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1. VZTAH SCHVALENYCH TEZi A VYSLEDNE PRACE”

Odpovida | Odchyluje se od tezi, | Odchyluje se od tezia | Neodpovida
schvélenym odchylenf je ale odchyleni neni vhodné a | schvalenym
tezim vhodné a zdGvodnéné | v prdci zdlvodnéné tezim
1.1. [Cipréce X L] [] [ ]
1.2. |Metoda préce X [] [] []
1.3. |Struktura préce X [] L] []

" Oznatte vybrané hodnoceni.

KOMENTAR (v pfipadé hodnoceni ve sloupcich 3 a 4 musi autor posudku slovné formulovat hiavni vytky pro
Jednotlivé podbody; max. 1000 znaki)

Komentdr ke schvdlenym tezim:

2. HODNOCENi ODBORNEHO CHARAKTERU PRACE

Hodnoceni zndmkou”

2.1 |Relevance tématu s ohledem na soucasny stav vyzkumu 1

2.2 | Plvodnost prace a pfinos oboru 1

2.3 | Relativni Gpinost zpracované literatury a informacnich zdrojl 2
vhodnych pro analyzu zvoleného tématu

2.4 |Schopnost kriticky vyhodnotit prostudovanou literaturu 2

2.5 | Uroven zpracovani pouzitych zdrojl 2

2.6 |PouZité metody a jejich relevance s ohledem na téma vyzkumu a 1
sledované cile

4 Vypliujte &islici na Skédle 1 — 2 — 3 — 4 (vyborné — velmi dobré — dobré — nedostateéné)




KOMENTAR (v pFipadé hodnoceni 3 a 4 mus! autor posudku slovné formulovat hlavni vytky pro jednotlivé
podbody; max. 1000 znakii)

Komentdf k hodnoceni odborného charakteru prdce: V prdci abesntuje jasnd
operacionalizdcia zvolenej metddy.

3. HODNOCENi FORMALNICH KRITERIi TEXTU

Hodnoceni zndmkou"
3.1 [Logitnost struktury prace 1
3.2 | Argumentaéni schopnost autora, ucelenost a provadzanost vykladu 2
3.3 |2Zviadnuti terminologie oboru 1
3.4 | DodrZeni citatni normy 1
3.5 |Urovei pozndmkového aparatu 1
3.6 |Jazykova a stylisticka Urovefi prace (pokud je opakované porusovéna 1
platnd kodifikace pravopisné normy, hodnotte stupném 41)
3.7 | Opréavnénost a vhodnost pfiloh s ohledem na logiku vykladu a pouZitou 1
argumentaci
3.8 | Graficka uprava textu 1

i Vypliiujte &islicf na $kdle 1 — 2 — 3 - 4 (vyborné — velmi dobré — dobré — nedostateéné)

KOMENTAR (v piipadé hodnocen/ 3 a 4 mus{ autor posudku slovné formulovat hlavni vytky pro jednotlivé
podbody; max. 2000 znaki)

Komentdr k hodnoceni formdinich kritérif textu:V prdci je len jedna pozndmka pod &arou.

4. SHRNUJICI KOMENTAR HODNOTITELE
(celkovy dojem z vysledné prdce, jeji silné a slabé strdnky, pivodnost tématu a myslenek apod.;
max. 1500 znakd)

Shrnujici komentdi: Vdaka pouZitej metdde pésobi tdto prdca velmi vierohodne a blizko
realite. V podmienkach strednej Eurdpy nevznikd vela magisterskych prdc, ktorych autor
navstivil skimanu krajinu v Afrike a ziskal takymto spésobom vela informdcii z prvej ruky.
Prdca sa nemusi spoliehat na svedectvd réznych autorov, alebo vyskumnikov, ale méze sa
opriet o vlastné poznatky ziskané priamo na mieste. Trochu problematicky sa méZe javit
samotny sp6sob, ktorym sa autorka k tymto informdciam dostala. Vysledky mézu byt
trochu skreslené faktom, Ze dotazniky sprostredkovala len jedna osoba na ugandskej
strane. Autorka sa vsak snaZila, aby jazykovd a kultirna bariéra nenarusila spolahlivost
vysledkov jej dotaznikov. Osobne si vSak myslim, Ze v rémci rozsahu tejto magisterskej
prdce tieto obmedzenia nie je moZné uplne odstrdnit, ale to nijak neznehodnocuje
vysledky tejto prdce. Trochu mi vSak vadi éiastoénd neucelenost préce. Prechod medzi
autorkinou hypotézou, historickym a teoretickym uvodom a samotnym vyskumom nie je
podla mria dostatocne zviddnuty. Chybaju mi astejsie odkazy na autorkinu hypotézu, a to
ako podtrhdvaju, alebo vyvracaji vysledky jej vyskumu. Teoreticky uvod mohol byt tieZ
skér analyzovany podla tématickych okruhov, a nie podla jednotlivych autorov. Zbytocné
sa mi na druhej strane javi autorkino poukazovanie na viddu Yoweriho Museveniho. To
pbsobi trochu vytrhnuté z kontextu a zbytocné vzhfadom na tému prdce.



Thanks to its method of questionnaire, this paper was able to gain very reliable
information about the researched country, Uganda, in this case. Moreover, it is not very
common within the Central Europe that an author of the master thesis had visited Africa
to collect a lot of first-hand information. The work does not rely on the testimonies of
various third party researchers, but may rely on the information obtained on the spot.
What may to seem somehow problematic is the very way that the author had used to
receive her information. The results may have been bit biased by the fact that the
questionnaires were facilitated by one person on the Ugandan side. The author, however,
tried to overcome linguistic and cultural barriers, which could have impeded the reliability
of the results of the questionnaires. Personally, | think that, within the scope of this master
thesis, these restrictions can not be removed completely, but it does not invalidate the
results of this work. However, what bothers me a little is the partial fragmentation of this
paper. The transitions between the author's hypothesis, historical and theoretical
introduction and research is not quite smooth. | miss more frequent references to the
hypothesis, and how it is being influenced by the results of its research. Furthermore, the
analysis of theoretical background could have been based rather on the topic
differentiation, and not on the one of individual authors. On the other hand, given the
topic of the paper, it seems bit out of context and unnecessary to comment about Yoweri
Museveni's government. Anyway, the overall feeling about the paper is very positive and |
hope the author will continue in her work on African realities.

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

5.1 [Were you surprised with the findings of your questionnaires? What was different from
what you had expected and what was not?

5.2 [Do you think the results from the other Ugandan cities would differ much from the
ones from Masaka? And what about those from other African countries?

5.3 | Do not you think Africa would do better without any aid at all? Would not it be better

for its population to be “on its own“?

6. NAVRHOVANA ZNAMKA
vyberte zndmku ze seznamu:

vyborné

Komentdr k hodnoceni, je-li navrhovand znémka nejednoznaénd:

ZDUVODNEN( V PRIPADE NEDOPORUCENI (max. 700 znakd):

Komentdr ke zddvodnéni v pfipadé nedoporuceni:

Datum: 30.8.2012 Podpis:




