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OVERALL ASSESSMENT (provided in English, Czech, or Slovak):

Préace je uspokojivym kompilatem nékolika odbornych publikaci o daném tématu, a jako takova spliuje
minimalni naroky na bakalarskou praci. Nasleduje nékolik pfipominek k obsahu i formé, sefazenych
sestupné dle dilezitosti:

1) Védecka prace predpoklada u ¢tenare jistou inteligenci, a vyhyba se konstatovanim zjevného
jako napf. ,Vykonnd moc je v rukou viddy.«, nebo ,,V Ceské republice je nositelem
monetarni politiky Ceska narodni banka.“ Cela kapitola 2 by proto v zsadé v praci
nemusela byt, protoze pouze poucuje ¢tenare o elementarnich ekonomickych faktech,
podobné¢ i ivodni ¢asti dalSich kapitol pfipominaji spiSe uvod do makroekonomie pro
prvni ro¢nik (definice nezaméstnanosti apod).

2) Prace obsahuje (vedle zavéru) pét riiznych podkapitol shrnuti. Tato shrnuti v zasadé
opakuji jiz fe¢ené, aniz by prispivala ke kontinuit¢ textu, a nejsou tedy potieba.
Obzvlasté nadbytecné plisobi shrnuti 6.1.4, které shrnuje pouze vySe zminiené
ekonomické technikalie.

3) Text obecné je trochu zmateny, budi Casto dojem Ze si autorka odporuje: Osobnost
Clovéka ... ma na uroven stesti [relativne] mensi viiv. ... o dvé fadky nize jsou zase
Osobnostni faktory uvedeny jako hlavni determinanta §tésti. V kapitole 5 je ¢tenafi
slibovan popis Easterlinova paradoxu, ten je pak ale popsan jen velmi neptimo, navic
bez jakékoliv zminky o tom v ¢em paradox spociva.

4) Neplést si Okuntv zakon s Phillipsovou kiivkou (kap. 2.2).

5) Drobné technikalie - citované texty je nutno jasné vyznacit, napf kurzivou (chybi napf v ¢asti
2.2), zkratku SWB je nutno zavést dfive nez je pouzita atp.

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

CATEGORY POINTS
Literature (max. 20 points) |20
Methods (max. 30 points) |15
Contribution (max. 30 points) |0
Manuscript Form (max. 20 points) |15
TOTAL POINTS (max. 100 points) |50
GRADE 1-2-3-4) |3
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EXPLANATION OF CATEGORIES AND SCALE:

LITERATURE REVIEW: The thesis demonstrates author’s full understanding and command of recent literature.
The author quotes relevant literature in a proper way.

Strong Average Weak
20 10 0

METHODS: The tools used are relevant to the research question being investigated, and adequate to the author’s
level of studies. The thesis topic is comprehensively analyzed.

Strong Average Weak
30 15 0

CONTRIBUTION: The author presents original ideas on the topic demonstrating critical thinking and ability to
draw conclusions based on the knowledge of relevant theory and empirics. There is a distinct value added of the
thesis.

Strong Average Weak
30 15 0

MANUSCRIPT FORM: The thesis is well structured. The student uses appropriate language and style, including
academic format for graphs and tables. The text effectively refers to graphs and tables and disposes with a
complete bibliography.

Strong Average Weak
20 10 0

Overall grading:

TOTAL POINTS GRADE
81-100 1 = excellent = vyborné
61— 80 2 = good = velmi dobre
41 -60 3 = satisfactory = dobfe
0-40 4 = fail = nedoporucuji k obhajobé




