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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: 

The thesis is dominantly a policy recommendation research in the area of health economics (where 

formalised theoretical reasoning does not prove to be relevant), and the area of public 

administration underpinned by the theories of institutional economics. It is to a large extent a 

research whose objective is to improve the public healthcare in India, where the question of public 

goods and externalities must be included. The author´s aim is to prove two hypotheses: a) that the 

current policy ban on organ trade is insufficient; b) Legalizing organ trade in India is not an optimal 

policy solution. This aim was successfully fulfilled.  

 

2) Contribution:  

There are three main contributions of the thesis: a] In the analysis of the present situation in India, 

its pros and cons assessed by incentives to the behavior of various agents in the organ trade or 

procurement; b] In the policy recommendations based on the social collective action generated by 

the theories of public policies by E. Ostrom and M. Polski; c] In the inclusion of ethical principles 

to a general economic topic. 

An appreciation should be given to the search of the author for gaps in efficiency and ethics in her 

quest for policy improvements.  

 

3) Methods: 

The method of analysis in this thesis is preponderantly verbal where the logic for assessing the 

success or failure of alternative policies is subject to criteria where the efficiency of outcomes 

increases the welfare of patients. Alternatively the fixed outcomes could be evaluated by the costs 

that should be lower for the policy ranked as better. Unfortunately, the lack of data for illicit trade 

alternatives impairs some part of policy comparison (e.g. the improvement via the legalization of 

trade with organs). However, a comparison between India and Iran (with legal trade with organs) is 

included successfully in the study. 

The problems with free trade with human organs are centered on the market failure. The author 

touched some crucial failures (such as excess demand over supply; distribution priority puzzle; 

ethical constraints; rise of the black market rife with negative externalities if the mafia takes over 

the procurement) but skipped  (or touched just marginally) some others (such as highly inelastic 

demand; asymmetric information about real prices; corruption in public procurement policies 

enhancing the transaction costs; bounded rationality of administrators; underconsumption if the 

distribution is regulated by bureaucratic incentives and government failures;  …).  

 

4) Literature: 

The list of literature is quite extensive and rich with theoretical studies that were well cited and used 

in the text. The author also profited from the access to Indian resources, including the government 

regulations and media coverage.  

 

 



5) Manuscript form:  

* The thesis is highly readable, logically well-structured and with nearly no typos or hazy 

sentences. Unfortunately the thesis starts with an Abstract that does not describe the highlights of 

the research (i.e. the main contributions to the knowledge of analysed topic) but just sums up the 

introduction to the research.   

* Similarly the Conclusion on p. 62 could have been also more concentrated on the original 

contributions of the thesis. 

* In few cases the references did not stick to proper citation rules, such as e.g. 
2013. "Organised Crime of Organ Trafficking, Laws and Indian Enforcement Agencies."  
Ostrom, Elinor, and Margaret M. Polski. 1999. An Institutional Framework for Policy Analysis and Design. 

 

 

Box for the thesis supervisor only. Please characterize the progress in the working out of thesis (e.g. steady 

and gradual versus discontinuous and abrupt) and the level (intensity) of communication/cooperation with 

the author: 

 

Sugested questions for the defence are:  

 Please explain the shortcomings of the present system of organ procurement in India. 

 Please explain your improved policy scheme, its crucial agents and expected built-in incentives for 

boosting the supply of organs for transplants.  

 Could the abolition of the present dominant ban on international trading with organs improve the 

world’s welfare (via improved health-care and higher incomes to donor agents)? 

 Could you explain who organised the survey on p. 55/56 if it was not a survey of your own? 

 What is the strange format of numbers in Table 5? 

 

I recommend the thesis for final defence. I recommend the following grade: “1” (excellent). 

 

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

CATEGORY POINTS 
Theoretical background (max. 20) 16 
Contribution                  (max. 20) 

points) 

17 
Methods                         (max. 20) 

points) 

15 
Literature                       (max. 20) 

points) 

18 
Manuscript form           (max. 20) 

points) 

18 
TOTAL POINTS       (max. 100) 

points) 
84 

The proposed grade (1-2-3-4) 1 
You can use the decimal point (e.g. giving the grade of 2.4 

for 61 points). 
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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? Has the author demonstrated a genuine 
understanding of the theories addressed? 
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 12 
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. (Remarks: 
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. Any sort of plagiarism disqualifies the thesis from admission to defence.) 
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 the academic format for quotations, graphs and tables. The text effectively refers to graphs and tables, is 
easily readable and stimulates thinking. The text is free from typos and easy to comprehend.  
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 at a margin of failure = D a marginal passing grade  

0 – 40 4 = failing is recommended = non-defendable 

 


