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Address the following questions in your report, please:
a)
b)
c)
d)
e)

Can you recognize an original contribution of the author?
Is the thesis based on relevant references?
Do the results of the thesis allow their publication in a respected economic journal?
Are there any additional major comments on what should be improved?
Were the comments raised at the pre-defense, addressed in the dissertation submitted to
the regular defense?
f) What is your overall assessment o f the thesis? (a) I recommend the thesis to be defended
without major changes; (b) The thesis is not defendable.
(Note: The report should be at least 2 pages long.)

Content of the Report:
I had several possibilities to learn the work o f Tomáš Sedláček especially in my discussions
with students o f not only economics. I appreciate his work, especially his book titled
“Economics o f Good and Evil” and published by the Oxford University Press in 2009, as a
provocative and critical contribution to the content of economics. This is a non-standard and
hopefully innovative research, which resembles especially a similarly popular book published
more recently by Thomas Piketty, as well some contributions by Stiglitz. These examples
show that there is a difference between what is understood as economics by its own scholars
and by a broader audience.
In his dissertation as well as in his book, Tomáš Sedláček presents maybe a little bit
simplified, but an original and highly provocative snapshot of the current state o f the
economics science. These critical views have been especially welcomed after the financial
crisis, but it can explain only partially the success o f the book. The author’s contribution to
the discussion is in his main arguments that the field is devoted less to its issues than to the
methods. This view is actually shared much more by the scholars of economics than argued in
Sedlâcek’s works, although there are only very few good publications on this topic. Many
research directions of the last decade have tried to rethink economics from various aspects.

These contributions introduced the terms like institutions, trust, fairness, and even happiness
to economics.
The dissertation has also a non-standard structure. It consists of five main chapters. Thus it is
significantly shorter than his book, it is also shorter than the first part of the book. The
chapters address selected historical phases o f economic thinking, starting with the first
civilization attempts to Adam Smith. The selection o f the topics is by far not comprehensive.
This is acceptable in general either for a popular-scientific book or for a dissertation.
The references to previous research could be also extended. Nevertheless, I appreciate much
his (unfortunately too short) reviews of Czech historical school o f philosophical and
economic thoughts to a Western reader. It was a nice surprise for me to read remarks on
works o f e.g. Patočka in his works. It is an important hole in the literature that we do not have
any significant contributions analyzing alternative (dissident) works in Eastern Europe for the
period before 1990. I would like to motivate the author as well as other researchers to
contribute also to this research in future and publish it both as popular-scientific and academic
works. This is an additional contribution of Sedláček’s work.
The critical point o f the presented dissertation is that it presents contributions which were not
published in recognized field journals. While it clearly visible that also selected parts of the
dissertation would be hard to be published in top journals, largely because of intentional
ignorance of methodological preferences in the contemporaneous research by Tomáš
Sedláček. In turn, it is highly likely that some parts could be accepted in non-standard, non
orthodox and local journals. Kmenta (2013) and Mayer (2016) reviewed his book in standard
journals, which despite the critique of the latter review shows the suitability o f the topic for
publications if the author would try it. Finally, it is clear that the book published by Tomáš
Sedláček has had an overwhelming impact regarding citations.
Despite several critical points, I appreciate the original, non-standard and inovative
contribution of Tomáš Sedláček to the analysis o f history of economic thoughts. Sedláček’s
work is provocative and thus it can be criticized in several ways, especially that the new and
unconventional developments are not sufficiently reviewed, but his research contributed
importantly to this discussion. I am sure that his research and publication has had a keen
impact on the current perception o f economics in a broader audience and that economic
research should react to this perception.
I am sure that his work fulfills the requirement for a PhD thesis at the Charles University or at
comparable international universities.
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