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Overall Evaluation:

"PFiciny selhani ppp projektd” je vlastné rozvedenim v posledni dobé velice zasadniho
tématu pro zemé usilujici o efektivni dodavku velké dopravni infrastruktury I infrastruktury pro
socialni a zdravotni sluzby. Ackoliv previddaji Usp&éné realizované projekty, tak fada zemi
vCetné Ceské republiky maji Cerstvé negativni zkugenosti se svymi “prvnimi” velkymi projekty
realizovanymi formou ppp. Diplomant se v této préci pousti do tématu, které je hodné slozité,
velice aktualni, ale zaroveri neni jesté ani zdaleka vycerpéno po strance vyzkumu a ziskat
informace v této oblasti je velice téZké. Nicméné diplomant si s tématem poradil prekvapivé

dobre.

Na jedné strané se podafilo diplomovou préaci dobfe strukturovat a téma zmapovat jak z
mezinarodnich béZzné dostupnych zdrojd tak k préci vyuzit I zdroje z Ceské republiky z nich
mnohé zatim Sirsi vefejnosti zpfistupnéné nebyly. Na strané druhé diplomant zdroje analyzuje
a vytvari doporuceni, které jsou v praxi velice dobFe vyuzitelné pro seniorni vefejné Cinitele I
ufedniky zabyvajici se soutéZenim vefejnych investic. Diplomant strukturoval praci velice
dobfe po metodické strance, takZe (itatel je postupné zasvécovén jak do problematickych
oblasti a rizik u ppp projektd tak pozd&ji I s jejich FeSenim. Popisované situace jsou
demonstrovany pfipadovymi studiemi demonstrujicimi hlubokou znalost diplomanta. Prace s
literaturou a citaty je na profesiondini Grovni. Vystupy prace svéddi o nékolikaletém vyzkumu
pisatele diplomoveé prace v pfislusné oblasti.

Prace je po technické a argumentacni strénce propracovana. Diplomova prace je Ctiva
a pres znacné teoreticky Uvod snadno vyuZitelna v praxi.

Jediné co Ize praci diplomanta vytknout, jsou zobecnéné nékteré analytické zavéry, ¢inéné na
zakladé jednoho nebo nékolika malo projektd. Toto ale neni chybou diplomanta, spide je za to
odpovédny nedostatek informaci v této oblasti obecné a také utajovani & nedostatek
informaci o investicnich projektech ve vefejném sektoru.

Proto praci doporucuji prijmout k obhajobé s hodnocenim vyborné a zérovei navrhuji
ke zvazeni udéleni pochvaly.

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

CATEGORY POINTS
Quality of Research 30
Clarity and Readability 10
Content/Quality of Ideas 37
Organization & Development 15
Manuscript Form 5

TOTAL POINTS 97

LETTER GRADE 1
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Explanation of cateqgories 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 &7 24 21 18 15 12 8 o 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 a2 28 24 20 15 10 5 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
5 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 3 J e i 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 4 g & J 0
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