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1. VZTAH SCHVALENYCH TEZi A VYSLEDNE PRACE (,kliknutim* zaktizkujte vybrané hodnocent)

Odpovida Odchyluje se od | Odchyluje se od | Odchyluje se od | Neodpovida
schvalenym tezi, odchyleni j¢ tezi, odchyleni jg tezi, odchyleni nerjischvalenym

tezim V praci V praci v praci zdivodrgné | tezim
zdivodnrené a je | zdivodrené, ale | a neni vhodné
vhodné neni vhodné
1.1 | Cil prace [ ] < [ ] [ ] [ ]
1.2 | Technika prace [ ] < [ ] [ ] [ ]
1.3 | Struktura prace [ ] < [ ] [ ] [ ]

KOMENTAR (slovni hodnoceni vztahu tezi a praaépadré konkrétni popis hlavnich vytek)

The goal, technique and structure of the studedffiom the thesis. This is justified by the authothe
introduction. The changes in goal and structurthefwork make sense, as they provide deep insigtatshe
chosen problem.

2. HODNOCENI OBSAHU VYSLEDNE PRACE
Vypliujte pismeno na Skale A— B — C — D — E — F (A=Ejl, F= nevyhovujici)

Hodnoceni zndmkou
2.1 | Relativni Gplnost zpracované literatury ke em@mu tématu B
2.2 | Schopnost kriticky vyhodnotit prostudovanoartituru a aplikovat ji B
2.3 | Urove: zpracovani materialu, resp. zvladnuti techniky ieickho vyzkumu D
2.4 | Schopnost sestavit a pouzit soubor metoddpeny cili B
2.5 | Fwvodnost prace,ifnos prace k rozvoji oboru B

KOMENTAR (slovni hodnoceni obsahu vysledné pratimaulré konkrétni popis hlavnich vytek)

The interesting thing about the study is the parspe On the basis of in-depth interviews, thehauffirst
describes from an internal perspective how Musliomen see themselves in a Western society. Thergatke
a good insight into the motives of Muslim womemigar a headscarf or not. The reader gets a goadide
which influences play a role in the women’s decisibwearing a hijab. There are e.g. cultural gielis, family,
integrative motives that influence the decisiondoagainst the headscarf. The author pays spetéadtion to
the influence of the socio-cultural context in whigomen live, and to the role of the media in dregaa certain
image of Muslim women wearing a headscarf.

The methodical approach makes sense. The in-degettviews with 7 Muslim women give a deep insigtibi
their self-image, their self-perception in a (wes}feociety.

The second part of the study presents the redudisorvey among Czechs. It was asked about tleepton
and assessment of Muslim women wearing headscdriiesesults of the survey confirm the assumptiat t
Muslim women wearing headscarves are viewed argeidather negatively. With the survey, the autiaw
takes an outside perspective. Thus, the authorstmwiscrepancy in the self-perception and self-
understanding of Muslim women on the one hand henl perception by Czech citizens on the other hand



3. HODNOCENI KONE CNE PODOBY VYSLEDNE PRACE
Vypliujte pismeno na Skdle A— B — C — D — E — F (A=a@l, F= nevyhovujici)

Hodnoceni znamkou

3.1 | Loginost struktury prace, podloZenost &div B
3.2 | Zvladnuti terminologie oboru B
3.3 | Funknost, Grové, pfiméienost poznamkového aparatu B
3.4 | Dodrzeni citéni normy (pokud se v textu opakovavbjevuji pasazeipjaté B

bez udani zdroje, hodtie pismenem F. Pokud v textu zjistitejpté pasaze
vydavané autorem neoprd za vlastni zji&ni, nedoporite praci

k obhajol# a ve ,zdivodreéni v pripac nedoporteni* navrhite, aby

s autorem/kou bylo zahajeno disciplinaiiaieni.)

3.5 | Jazykova a stylisticka Uraverace (pokud je opakovaporusSovana platna E
kodifikace pravopisné normy, hodite pismenem F)
3.6 | Opraveinost a vhodnostifloh, graficka Uprava C

KOMENTAR (slovni hodnoceni podoby vysledné pradg@adré konkrétni popis hlavnich vytek)

The work has significant language deficienciessdme places it is not clear what the author wansay (p. 19
chapter 3 first sentence, p. 21 Purposive samplingrhere are many article mistakes. The langigge
sometimes inaccurate and unclear (p. 21 From efattiese countries ...). The fundamental researelstian is
not clear (p. 20).

Chapter 5 is less a discussion of the results dhapetitive summary.

The appendix does not contain the survey form. Mietailed information about the survey would hagerb
useful.

4. SHRNUJICI KOMENTA R HODNOTITELE/KY (celkové hodnoceni vysledné prace, jeji silnéahél
stranky, fivodnost tématu a zé&xi apod.)

Overall, the study has a relatively low level ofthction. The author is apparently unaware thatfisst
describes the inner perspective and then the ettpemspective on the phenomenon of wearing a hijab
author limits herself to merely reproduce and sunzaahe interviews and survey results. A greatstadce to
the data would be desirable. Nevertheless, shegearia draw a detailed and comprehensive pictuvesafing
a hijab in the Western world, which is why | grate study with B /C.

5. OTAZKY NEBO NAM ETY, K NIMZ SE P RI OBHAJOB E DIPLOMANT(KA) MUSI VYJAD RIT:

5.1

5.2

5.3

5.4

6. NAVRHOVANE CELKOVE HODNOCENI PRACE (,kliknutim* zaktizkujte vybrané hodnocent)

Awborrs)[ ] B[X] C[XI D[] E[] F (nedoporiujik obhajols) [ ]
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