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	Excellent
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	Satisfactory
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	Degree of achievement of the aim of the thesis
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	Original attitude to the topic processing
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	Adequacy of the methods used
	
☐	
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☐
	Depth of analysis (relative to topic)
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☐	
☒	
☐	
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	Logical structure of the thesis and scope
	
☐	
☒	
☐	
☐	
☐
	Working with Czech and foreign literature including citations
	
☒	
☐	
☐	
☐	
☐
	Formal arrangement of the thesis (text, charts, tables)
	
☐	
☐	
☒	
☐	
☐
	Language level
(style, grammar, terminology)
	
☒	
☐	
☐	
☐	
☐

Applicability of the Results of the Thesis
	
	High
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	Low
	Cannot be evaluated

	For theory
	
☐	
☐	
☒	
☐
	For practice
	
☐	
☐	
☐	
☒

Other Comments on the Thesis
In the first chapter author outlines theories and conception of regional development.  What is not really obvious from the text – how author understand concept of the region.  In some parts of theses author describes supranational organisations as (e.g. NAFTA, ASEAN, Mercosour etc.) and their regional policy concerning mostly of aggregate trade, custom policies; in other part of theses he made research in nine selected EU countries and explains regional policy in EU and as well within these countries. Sometimes author speaks about 9 EU micro regions.   In the methodology the concept of region from author’s point of view is missing. 
In my opinion the title of the theses is (Specific Tools of Regional Policy in Transforming Countries) does not fully correspond with content and research conducted by author. Among 9 EU countries are only 4 transforming countries, remaining are developed countries. Could author explain, what was the criterion for selecting sample of countries?  On the page 39 author states that the MDSD method was used – what is the differing variable which could the research effect on? On page 41 author states “…that because issue of inadequacy of data for some countries made quite difficult for correlation and efficient comparative analysis hence the sample size of 28 regions was trickled down to 9 regions for better analysis”.
Author made quite comprehensive correlation analysis for each particular country and describe the relationship between variables. However, the conclusions and recommendations that should follow from the analysis are limited only to general statements (chapter 5).  In my opinion author partially answered to the research questions given in theses. 
I appreciate the numerous sources of references which author used in the theses.
Some formal comments:
 - the whole work would require a formal revision (uppercase letters are in the middle of sentences, while some names are not uppercase), 
- some abbreviations are not in the list of abbreviations (e.g. CGE based research, RTA).
Questions and Suggestions for Defence
Please answer comments mentioned above (how author understand concept of region; criterion for selecting sample of countries).
Are regional problems – expressed by chosen variables different in transition countries than developed countries? Does the author see any fundamental problem in regional disparities in one of executed countries? 
Final Evaluation
I recommend the thesis for the defence.
I propose to grade this Master's Thesis as follows: C
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