratic system indeed, it is an exaggeration to claim that 

there was a dictatorship, especially given the fact that the author uses this term to describe the 

communist regimes prior 1989. Perhaps, the author could have defined such important concepts 

first (before using them): autocracy, dictatorshop etc. 

 

 

3) Methods: 

The author uses a simple comparison, which is a sufficient method to reach the goals set in the 

introductory parts of the thesis. 

 

4) Literature: 

 

The list of the literature is long enough and it includes relevant books, articles and papers indeed. 

However, some of the key resources (e.g. Linz, Stepan) were not used and applied much in the 

thesis. 

 

5) Manuscript form:  

The form of thesis is clear and well structured. The appreciate graphs and tables.  
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The referee should give comments to the following requirements: 
 

1) THEORETICAL BACKGROUND: Can you recognize that the thesis was guided by some theoretical fundamentals 
relevant for this thesis topic? Were some important theoretical concepts omitted? Was the theory used in the thesis 
consistently incorporated with the topic and hypotheses tested?  
Strong  Average  Weak 
20  10  0 points 
 
2) CONTRIBUTION:  Evaluate if the author presents original ideas on the topic and aims at demonstrating critical 
thinking and ability to draw conclusions based on the knowledge of relevant theory and relevant empirical material. Is 
there a distinct value added of the thesis (relative to knowledge of a university-educated person interested in given 
topic)? Did the author explain why the observed phenomena occurred? Were the policy implications well founded? 
Strong  Average  Weak 
20  10  0 points 
 

3) METHODS: Are the hypotheses for this study clearly stated, allowing their further verification and testing? Are the 
theoretical explanations, empirical material and analytical tools used in the thesis relevant to the research question 
being investigated, and adequate to the aspiration level of the study? Is the thesis topic comprehensively analyzed 
and does the thesis not make trivial or irrelevant detours off the main body stated in the thesis proposal? More than 10 
points signal an exceptional work, which requires your explanation "why" it is so). 
Strong  Average  Weak 
20  10  0 points 
 

4) LITERATURE REVIEW: The thesis demonstrates author’s full understanding and command of recent literature. 
The author quotes relevant literature in a proper way and disposes with a representative bibliography. (Remark: 
references to Wikipedia, websites and newspaper articles are a sign of poor research). If they dominate you cannot give 
more than 8 points. References to books published by prestigious publishers and articles in renowned journals give 
much better impression. 
Strong  Average  Weak 
20  10  0 points 

 

5) MANUSCRIPT FORM: The thesis is clear and well structured. The author uses appropriate language and style, 
including academic format for quotations, graphs and tables. The text effectively refers to graphs and tables, is easily 
readable and stimulates thinking.  
Strong  Average  Weak 
20  10  0 points 

 
Overall grading scheme at FSV UK: 

TOTAL POINTS GRADE Czech grading US grading 

81 – 100 1 = excellent = A 

61 – 80 2 = good = B 

51 – 60 3 = satisfactory = C 

41 – 50 3 = satisfactory = D 

0 – 40 4 = fail = not recommended for defence 

 


