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1. OBSAH A CIL PRACE (stru¢na informace o praci, formulace cile): Stephanie Shattuck presents an appealing
and original case study of the Czech community in Omaha, Nebraska. I value especially the contemporary
dimension of the thesis which is not common in Czech US diaspora research. It had potential and could have
promising benefits for the discipline. However, in its current state, probably influenced by hasty research and
finishing, its results can only have a limited impact.

2. VECNE ZPRACOVANI (naro¢nost, tvaréi piistup, argumentace, logicka struktura, teoretické a
metodologické ukotveni, prace s prameny a literaturou, vhodnost pfiloh apod.): As stated above, the main
problem I see with the thesis is its research design. The theoretical part is well done, and terminology is
explained using relevant (even though maybe a bit outdated - Bodnar) literature. However, I do not
understand why is necessary to explain various views on the definition of diaspora. In the introduction, it was
established that Czech in Nebraska were an “enclave mode* diaspora which was confirmed in the
conclusions. Furthermore, in the analytical part, there are no references to the diaspora definitions, rather (as
could be observed also in the title) the term community is used.

The analytical part also has several issues. According to the introduction the archival and historical research
was done. Yet, I could not identify any archive material used. There are just three and a half interviews that
serve as the principal source. I find it problematic, as this is not a necessary data sample to draw any
conclusions. Besides, the oral history approach dictates not to understand the interviews (and there should be
two of them for each person, not just one) as facts but rather as personal testimonies and recollections. These
had to be critically approached and interpreted, not just reprinted. Overall, the analytical part feels descriptive.
E.g. on page 36 we can read: “According to the results [of a survey], 60% of the membership have belonged
to the Club for less than 15 years and heritage and family connection were the main reason people joined (J.
Cadek, personal communication, 29 March 2023).“ This is interesting information that deserves deeper
analysis, especially when the author claims that community organizations lack younger/new members. Who
are this 60%? What is their background?

Another problem is the random selection of topics, some are even glossed over — tourism. Why are religious
communities not considered? Or the phenomenon of polka masses? Most importantly, the core issue of the
Czechs in Omaha and their connection with their homeland is not well researched, both historically and
contemporarily. The author claims that the Czech successful political lobbying during the World Wars was
just a myth. That may be, but it does not mean the Czechs in Nebraska did not contribute to the resistance
cause. However, as the archives of the Czech Foreign Ministry are omitted, I am not surprised the author does
not make that connection. Yet, she should have at least visited the Cernin Palace not just to research history
but also present. They have programs to support compatriots abroad, support honorary consuls, etc.

The flawed research design inevitably leads to rather general, banal, already discovered, or speculative
conclusions. The Czechs in Omaha should be an enclaved community with limited ties to the Czech Republic
and yet there are musical connections, Zoom meetings, tourism — as their social media point out, etc. The
members of the clubs are lamenting that there is no interest among the youth. I would argue that is typical for
every club from football to book reading to church communities. The author also gives some thought to the
rapidity of the assimilation process in rural areas and cities. However, it was already demonstrated (among
Czech Americans the difference between Chicago and Texas is the usual case) that rural (isolated) areas tend
to maintain the original identity (or its glimpses) longer.

. FORMALNI A JAZYKOVE ZPRACOVANI (jazykovy projev, spravnost citace a odkazil na literaturu,
graficka uprava, formalni nalezitosti prace apod.): I am not a native speaker; therefore, I do not feel
competent to judge the language. On the other hand, some words are not fit for an academic text (e.g. hot
topic — p. 10, toddlers — p. 34). The bibliography is insufficient. There are no archival sources promised in the



introduction. They are not even used in the thesis itself, for that matter. Do the organizations not have
newsletters, files, or at least meeting protocols? The interviews are not mentioned either. I miss some
historical accounts (Houst, Habenicht, Siller and Priicha) but also extensive research of current literature:
David Chroust, Josef Polisensky, Clinton Machann and James Mendl, Karel Bicha (“Community or
Cooperation? The Case of the Czech-Americans.” Studies in Ethnicity: The East European Experience in
America. Ed. Charles A. Ward, Philip Shashki and Donald E. Pienkos. New York: Columbia, 1980. 93-102.)
and especially Robert J. Tomanek (Czech Immigrants and the Sokol Movement, lowa City, 2020), a scholar
from Omaha (now a resident of Iowa City), who, apart from being open, active, friendly, and communicative,
is always ready to share his research on Sokols in Omabha.

4. STRUCNY KOMENTAR HODNOTITELE (celkovy dojem z diplomové price, silné a slabé stranky,
originalita myslenek, naplnéni cile apod.): Stephanie Shattuck enriches Czech history and its migration
studies. She also presents an interesting testimony of a fading community and not another “marble” biography
that is so typical for this field. However, the somewhat flawed and insufficient research design and (probably)
time pressure in its execution diminish the value of the thesis.

5.OTAZKY A PRIPOMINKY DOPORUCENE K BLIZSIMU VYSVETLENI PRI OBHAJOBE (jedna aZ tfi):
1) The essence of case studies is to present them in a specific context. Could you compare the Czech community
in Omaha with others in Nebraska or the United States?

2) The Czech government has several programs to help Czech communities abroad. Did you research them? Do
the Czechs in Omaha take part in them? Why yes/no?

6. DOPORUCENI / NEDOPORUCENI K OBHAJOBE A NAVRHOVANA ZNAMKA (A — F): I recommend
the thesis for defense with grade C.

Datum: 4.6.2023 Podpis:

Pozn.: Hodnoceni piste k jednotlivym bodtim, pokud nepisete v textovém editoru, pouzijte pti nedostatku mista zadni stranu
nebo prilozeny 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; pomeér téchto dvou polozek berte prosim v tivahu pfi stanoveni konecné znamky.



