UNIVERZITA KARLOVA

Fakulta socialnich véd

Institut politologickych studii

POSUDEK MAGISTERSKE DIPLOMOVE PRACE

V pocitaci vypliujte pouze do Sedivych policek! Po jejich vyplnéni posudek vytisknéte, vyberte
navrhovanou znadmku, podepiste a odevzdejte!

AUTOR/-KA PRACE:

Prijment: Rut

Jméno: Véclav

NAZEV PRACE: Neoliberalismus - governmentalita, nebo

hegemonie?
AUTOR/KA POSUDKU:

Prijmeni: Salamon
Pracovisté: IPS FSV UK

Jméno: Janusz

Posudek oponenta diplomové prace

1. VZTAH SCHVALENYCH TEZi A VYSLEDNE PRACE"’

Odpovida Odchyluje se od Odchyluje se od tezia | Neodpovida
schvalenym | tezi, odchylenije | odchyleninenivhodnéa | schvalenym
tezim ale vhodné a v praci zddvodnéné tezim
zdivodnéné
1.1. | Cil prace X [ ] [ ] [ ]
1.2. | Metoda prace X [ ] [ ] [ ]
1.3. | Struktura prace X [ ] [ ] [ ]

" 0znatte vybrané hodnocent.

KOMENTAR (v pfipadé hodnoceni ve sloupcich E a F musi autor posudku slovné formulovat hlavni vyitky pro jednotlivé podbody; max. 1000 znakd)

2. HODNOCENI ODBORNEHO CHARAKTERU PRACE

Hodnoceni znamkou”

sledované cile

2.1 |Relevance tématu s ohledem na soucasny stav vyzkumu A

2.2 |Plvodnost prace a prinos oboru B

2.3 | Relativni Gplnost zpracované literatury a informacnich zdrojd A
vhodnych pro analyzu zvoleného tématu

2.4 | Schopnost kriticky vyhodnotit prostudovanou literaturu B

2.5 |Uroven zpracovani pouzitych zdrojQ A

2.6 | Pouzité metody a jejich relevance s ohledem na téma vyzkumu a A

)

A — vytecné (vynikajici vykon pouze s drobnymi chybami), B — velmi dobfe (nadpréimérny vykon avsak s urcitymi chybami), C —

dobfe (celkové dobry vykon s fadou vyraznych chyb), D — uspokojivé (pfijatelny vykon, ale se znacnymi nedostatky), E — dostatecné
(vykon splfiuje minimalni pozadavky), F - nedostatecné, neprospél




KOMENTAR (v pfipadé hodnoceni E a F musi autor posudku slovné formulovat hlavni vytky pro jednotlivé podbody; max. 1000 znakd)

The work is an impotrant contribution to the analysis of neoliberalism in the Czech
academia, even though it follows in the footsteps of foreign scholars who tackled
similar issues, of whose some work the Author is aware. A more extensive
treatment of the limitations of these (as any other) theoretical approaches to the
analysis of political phenomenona might be desired in a more extensive format of
the work.
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The Author undertook an ambitious task of testing the analytic fruitfulness of two
theoretical approaches to neoliberalism, conceiving them in terms of
governmentality and in terms of hegemony. The Author shows convincingly that this
approach complements in significant ways the more traditional analytic approach to
neoliberalism as policy, which fails to identify the depth of the transformative
impact of neoliberalism on human relations in society. The application of these
theoretical tools to the analysis of the neoliberal themes present in the political
thought of the two leading political actors of the Czech post-communist transition:
Vaclav Havel and Vaclav Klaus, may be the most valuable part of the work. The work
covers a sufficiently broad terrain for a Master thesis, although no doubt a more
extensive treatment might allow for expanding the critical aspect of the work,
namely the question of the limits of the two theoretical approaches employed in the
analysis of neoliberalism (notably the question to what extend the conceptual
commitments underlying the discoursive theory and the governmentality approach
may lead to distortions, misplacements or omissions of some aspect of the studied
phenomenon which the proponents of neoliberalism might consider important.

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

5.1

| s there anything in the analysis of neoliberalism as policy that is missing in the




approach to neoliberalism as governmentality and hegemony? Do these two
types of analysis complement each other or are they two viable alternatives?

5.2 | What are the possible limitations of the analysis of neoliberalism through the
prisms of the concepts of hegemony and governmentality? Is there is a danger
that conceptual commitments underlying these approaches may lead to a
distortion of the understanding of the studied phenomena?

5.3 | Do Vaclav Klaus and Vaclav Havel present distinctive approaches to neoliberalism
(distinct from each other and distinct from the mainstream American
neoliberalism)?
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