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1. VZTAH SCHVALENYCH TEZi A VYSLEDNE PRACE"

Odpovida
schvalenym
tezim

Odchyluje se od
tezi, odchyleni je
ale vhodné a

Odchyluje se od tezi a
odchyleni neni vhodné a
v praci zdavodnéné

Neodpovida
schvalenym
tezim

1.1. | Cil prace

]

zdivodnéné

1.2. | Metoda prace

]

1.3. | Struktura prace

B

" Oznacte vybrané hodnoceni.
KOMENTAR (v pfipadé hodnoceni ve sloupcich E a F musi autor posudku slovné formulovat hlavni vytky pro jednotlivé podbody; max. 1000

znaki)

2. HODNOCENi ODBORNEHO CHARAKTERU PRACE

Hodnoceni znamkou”
2.1 |Relevance tématu s ohledem na soucasny stav vyzkumu A
2.2 |Puvodnost prace a pfinos oboru A
2.3 |Relativni uplnost zpracované literatury a informacénich zdroju A
vhodnych pro analyzu zvoleného tématu
2.4 | Schopnost kriticky vyhodnotit prostudovanou literaturu A
2.5 | Uroven zpracovani pouzitych zdrojti B
2.6 |Pouzité metody a jejich relevance s ohledem na téma vyzkumu A
a sledovane cile

“) A — vytené (vynikajici vykon pouze s drobnymi chybami), B — velmi dobfe (nadpriméry vykon aviak s uréitymi chybami), C
— dobre (celkové dobry vykon s fadou vyraznych chyb), D — uspokojivé (pfijatelny vykon, ale se znacnymi nedostatky), E —

dostatecné (vykon splfiuje minimalni pozadavky), F — nedostate¢né, neprospél




KOMENTAR (v pfipadé hodnoceni E a F musi autor posudku slovné formulovat hlavni vytky pro jednotlivé podbody; max. 1000 znak)

3. HODNOCENiI FORMALNICH KRITERIi TEXTU
Hodnoceni znamkou®
3.1 |Logi¢nost struktury prace A
3.2 | Argumentacéni schopnost autora, ucelenost a provazanost A
vykladu
3.3 | Zvladnuti terminologie oboru B
3.4 | Dodrzeni citacni normy A
3.5 | Uroven poznamkového aparatu A
3.6 |Jazykova a stylisticka uroven prace (pokud je opakované porusovéna A
platna kodifikace pravopisné normy, hodnotte stupném F!)
3.7 | Opravnénost a vhodnost pfiloh s ohledem na logiku vykladu a A
pouzitou argumentaci
3.8 | Graficka uprava textu A
A - vytecné (vynikajici vykon pouze s drobnymi chybami), B — velmi dobfe (nadprimérny vykon av$ak s ur€itymi chybami), C

— dobre (celkové dobry vykon s fadou vyraznych chyb), D — uspokojivé (pfijatelny vykon, ale se znacnymi nedostatky), E —
dostate¢né (vykon splfiuje minimalni pozadavky), F — nedostate¢né, neprospél

KOMENTAR (v piipadé hodnoceni E a F musi autor posudku slovné formulovat hlavni vytky pro jednotlivé podbody; max. 2000 znak)

4. SHRNUJiICi KOMENTAR HODNOTITELE
(celkovy dojem z vysledné prace, jeji silné a slabé stranky, pdvodnost tématu a myslenek
apod.; max. 1500 znaku)

Filip Horak's work does not simply fulfill, but exceeds the standard expectations
set for a Master's thesis. While reading the thesis (exploring the subfield of
political axiology which has been a special focus of my own work for years) | kept
saying to myself that the Author's analyses might benefit (or even would go in
somewhat different difection) if he has read this or that more recent publication,
the overall impression of the reader of Filip's work is that this is political philosophy
at its best. It is so, because while seemingly discussing the classics of the 20th
Century philosophy, ideas that are hardly new, decades after their publication,
Filip shows how the analysis of political concepts and ideologies helps us to
understand and to come to terms with the current political developments.
Worrying as the apparent disintegration of the ideological core of democracy we
are now witnessing even in the oldest modern democracies of the UK and the US
is, in the light of Filip's highly intelligent exploration of the subject matter we can
conclude that there is nothing new under the Sun here. Politics - to the extent it is
not solely a naked power-struggle - is guided by human values (such as dignity,
freedom, equality, solidarity, etc.) and these are all "essentially contested
concepts”, hence of their very nature they are bound to generate from time to time
a collapse of the axiological consensus, until it will be replaced by a new
concensus around somewhat different interpretation of the same core axiological
concepts (and around their different configuration).

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

5.1

How the conclusions/findings of this thesis might help us to understand the
current apparent collapse of the consensus in the USA regarding the
axiological core of democracy




5.2 | Do you see the late 20th C. contributions (such as Rawls' or Nozick's) to
'political axiology' in general, and to the debate about the axiological
foundations of democracy in particular, as continous with the contributions of
Strauss, Schmitt or Arendt or are we dealing here with competing proposals

5.3 |How might the unavoidable long-term ‘globalisation’ of political theory (due to
the growing importance of the Asian polirical superpowers, which include India
as the world's largest democracy) might influence the discussion of the
axiologically-charged issues like the ones explored in your work

6. NAVRHOVANA ZNAMKA
vyberte znamku ze seznamu:

Diplomovou praci k obhajobé doporucéuiji.

Navrhované hodnoceni: A - vyteéné
Komentar k nejednoznac¢nému hodnoceni:

ZDUVODNENI V PRIPADE NEDOPORUCENI (max. 700 znakd):

Datum: 9.6.2020 Podpis:




