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1. VZTAH SCHVALENYCH TEZi A VYSLEDNE PRACE’

Odpovida Odchyluje se od | Odchyluje se od tezia | Neodpovida
schvalenym | tezi, odchylenije | odchyleni neni vhodné | schvalenym
tezim ale vhodné a av praci zdivodnéné tezim
zdlivodnéné
1.1. | Cil prace | | || ||
1.2. | Metoda prace L L] L]
1.3. | Struktura prace <] [] [] []

'Oznaéte vybrané hodnoceni.

KOMENTAR (v pfipadé hodnoceni ve sloupcich 3 a 4 musi autor posudku siovné formulovat hiavni
vyiky pro jednotlivé podbody; max. 1000 znakd)

2. HODNOCENI ODBORNEHO CHARAKTERU PRACE

Hodnoceni znamkou’

2.1

Relevance tématu s ohledem na soucasny stav vyzkumu

2.2

Puvodnost prace a pfinos oboru

2.3

Relativni uplnost zpracované literatury a informaénich zdroju
vhodnych pro analvzu zvoleného tématu

2.4

Schopnost krticky whodnotit prostudovanou literaturu

2.5

Uroveri zpracovani pouZitych zdrojd

26

Pouzité metody a jejich relevance s ohledem na téma vyzkumu

a sledované cile




Tvyplfujte Eislici na Skale 1 —2 — 3 — 4 (vwbomé — velmi dobré — dobré — nedostateéné)

KOMENTAR {v pfipadé hodnoceni 3 a 4 musi autor posudky slovné formulovat hiavni viky pro
Jjednotlivé podbody; max. 1000 znak)

The author lacks sufficient theoretical background and does not incorporate
adequate space to discussion of the gap hypothesis or convergence hypothesis.

3. HODNOCENI FORMALNICH KRITERIi TEXTU

Hodnoceni
znamkou

3.1 | Logiénost struktury prace

1
3.2 | Argumentaéni schopnost autora, ucelenost a provazanost 2

vikladu

3.3 | Zvladnuti terminologie oboru

3.4 | Dodréeni citaéni normy

1
1
2.5 | Uroven poznamkového aparatu 1
3.6 |Jazykova a stylisticka droven prace {pokud je opakované 1

porusovana platna kodifikace pravopismé normy, hodnotte stupném 41)

3.7 | Opravnénost a vhodnost pfiloh s ohledem na logiku vykladu a 1

pouZitou argumentaci

3.8 | Graficka dprava textu 1

Nypinujte Cislici na skale 1 —2 — 3 — 4 {vyhomé — velmi dobré — dobre — nedostatecng)

KOMENTAR {v pfipadé hodnoceni 3 a 4 musi autor posudky slovné formulovat hiavni viky pro
Jjednaotlivé podbody; max. 2000 znaki)

4.

The work provides a comprehensive historical overview of Australian and New
Zealand migration and integration and includes some critical commentary
although this second part of the work is primarily descriptive in character. This
comprehensive background firmly grounds the work and provides excellent
background for the conclusion that follows..

SHRNUJICI KOMENTAR HODNOTITELE

(celkovy dojem z vysledné price, jeji silné a slabé stranky, pivodnost tématu a myslenek
apod.; max. 1500 znakd)

This author has provided an excellent overview of the problematic case of
immigration/inclusion in Australia and New Zealand. The difficulty of obtaining data
was overcome by the author via the utilization of various sources. The writing
style of the author is clear, concise and contains few significant errors or
omissions and is in general pleasure to read. The work itself begins with a brief
overview of the issue at hand, (migration and integration) describing the rationale
for the choice of target countries included and brief methodological background. A
serious issue with the work appears however, early on as there is no clear
theoretical foundation for the work and it remains descriptive in character
throughout. The author mentions the 'gap hypothesis', ‘converegence hypothesis'
and "'models of integration' even though these are not theories in their own right
and serve more as explanations for the variance seen between policy and
outcomes in various locations.

The conclusions provide and excellent overview, unfortunately the author of this
work does not expand on the appropriateness of functionality of applying the 'gap




hypotheis' or the 'converegence hypothesis' to the data, taking it as self evident
that readers will know and understand their value. This is unfortunate as it
weakens the authors claim to have provided a comprehensive overview of the
problematic. Further work is necessary, and a better understanding of theoretical
approaches utilized in the literature would greatly benefit the author.

5. OTAZKY, K NIMZ SE PRI OBHAJOBE DIPLOMANT MUSI VYJADRIT

5.1 | The choice of the author to utilize the 'gap hypothesis' is somewhat surprising
given its lack of explanatory power in relation to flows and state policy

formulation. Would not other theories be more adequate for this comparative
case?

5.2 |When comparing the cases the author does not provide wide coverage of the
highly problematic choice of integration methods/policies adapted in various
countries. Why has the approach of the countries under study not led to the
formation of parallel societies?

9.3

6. NAVRHOVANA ZNAMKA
vyberte znamhku ze seznamu:

Diplomovou praci k obhajobé doporucuji.
Navrhované hodnoceni: vyborné

Komentar k nejednoznaénému hodnoceni:

ZDUVODNENI V PRIPADE NEDOPORUCENI {max. 700 znaki):
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