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Overall Evaluation:

Diplomové prace analyzuje regionalni rozvoj v Polsku a Ceské republice. Prace se zabyva regionalni
politikou Evropské unie s vyuzitim rliznych pristupl ekonomické teorie k regionalnimu ristu. Prace si
klade za cil zhodnotit rozdélovani prostfedkd v rdmci regiondlni politiky v Polsku a v Cesku a
identifikovat klicové oblasti v obou zemich. Autor ve své praci cituje bohaté mnozstvi studii a analyz,
které usnadnuji pohled na tuto sloZitou problematiku. Praci doporucuji k obhajobé a navrhuiji ji pfi velmi
Uspésné obhajobé hodnotit i vyborné.

Prvni Cast prace popisuje regionalni politiku EU, ve druhé kapitole autor nabizi prehled teoretickych
pristupl k této problematice, v dalsi kapitole je rozbor konkretizovan na Polsko a Cesko a posledni
kapitola nabizi diskusi efektivnosti strukturdini politiky EU. Pravé tato kapitola, kde se autor se pokusil o
zhodnoceni efektivnosti strukturaini politiky, by si zaslouzila vice ¢asu na dopracovani a podrobné&;jsi
rozbor problematiky.

Autor pracuje s rozsahlou zahranicni literaturou a ke své praci béhem psani ziskaval a analyzoval
nejriznéjsi data. Teoretické zdzemi prace spociva predevsim ve vybranych ekonomickych teoriich, které
jsou shrnuty v kapitole 2. Nékteré teoretické pohledy z této kapitoly jsou dale zajimavé aplikovany. V
kapitole 3 empiricky zkouma ziskana data napriklad pomoci tzv. lokaliza¢niho koeficientu a dale rozebira
ziskané udaje. Autor se rliznym analyzdm regionalniho rozvoje vénuje i v zavéreéné Etvrté kapitole.
Ackoli je toto teoretické zazemi do diplomové prace velmi vhodné, neni v této pasadzi prace Uplné
ziejmé, proC byly zvoleny pravé tyto studie a v ¢em je zasadni pravé jejich prinos.

Prace je na mnoha mistech velmi popisna a v téchto ¢astech je pro ¢tenare obtizné sledovat hlavni cil
prace — zhodnoceni rozdélovani financi v regiondlni politice EU. Na praci je znat jeji zrychlené
dokonceni, ackoli autor na tématu prace pracoval peclivé cely rok. Peclivost je zfejma v aplikacich
nastudovanych teorii, naopak zbrklost je zvlasté znat v posledni, Ctvrté kapitole (zde nalezneme také
rlizné preklepy).

Préaci doporucuji k obhajobé, hodnotim ji zndmkou 1-2 a navrhuji ji pfi UspéSné obhajobé hodnotit i
jako vybornou.

SUMMARY OF POINTS AWARDED
(for the explanation of categories and scale, please, see below):

CATEGORY POINTS
Quality of Research 30
Clarity and Readability 6
Content/Quality of Ideas 32
Organization & Development 12
Manuscript Form 4

TOTAL POINTS g4

LETTER GRADE A-
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Explanation of categories and scale:

QUALITY OF RESEARCH: The thesis demonstrates the author’s full understanding and command of current
literature and he/she uses it competently. The topic of the thesis is well structured and methods used are proper
and relevant to the research question being investigated. A full and accurate analysis of thesis statement, from
both a theoretical and applied perspective, is provided.

Strong Middle Weak
30 27 24 24 18 15 12 8 4 0

CONTENT/QUALITY OF IDEAS: A range and depth of exposition,; an appropriate sense of complexity of the
topic; appropriate analysis of the thesis statement; and an accurate understanding of theoretical concepts is
demonstrated. A full discussion of applicable and relevant theories stylized data is included. Original, creative
thought is provided and evident. Demonstrates critical thinking and analysis with application of theory and
Student’s ability to draw conclusions based on their knowledge, skills and research.

Strong Middle Weak
40 36 32 28 24 20 15 10 F 0

ORGANIZATION AND DEVELOPMENT: The paper demonstrates a logical and clear arrangement of ideas; an
effective use of transitions; a unity and coherence of paragraphs; and a clear development of ideas through
supporting detail and evidence. The reader is successfully oriented to the subject, purpose, methodology, and
structure of the report; an overview of the whole is included; the reader’s attention and interest is engaged. The
thesis statement is clearly and definitively stated without ambiguity. The conclusion is strong and reflective of the
work as a whole.

Strong Middle Weak
I5 13 12 10 8 6 4 2 0

CLARITY AND READIBILITY: Ease of readability; appropriate use of language and style for the rhetorical
content; clarity of sentences (reader doesnt get lost; minimum need for slowing down or re-reading) is
appropriately demonstrated. Professional level of English expression is evident (limited amount of non-native
language to English translation is detectable).

Strong Middle Weak
10 9 8 7 6 5 = 2 1 0

MANUSCRIPT FORM: The appropriate manuscript form and style for the rhetorical content; a professional
image; an appropriate use of headings and sub-headings; an appropriate format for graphs and tables; an
effective referencing of graphs and tables in the text; complete and accurate bibliography documented to support
the applied research, and the overall impact of document design is considered.

Strong Middle Weak
5 9 3 2 7 0
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