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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: 
In her thesis the Author defends an ambitious claim that social justice requires equality of material 
conditions, which is far more than John Rawls’s egalitarian theory of justice allows, and more than 
granted by G. A. Cohen neo-Marxist critique of Rawls. The Author’s contribution to the debate is 
largely negative in nature, namely she devotes most of space to analysis of the egalitarian conceptions 
she rejects, merely indicating in which direction (namely to the left) her own favoured conception of the 
relation between equality and justice would be located on the political spectrum. Since within the space 
constraints of a Master thesis she has to deal with a wide variety of conceptions of equality and justice 
that are often complex and set by their authors against the background of of their comprehensive 
political philosophies, it was somewimes difficult to be rigorous when it comes to adequately defining 
and comparing the theoretical concepts employed by the various contributors to the debate about 
„equality in the framework of justice“. Having said that, the Author attempts to challenge some of the 
current orthodoxies of political theory by bringing together in an imaginative way insights from a 
number of disparate sources, which was bound to be challenging. The Author poses the research 
questions in a novel way and addresses them in an independent manner which goes well beyond 
merely summarizing views of other authors. For this reason, I believe that for a Master thesis this 
work shows sufficient originality that should be readily apparent to the reader. Nevertheless I 
imagine that the sweeping manner in which some claims are being made and defended in this thesis 
may limit its scholarly appeal and for this reason calls for further methodological growth of the 
Author in the course of her future studies of this vast subject. 
 
2) Contribution: 
The Author of the thesis clearly manifests an instinct of an aggressively independent thinker who is 
searching for her own answers to the research questions posed in the thesis and does not feel 
intimidated by the classic status of the contributors to the debate about egalitarian justice she 
explores in the thesis. Even though the strength of the arguments directed against Rawls, Cohen and 
ALL other authors discussed in the thesis does not always match the strength of the Author’s own 
political convictions, the critical spirit that permeates the thesis does carry an intellectual promise 
that reaches beyond the requirements of a Master thesis into a work of scholarly activity. It is not 



easy to assess the quality of “contribution” of this thesis, because while on one hand in its current 
shape its added value when compared with other works on this particular topic is rather limited, 
since ultimately confined to a necessarily brief and hence not sufficiently in-depth critical survey of 
the dominant contemporary egalitarian theories of egalitarian, on the other hand clearly though 
briefly indicated position occupied by the Authors indicates that the thesis might be a good point of 
departure to a more serious and more independent treatment of this central topic of contemporary 
political theory. What would elevate this work to an entirely different level would be detailed 
elaboration of the Authors own counterproposals, and not only contrasting them with the proposals 
of Rawls, Cohen et al, but also addressing the potential problems of such radically egalitarian 
theory of justice, which the Authors seems to favour. 
 
3) Methods: 
In my judgment, the methodological aspect of the thesis does not leave too much to be desired. The 
thesis is a work in political theory and as such it does not employ quantitative research methods, but 
is dominated by qualitative investigation. The Authors manifests sufficient methodological self-
awareness and the qualitative review of the relevant literature is sufficiently extensive for a Master 
thesis. The Author chose to cover in the thesis a lot of ground and for this reason – given the space 
constraints – the Author was not able to discuss some of the issues in a comprehensive manner. On 
the other hand, the work is free of irrelevant detours and the reader is presented with a sustained 
defense of the Author’s strongly held conviction that the mainstream contemporary theories of 
justice are not sufficiently egalitarian. 
 
4) Literature: 
The thesis demonstrates the Author’s adequate command and effective use of the most important 
recent publications devoted to the vast scholarly debate on the subject of egalitarian justice. In the 
course of her work on the thesis the Author did a lot of serious reading of the main works of the few 
leading contemporary exponents of egalitarianism, some of which are extensive and intellectually 
demanding (hence it was difficult to avoid some misinterpretations of their positions, especially in 
the context of comparative analysis of various authors). The Author consequently refrains from 
making references to unscholarly or substandard resources and it may also be said that the 
bibliography is an extensive one for a master thesis, especially given that the Author uses the 
bibliographical resources effectively. Greater familiarity with secondary literature debating detailed 
proposals of the political theorists discussed in the thesis might help to appreciate the fact that 
Rawls, Cohen or Sen are well aware of the even more radically egalitarian approaches to social 
justice, but are sceptical that such proposals may be more coherent than their own. 
 
5) Manuscript form: 
The structure of the thesis matches well its objectives. The style of references and the format of 
quotations is consistent and the clarity of presentation is among this thesis chief virtues. The thesis 
is well written and easily readable, though not free of occasional linguistic and stylistic lapses. 
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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 

 


