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1. OBSAH A CiL PRACE (struéna informace o praci, formulace cile):

The thesis analyzes the phenomenon of high profile Black Republican politicians using the concept of
recognition. Using this methodological lense, the author examines high profile Black Republicans in the Trump
era as a case study. The goal is to analyze why African-Americans join the party, which is dismissive of their
minority’s interests. The goal is well defined.

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

The text attemps to analyze a very complex topic using well chosen koncept and methodology. It is well

structured and the sources are used approriately with one exception. The author uses non academic texts in the

introduction and citing one of them calls the GOP "the Party of Jim Crow". While the Republicans do exhibit

hostility towards indetity politics if it is applied to ethnic minority identities, labellin it in effect the party of

segregation is too expressive. It opens the text to criticism for bias, which would otherwise not be possible.

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

The thesis is written in very good English both in terms of grammar and style. Citations and other formal
requirements are good.

4. KONTROLA ORIGINALITY TEXTU

Prohlasuji, ze jsem se seznamil/a s vysledkem kontroly originality textu zavére¢né prace v systému:
[ X]Theses [ X] Turnitin [ ] Ouriginal (Urkund)
Komentaf k vysledku kontroly:

The thesis is without a doubt an original piece of writing.

5. STRUCNY KOMENTAR HODNOTITELE (celkovy dojem z bakalaiské prace, silné a slabé stranky,
originalita myslenek, naplnéni cile apod.):
The thesis is well structured and easy to read thanks to the language standard. It's goals are well set and the
hypothesis well argued. Apart from the expressive language in the introduction, there is nothing to really
criticize.

6. OTAZKY A PRIPOMINKY DOPORUCENE K BLIZSIMU VYSVETLENI PRI OBHAJOBE (jedna az ti):
1. If about 30 % of African-Americans are socially conservative, isn't it suprising that there aren’t more Black
Republicans and more of them are not voting Republican?

7. DOPORUCEN{ / NEDOPORUCENI{ K OBHAJOBE A NAVRHOVANA ZNAMKA

(A-F):
| recommend the thesis to be marked A.

Datum: Podpis:




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



