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

The thesis compares what instruments China and Russia use to influence developments in Serbia. It asks, to what
extent the difference in objectives of the individual external actors shape the tools they use. The objective is
clearly defined and very well linked to the general academic debate.

2. VECNE ZPRACOVANI (naroGnost, tvaréi piistup, argumentace, logicka struktura, teoretické a
metodologické ukotveni, prace s prameny a literaturou, vhodnost ptiloh apod.):

This is a very good thesis, which asks a relevant question that clearly builds on existing academic debates. It is
structured in a logical way, is well defined methodologically and works with relevant sources. At the same time,
it is a bit too broad and ambitious. The topic of external influence is very broad and the research question, even if
much narrower than originally designed, would probably require more extensive research leading to a book. The
result is that the thesis works with a large amount of information, but the impression is that it remains on the
surface of the problem. It mostly relies on secondary sources for empirics (although there are primary sources
used, which are highly relevant). Overall, the author covers all the aspects of the matter, but the conclusion relies
on sweeping generalisations.

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

The thesis is written in a readable language, even if some parts are rather long and the author tends to include too
many “introductions” throughout the text. At the same time, reader knows all the time what s/he reads and why,
which is positive. Formally, there are no problems with the paper.

4. KONTROLA ORIGINALITY TEXTU

Prohlasuji, Ze jsem se seznamil/a s vysledkem kontroly originality textu zavére¢né prace v systému:
[ ]Theses [ X]Turnitin [ ] Ouriginal (Urkund)
Komentat k vysledku kontroly:

No problems. This is original work.

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

The overall impression is very good. The thesis is structured in a very transparent and logical way. It links to the
relevant academic discussions very well too. The main weakness is the rather shallow analysis of many aspects
that provide a good overview of the analysed activities on one hand, but do not allow for deeper and more robust
conclusions. The objective has been achieved, however.

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

The cooperation was very intensive. The author was able to reflect on my comments. He managed to narrow
down the research significantly, even if may have been better to restrict the scope even more.




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

e  Which of the instruments do you see as the most important when it comes to Russian and Chinese
influence in the Western Balkans and why?

e  Has the Russian invasion in Ukraine changed the context of external actors’ influence in Western
Balkans?

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

I recommend the thesis for defence and propose a grade B.

Datum: 14.5.2024 Podpis:

Pozn.: Hodnoceni piste k jednotlivym bodim, pokud nepiSete v textovém editoru, pouZijte pii nedostatku mista zadni stranu
nebo pfilozeny list. V hodnoceni prace se pokuste oddélit ty jeji nedostatky, které jsou, podle vaseho minéni, obhajobou
neodstranitelné (napf. chybi kritické zhodnoceni prameni a literatury), od téch véci, které student miize dobrou obhajobou
napravit; pomér téchto dvou polozek berte prosim v uvahu pfi stanoveni kone¢né znamky.



