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6. Připomínky a otázky k obhajobě:  

You have chosen to explore an area that is both interesting and, especially in view of the current debate about school-leaving examinations in the Czech Republic and tuition fees both in this country and the UK, very topical. I enjoyed reading your thoughts about the topic.
The work is well structured and clear and covers a number of relevant areas. You have used a good range of sources, which are generally used appropriately and acknowledged in the correct manner, although there are a few points, such as in the top half of p. 12, where this does not appear to be the case. Most of them are electronic rather than print sources but they are from reputable sources and additionally, given the rapid changes that are currently taking place in this sphere, this seems unavoidable to me.
The language of your project is very readable and fully follows the conventions of the genre. There are a few errors, such as in the areas of article use and commas, but these do not detract from the reader’s ability to follow your discourse. There are also a few examples of clumsy phrasing – for example, ‘absolutely’ does not collocate with any of ‘(dis)satisfied’ or ‘(un)satisfactory’. But these are comparatively minor objections.

I would like you to be ready to discuss the specific questions that I raise below when we meet next week:

1. On p 7 you mention two functions of academic education as described by Green (1994). While I do not dispute either of these, I somehow miss a human dimension. Isn’t another function of university education to produce truly educated and rounded human beings (whatever that may mean)?

2. You mention the Bologna process at several points, such as on p. 10 and p. 34, and on the latter page you mention that difficulties still exist. How fully has it been implemented by the signatories? How truly transferable are credits nowadays?

3. When dealing with the pilot state ‘maturita’, you state on p. 19 that “4% of the tests were incorrectly evaluated”; I would love to know more about this. Just how was the evaluation incorrect?

4. I would be very interested to hear your personal opinion on the strengths and weaknesses of the ‘A’ Level system and both the old and new ‘maturita’. Which of them would you rather take as a student? Why?

5. You write about tuition fees in the Czech Republic but from a rather neutral point of view. What is your personal opinion about these?

I am looking forward to seeing you at the defence and hearing your thoughts on these matters.
Závěr:

Práce je doporučena k obhajobě.
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