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Nazev BP: Konstruovani ideje lidu a naroda PiS: proména narativu strany v prabéhu jeji
existence a cesty k moci.

%k %k

vs v

0) Spliuje BP elementarni formalni kritéria? Pokud zjevné nespliiuje, dalsi ¢asti posudku
netieba vypliiovat, hodnotte celkové F.

Odpovida rozsah prace pozadavkim (min 30 NS vé. tabulek, ANO
poznamek, bez pfiloh)?

Nalezli jste v praci plagiatorstvi? NE

Vyskytuje se jiny zasadni formalni problém branici obhajobé ANO
(prarezové nesrozumitelny jazyk, chybéjici kapitola, vétsi kus
necitelného text/ necitelna klicova grafika apod.)?

Pokud jste vyse indikovali problémy, struéné sumarizujte jejich rozsah/zavaznost (explicitné
napiste, zda identifikované problémy brani obhajobé):

Text:

1) Hodnoceni formalni stranky prace (vyberte z nabizenych hodnoceni)
10=A/excelentni, 5 = E/F na hrané pfijatelné Urovné, <4 mimoradné Spatné provedeni

Strukturace prace do navazujicich logickych celkd s ohledem na 9

definovany cil (vyzkumnou otazku) prace

Jazykova a stylisticka Uroven prace 9

Zpracovani bibliografie, dodrZeni cita¢ni normy a Uroven odkazovani A

v textu

Uroven zpracovani tabulek, grafi, map a jinych grafickych prvkd Zvolte polozku.

(pfejmuti grafiky je pfijatelné, krom map by vSak mélo vést ke
snizenému hodnoceni):

Vhodnost a zpracovani priloh (jsou-li jaké): Zvolte polozku.

Celkové hodnoceni formalni stranky prace: 0-10 A
(Neni-li rovno prtiiméru hodnot vyse, niZe strucné uvedte, ktera
polozka a pro¢ hraje dominantni roli

V pfipadé hodnoceni dil¢i ¢asti hodnotou 10, ¢i naopak 5 a méné vidy strucné zdGivodnéte (ostatni
dobrovolné).



Textové hodnoceni:

2) Hodnoceni odborného charakteru prace (pripadné nizké hodnoceni u prvni otazky zfejmé
vyrazné ovlivni celkové hodnoceni)

Prace ma jasné stanoveny oborové relevantni cil a vyzkumnou 9
otazku a jasné na tyto odpovida
Prace explicitné formuluje vyzkumny design/metodologii + tyto 9

nasledné systematicky aplikuje

Lze vyuzité metody (¢i obecny postup) a jejich aplikaci autorem/kou | 9
povazZovat ze optimalni pro feSeni vyzkumné otazky?

Kvalita, relativni Uplnost vyuZité literatury (zdrojli) a schopnostsni | 8
pracovat kriticky

Schopnost zasadit praci a jeji vysledky do existujici literatury 8
(pFipadné aktualnich politickych debat)

Argumentacni hloubka a presvédcivost zavéru 8
Celkové hodnoceni obsahové trovné: 0-10 B

(Neni-li rovno priméru hodnot vyse, nize struéné uvedte, ktera
polozka a proc¢ hraje dominantni roli).

vs vz

V pfipadé hodnoceni diléi éasti hodnotou 10, ¢i naopak 5 a méné struéné zdlivodnéte (ostatni
dobrovolné).

Textové hodnoceni:

3) Shrnujici komentaF a hodnoceni (POVINNE!), celkovy dojem z prace s vyzdvihnutim silnych a
slabych stranek prace a jejich relativniho poméru. Zejména v pfipadé hodnoceni A ¢i E/F
jasné odlivodnéte Vase hodnoceni.

Jan Honék appears to be doing two things in his impressive thesis. His primary goal is to document and analyse
the evolution of PiS’s political narrative, with considerable shifts of ideological focus taking place over the
party’s four formative periods. | have little quarel with Jan‘s execution of this aspect of his project, since his
qualitative methodology of case study of PiS as an identity-making project focused on the analysis of the party’s
programmes and programmatic statements is used effectively and does not lead the author to any controversial
conclusions. However, Jan does not shy away from a more challenging secondary aim of the thesis which is to
make sense of the overal political orienation of PiS. | like his acknowledgement on page 47 that ,,Konstrukce
spole¢nosti podle strany je zaloZzena na nékolika bodech, které dohromady utvari pomérné neprostupny
ideologicky celek.”, since there is, indeed, something confusing not only about the changes over time in PiS’s
programmes but also about the coherence of various ideological elements of the programme held at any one
time (visible, for example, in PiS’s icoherent foreign policy which, on the one hand, was meant ,,to make Poland
great again”, while resulting in a total isolation, turning even V-4 countries, on occasion even Hungarians,
against Poland). | am not sure whether categorising PiS overal orientation as , nativist populism” helps me to
understand the dynamic of PiS’s development or, more importantly, its electoral success. Not that Jan fails to
provide convicing arguments for characterisation of PiS as a populist or nativist party: he does provide such
arguments, but I’'m not such conceptual framework captures exhaustively what is central to PiS as a political
phenomenon. | am familiar with convincing Polish analyses of PiS as containing fascist elements (see Stawomir
Sierakowski’s Introduction to Jason Stanley’s Polish translation of ,,How Fascism Works“). The style of J.
Kaczynski’s leadership has also been analysed by Polish authors (e.g., Cezary Michalski) as ,,Bolshevik”, and with
good reason, | believe. What these two characterisations have in common is that they acknowledge that while
PiS at every stage of its evolution is broadly , illiberal” but focusing on ,,the mass” (,,populus”, if you like, but not
necessarily ,,nation”), it may well be understood best as a manifestation of a huge ego of a politically talented



individual (J. Kaczynski), akin to the Trump movement, that is ultimately void of any fundamental ideological
commitments, treating all element of the programme (the alliance with the Catholic church, for sure) purely
instrumentally. This line of interpretation of PiS’s as a party that has little to do with genuine political
Conservatism (neither fascist, nor bolshevism are Conservative ideologies) gains credibility in the light of the
departure of a part of its electorate which was never attracted by PiS with its ,nativist narrative of the nation”
(so here | disagree with Jan’s diagnosis of PiS’s electoral success) but with almost socialist redistributive social
policies which had no ideological justification of any kind, leftist or rightist. This leaves me with two questions
for Jan to be addressed at the defence: (i) What to make of party programmes as the basis of the analysis of
one’s views of the party’s ideological orientation, if it may turn out to be a smoke-screen for what really
motivates the party? (NB. one cannot understand the nature of the success of the Bharatiya Janata Party of
Prime Minister Modi of India by analysing the party’s political programme); (ii) Has there really been written so

little in Polish on this matter in the last 8 years: only Dziubka and Dudek (neither of them a political theorist!),
and some articles in newspapers?

4) Nepovinné, v pfipadé nejasnosti uvedte otazku/y, ke kterym by se mél autor prace
vyjadFit v prabéhu obhajoby:

Otazky/nejasnosti:

Celkové hodnoceni:

Praci k obhajobé Doporucuiji

V pfipadé nedoporuceni prosim vidy strucné uvedte hlavni divody nedoporuceni

Dlivody v bodech:

Navrhuji hodnotit: B

Ve vyjimecném ptipadé nejednoznacnosti hodnoceni stru¢né uvedte hlavni bod, ktery podmiriuje
lepsi/horsi hodnoceni (max 600 znakd) Kliknéte nebo klepnéte sem a zadejte text.
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