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1. VZTAH SCHVALENYCH TEZi A VYSLEDNE PRACE"’

Odpovida Odchyluje se od Odchyluje se od tezia | Neodpovida
schvalenym | tezi, odchylenije | odchyleninenivhodnéa | schvalenym
tezim ale vhodné a v praci zddvodnéné tezim
zdivodnéné
1.1. | Cil prace X [ ] [ ] [ ]
1.2. | Metoda prace X [ ] [ ] [ ]
1.3. | Struktura prace X [ ] [ ] [ ]

" 0znatte vybrané hodnocent.

KOMENTAR (v pfipadé hodnocenfi ve sloupcich 3 a 4 musi autor posudku slovné formulovat hlavni vytky

pro jednotlivé podbody; max. 1000 znakd)

2. HODNOCENI ODBORNEHO CHARAKTERU PRACE

Hodnoceni znamkou”

2.1 |Relevance tématu s ohledem na soucasny stav vyzkumu

2.2 |Plvodnost prace a prinos oboru

2.3 | Relativni Gplnost zpracované literatury a informacnich zdroj
vhodnych pro analyzu zvoleného tématu

2.4 | Schopnost kriticky vyhodnotit prostudovanou literaturu

2.5 |Uroven zpracovani pouzitych zdrojQ

.0

sledované cile

2.6 | Pouzité metody a jejich relevance s ohledem na téma vyzkumu a

Vypliujte Eislici na 3kale 1 - 2 — 3 - 4 {vyborné — velmi dobré — dobré — nedostatetné)




KOMENTAR (v pfipadé hodnoceni 3 a 4 musi autor posudku slovné formulovat hlavni vytky pro
jednotlivé podbody; max. 1000 znakd)

3. HODNOCENI FORMALNICH KRITERIi TEXTU

Hodnoceni znamkou”

3.1 |Logitnost struktury prace 1
3.2 |Argumentalni schopnost autora, ucelenost a provazanost vykladu 1
3.3 | Zvladnuti terminologie oboru 1
3.4 | Dodrzeni citacni normy 1
3.5 |Uroved poznamkového aparatu 1
3.6 |Jazykova a stylisticka Groven prace (pokud je opakované poruSovana

platna kodifikace pravopisné normy, hodnot'te stupném 4!)
3.7 |Opravnénost a vhodnost pfiloh s ohledem na logiku vykladu a 1

pouzitou argumentaci
3.8 | Graficka Uprava textu 1

) Vyplnujte &islici na Skale 1 -2 — 3 - 4 {vyborné — velmi dobré — dobré — nedostate¢né)

KOMENTAR (v pfipadé hodnoceni 3 a 4 musi autor posudku slovné formulovat hlavni vytky pro
jednotlivé podbody; max. 2000 znakd)

4. SHRNUJICI KOMENTAR HODNOTITELE
(celkovy dojem z vysledné prace, jeji silné a slabé stranky, pivodnost tématu a mysSlenek
apod.; max. 1500 znakd)

Krystof Dolezal chose to write his thesis on a topic that - as he convincingly argues - is
central to Foucault's political thought and yet has not been widely discussed (which
justifies the authors focus on the primary sources). In addition to succesfully facing the
challenge of reconstructing Foucault's ideas regarding the surprisingly significant
impact of the idea and of the practice of confession on the development of political
culture of modernity (nourishing development of a certain type of subjectivity that
makes citizens vulnerable to become subjects of political power exercised in a
specifically modern sophisticated ways), Mr DoleZal attempts to verify the applicability
of Foucault's claims to contemporary context by taking the processes of collecting data
about citizens and their views as cases of confessions (seen as prerequisite for
creation of an empirical type of knowledge). While in doing so he follows in the
footsteps of N. Rose, he arrives at an important conclusion - defended on grounds
independent from Rose - that it is not the techniques of confession as such that are
problematic, but the specific data that are defined as the target of the investigative tool
of confession (the processes of data collection). All of this justifies my assessment that
we are dealing here with a Master thesis that deserves the highest grade. The only
thing that makes me pause for a moment in this praise of Mr Dolezal's work is the
question to what extent the limiting oneself to the literature in Czech and English
might have limited the validity of some of his conclusions.

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

5.1 | Was it your intention to argue that the technique of confession ought to be
looked at as a neutral (from valuational point of view) tool of data collection? Or is




it in fact a tool that plays mostly positive role (in science, politics)? Is your
view/valuation of confession different than Foucault's?

5.2 | Given that the technique of confession emerged in the 'Western' context, should
one one interpret Foucault as suggesting that subjectification process in the
West took different course (went further?, earlier?, with different results?) than
was the case in, say, China, India or Persia?

5.3 |Given the threat of terrorism, would you be inclined to argue (perhaps in a
consequentialist/utilitarian manner) that collection about citizens is not just
necessary evil, but good? What do you think might be Foucault's position
regarding this matter?

6. NAVRHOVANA ZNAMKA
vyberte znamku ze seznamu:

Diplomovou praci k obhajobé doporucuji.

Navrhované hodnoceni: vyborné

Komentar k nejednoznacnému hodnoceni:

ZDUVODNENIV PRIPADE NEDOPORUCENI (max. 700 znakd):

Datum: 5.6.2017 Podpis:




