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1. OBSAH A CIL PRACE (struéné informace o préci, formulace cile):

The aim of this thesis, as the author claims, is to ,,identify those German citizens, who were fighting in the
Yugoslav wars, determine their background, actions on the ground and post-war trajectories, as well as suggest
probable motivations for joining the combat in the way they did.” The author also intends to study the political
context of Germany and Croatia in the studied period to better grasp the possible motivations of German foreign
fighters.

2. VECNE ZPRACOVANI (narognost, tviréi piistup, argumentace, logicka struktura, teoretické a
metodologické ukotveni, prace s prameny a literaturou, vhodnost piiloh apod.):

The main — and salient — problem of the thesis is that it seeks to cover a ground that is too excessive. An
extremely broad shot ultimately renders the work vague and its value debatable. Hence, for a focus that blurred,
it is impossible to anchor the work in a clear-cut research problem based on a relevant literature review — and
work out operationable research questions. Indeed, if the author focused on the motivations of German citizens
to join the Yugoslav wars, he could have linked up his work to the general research problem of the motivations
of foreign fighters. Alternatively, he could have linked up his work to the general research problem of the
background of foreign fighters, and so on. In these cases, his empirical findings would have reflected on — and
contributed to — our general understanding of these two phenomena. Instead, the author has chosen to work out a
rather descriptive catch-all work, which somewhat reduces its value-added.

On the other hand, I appreciate the author*s efforts to collect and systematize a range of data on an empirical

phenomenon that remains largely understudied. From this perspective, the thesis is original and innovative even
though it fails to reflect our general knowledge of the discussed phenomena.

3. FORMALNI A JAZYKOVE ZPRACOVANI (jazykovy projev, spravnost citace a odkazi na literaturu,
graficka uprava, formalni nalezitosti prace apod.):
OK.

4. STRUCNY KOMENTAR HODNOTITELE (celkovy dojem z diplomové prace, silné a slabé stranky,
originalita mys$lenek, naplnéni cile apod.):

See point 2.

5. SPOLUPRACE S VEDOUCIM PRACE (komunikace s vedoucim prace, schopnost reflektovat pfipominky,
posun od ptivodniho zaméru apod.)

I was consulted rather occasionally.

6. OTAZKY A PRIPOMINKY DOPORUCENE K BLIZSIMU VYSVETLENI PRI OBHAJOBE (jedna az ti):

a) what is the main finding of your thesis — both empirically and generally, that is, in terms of theory?




b) what is the current state of the art regarding the motivations of foreign fighters — how is that state of the art
reflected in your work and how does your work contribute to it?

7. DOPORUCEN{ / NEDOPORUCENI K OBHAJOBE A NAVRHOVANA ZNAMKA

(vyborné, velmi dobfe, dobte, nevyhovel): based upon the author‘s defense, I suggest a mark between
very well and excellent.

Datum: 8 June 2016 Podpis:

Pozn.: Hodnoceni piste k jednotlivym bodim, pokud nepisete v textovém editoru, pouZijte pfi nedostatku mista zadni stranu
nebo piilozeny list. V hodnoceni prace se pokuste oddélit ty jeji nedostatky, které jsou, podle vaseho minéni, obhajobou
neodstranitelné (napt. chybi kritické zhodnoceni prament a literatury), od téch véci, které student mtize dobrou obhajobou
napravit; pomér téchto dvou polozek berte prosim v tivahu pii stanoveni kone¢né znamky.



