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1) Content: Problem statement, method and theory: 
a) Is the topic of the thesis clearly presented and motivated? 
Yes, the discussed and researched issue is clearly stated in the introduction.

b) Are the aims and objectives of the thesis clearly identified and explained? 
The objectives of the thesis are presented in very comprehensive way.

c) Is there a well formulated problem statement and is it of sufficient complexity for an MA level? Briefly explain? 
Problem statement – both in scientific and politic sense as well – is very well discussed, despite the fact, that it is not easy task (problem itself is very complex and there is rising body of literature on this topic)

d) Has the student convincingly explained the relevance of the research?
The student does not set small goals – and I like it! His goal is to relate the current EU policy towards Roma integration with bottom-up inspired approach.

e) Has a suitable methodology and theoretical frame been taken to solve the stated problems? 
I really appreciate the extremely precise approach of Tomas, which could serve as a model for other MA or PhD students. His theoretical framework is based on extensive literature review in which he tried combine different perspectives (micro-macro, structural and critical etc.) and then he managed organize all important findings in a synoptic table. 


f) In case where empirical research has been conducted: is there a suitable research design and has the research been conducted adequately?
Single case study is well designed for the chosen purpose and it was adequately designed, which is more admirable in terms of obstacles through coronavirus measurements. In terms of working with triangulation, I only miss the application of data triangulation – document analysis (for example materials or documents of analysed NGO)

g) Does the conclusion provide convincing answers/proof to the initial questions/hypotheses?
The research questions are very well constructed and also closed with carefully explanation and – as it in good qualitative research should be – a final hypothesis is designed and proposed for a discussion.

h) Does the research constitute a contribution to knowledge in this field or domain?
I suppose, yes.

2) Structure: 
a) Is the thesis coherently structured in chapters and sections? 
Definitely.

b) Are concepts clearly introduced and explained, and critically and consistently applied? 
Concepts which students is working with, are throughout well described and applied.

3) Sources (primary and secondary): 
a) Has (enough) relevant (primary and secondary) literature been adequately interpreted and integrated into the thesis? 
Yes and I really appreciate the variety of sources and mainly their topicality.

b) Is the bibliography/list of references complete and accurate? 
Yes, it is.

4) Stylistics: 
a) Is the use of language (English) acceptable and of the required standard (i.e. no spelling mistakes and typos, range of vocabulary, grammar)? 
To the extent that I am, as a non-English native, able to judge, yes. I am glad that Tomas changed his large paragraphs into shorter parts, which allows more easy reading.

b) Are references in the text given in a coherent and consistent manner (either intext
or as footnotes)? 
Yes, tey are.

5) Format: 
a) How is the thesis presented (i.e. consistency in lay-out, choice of fonts, headings, tables and graphs)? 
This formal aspect of the thesis is handled without mistakes.

b) Does the thesis contain all required elements (title page, declaration, table of contents, bibliography, etc.)
Yes.

6) Quality of writing process: 
a) To what degree has the student been able to work independently? 
Tomas was able to work independently in all steps within our collaboration.

b) Have recommended revisions been executed to a satisfying degree? 
Definitely, they have been. 

c) Any other relevant comments (e.g on planning and commitment of the student). 


7) Possible questions for thesis defence (only if this thesis is to be defended
Orally): 
I am wondering how it would be possible relate or connect the researched topic of NGO based assistance to the Roma children education with the issue of mainstream school enrolment. In other words, how Tomas think this two worlds (beside their own households) interfere together? Are they both operated in similar way, or is the work of NGO an alternative place – safe space without discrimination? Is the declared success of Foundation Charis achieved through collaboration of institutional actors or despite them? I think those questions are inevitable in frame of chosen methodology of bottom-up approach, where local circumstances could play a huge role for different factors analysis of a successful integration.
And probably another question - I am thinking about the chosen example of good practice – is not the long-term funding or trust building rather an assumption of integration than the result? 



(National) Grade: A

Suggestion for corresponding converted grade 
according to the other university’s (national) grading scheme: 5.0
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