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1. OBSAH A CiL PRACE (stru¢na informace o praci, formulace cile):

The thesis investigates the evolution of the perception of a selection of places of memory in the divide
city of Cesky T¢&sin/Cieszyn, notably under the influence of the European integration that changed the
status of the national border.

The work questions the consequences of the European integration process in the way inhabitants and
key political and cultural actors are interpretating the memorial values of tangible and intangible
places of memory.

2. VECNE ZPRACOVANI (naro¢nost, tviréi piistup, argumentace, logickd struktura, teoretické a
metodologické ukotveni, prace s prameny a literaturou, vhodnost pfiloh apod.):

The work draws mainly from historical and sociological works on historical memory and places of
memory, borrowing mainly from Pierre Nora and Aleida and Jan Assmann classic works. The
candidate draws further on the political geographical concept of divided cities before introducing his
understanding of the European Integration process.

Based on these three conceptual pillars, Fabian Byrtus developed a methodology based on semi-
structured interviews with key officials from leading cultural and political institutions in the Czech and
Polish parts of the divided city as well as with representatives of regional EU institutions. The places
of memory have been selected for their importance in local actor discourses.

The structure of the essay is following a logical progression. The work is organized into three parts,
the first dedicated to the conceptual and methodological anchorage, the second recalling briefly key
moment of the city’s history, and the third analyzing a selection of tangible places of memory (River,
cemetery, boundaries, public transports).

The references are sufficient to elaborate on the defined subject, however some redundancies could
have been avoided notably on the presentation of memory studies anchorage.

The fieldwork research brought a lot of interesting information. They constitute a real value in the
corpus of the essay. However, the conclusion could have been more reflexive on the patterns of
memorialization.

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




As I am not a Czech native speaker, I won’t comment on the style, but saying that the text is clear and
easy to read.
The references are well used. The structure of the essay follows a logical progression.

4. KONTROLA ORIGINALITY TEXTU

Prohlasuji, Ze jsem se seznamil/a s vysledkem kontroly originality textu zavérecné prace v systému:
[ ]Theses [ ]Turnitin [ ] Ouriginal (Urkund)
Komentai k vysledku kontroly: 16/100

5. STRUCNY KOMENTAR HODNOTITELE (celkovy dojem z diplomové prace, silné a slabé stranky,
originalita mySlenek, naplnéni cile apod.):

The general impression of the work is very good. If the conceptual anchorage could have been a bit
more concise, | really appreciated the field work research and the extensive use of first hand
materials for the analysis. It really helps to graps the complexity of Cesky T&sin social and political
history, and shows well how the opening of the border and the European integration provided the
condition for the reconsideration of local history through a selection of important places of memory.

My only objection concerns, the conclusion that recalls the main elements of the analysis of each case,
but missed to provide a more generic conclusion to memorial objects, histories and evolving
political situations.

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

Fabian Byrtus is a smart and working students who has managed to deliver a good master thesis. He
consulted with me on a regular basis and integrate dalmost all remarks during the progression of his
work.

7. OTAZKY A PRIPOMINKY DOPORUCENE K BLIZSIMU VYSVETLENI PRI OBHAJOBE (jedna az tfi):

1. According to your observation, what is the limit of the European integration in shaping
transnational cultural memory in the divided city of Cesky T&3in?

2. The creation of the border of Czechoslovakia has been important to assess the unity of the
country as a mutlicultural or multinational state? How do you think this key element of the
Czech historical narrative influence the memorialization of the river and the boundaries on
both sides of the city? Don’t you see a contradiction between the national narrative of Border
making, and the necessity to reconsider the function of the border and the river as a
transnational place of memory?

8. DOPORUCENI / NEDOPORUCENI K OBHAJOBE A NAVRHOVANA ZNAMKA
(A a B vybornég, C a D velmi dobte, E dobie, F nevyhovél):

I recommend the grade A or B according to the defense!

Datum: 7.9.2023 Podpis: Paul Bauer

Pozn.: Hodnoceni piste k jednotlivym bodtim, pokud nepisete v textovém editoru, pouZzijte pti nedostatku mista zadni stranu
nebo piilozeny list. V hodnoceni prace se pokuste oddé¢lit 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; pomeér téchto dvou polozek berte prosim v tivahu pfi stanoveni kone¢né znamky.



