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1. CiL PRACE (uved'te, do jaké miry byl napln&n) / AIM OF THE WORK (indicate to what degree it was
fulfilled);

Cilem price bylo poskytnout prehled migrace z Velké Britanie v d&jindch i v sou¢asné dobé a situace Briti v Ceské
republice. Cil price nebyl dostatetné naplnén.

The goal was to give an overview of emigration from Great Britain in history and at the current time and of the
situation of Britons in the Czech Republic. The goal was not adequately fulfilled.

2. OBSAHOVE ZPRACOVANI (néro¢nost, tviiréi pFistup, proporcionalita teoretické a vlastni price,
vhodnost priloh apod.) / TREATMENT OF THE CONTENT (exactingness, creative approach, proportion of
theoretical and individual work, appropriateness of the appendices, etc.):

Zpracovani obsahu bylo adegvédntné dikladné a jasné ale prace neni typicky rozdélana do dvou Césti (teoretickd a
vlastni). Celkové zistala prace v moZnostech popisného pristupu. Proto nezahrnula ani analytické argumenty ani

tvarci pristup. Studentka méla také vyuZit literaturu z oblasti teorie migrace, coZ v tomto piipadé neni. Jevi se, Ze
ackoliv studentka pridala pér priloh, ale nepiihlédla vaZné k tomu, jesth jsou skutecné vyznamné.

The content was treated adequately thoroughly and clearly, but the thesis is not not divided into two parts (theoretical
and practical application) as is usual. The thesis was generally limited to a descriptive approach. Therefore it lacked
any analytical argument or creative approach. The student should have used some literature from the field of

migration studies, which in this case are lacking, It appears that the student added the appendices without serious
regard for their appropriateness.

3. FORMALNI UPRAVA (jJazykovy projev, spravnost citace a odkazii na literaturu, graficka uprava,
pirehlednost ¢lenéni kapitol, kvalita tabulek, grafi a priloh apod.) / FORMAL TOUCHES (linguistic expression,

correctness of citations and references to publications, graphic layout, clarity of the chapter structure, quality of
tables, graphs, appendices etc.):

Pfehlednost ¢lenéni kapitol byla dostateéné dobrd, ale jazykovy projev byl skoro nepfijatelny. Bylo hodné
gramatickych a lexikélnich chyb, a nekteré chyby prekazily moZnost chdpdni. Nejslabsi strana je formit citace a
odkazii na literaturu, coZ bohuZel nevyhovovuje akademickym normém.

The structure of the chapters was adequate, but the level of English was almost unacceptable. There were a large

number of grammatical and lexical errors, some of which interfered with comprehension. The weakest aspect is the
format of the endnotes, which unfortunately does not meet academic standards.

4. STRUCNY KOMENTAR HODNOTITELE (celkovy dojem z diplomové préce, silné a slabé stranky,
originalita mySlenek apod.) / BRIEF COMMENTS BY THE EVALUATOR (overall impression of the diploma
thesis, strong and weak points, originality of thought etc.):

Celkov{ dojem je, Ze price je nedbald a rychle udélana.
The overall impression is that the work is sloppy and hastily done.

5. OTAZKY A PRIPOMINKY DOPORUCENE K BLIZSIMU VYSVETLENI PRI OBHAJOBE (jedna a%

tii) / QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS RECOMMENDED FOR DETAILED EXPLANATION DURING THE
DEFENSE (1 to 3):




6. NAVRHOVANA ZNAMKA (v§borné, velmi dobke, dob¥e, nevyhovil) /
RECOMMENDED MARK (excellent, very good, good, insufficient):

4 - nevyhovéla / insufficient
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