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	EVALUATION, PART 1: CONTENT OF THE THESIS

	To what extent is the thesis structure logical and coherent? Did the author answer research questions? What has been achieved in terms of its objectives?
	A

	How complex and how well applied is the methodology of the thesis?
	B

	What is the quality of the content of the thesis? Are there any factual mistakes? Are the facts and described relations interpreted correctly? Did the author use appropriate terminology?
	B

	How well – in terms of the depth and quality – did the author analyse the topic?
	A


Verbal assessment:
The theoretical part of the thesis is well elaborated and proves the authors orientation in the state of affairs in the topic-related academic field. The selection of the topic itself as well as the focus of the thesis is well justified and very relevant for development studies and/or practice, especially because of the topic´s omission in the mainstream development discourse. The structure of the thesis as well as the length and depth of the individual chapters is well balanced.  
As for the methodology of the research, it needs to be mentioned the following: 
Given the character both of the alternative to development approaches framework as well as the nature of the qualitative inquiry, I would refrain from the generalising conclusions stated at the beginning of the chapter III and/or beginning of the recommendation. Also and more importantly it would be important to rephrase the 3rd specific research question from “Does the perception about themselves and the community have changed somehow since they joined the project” to “How/in what way has the perception changed...”...and then based on the qualitative research it could only be learned what was the character of the processes and effects and how did they happen/in what way they have been influenced by spirituality, rather than stricto senso proving/disapproving whether they have been influenced or not. 
	EVALUATION, PART 2: LITERATURE AND SOURCES CITED IN THE THESIS

	To what extent does the author use suitable sources? Is the quantity of cited sources appropriate for a master thesis?
	B

	What is the quality of citations and references? Are the sources traceable?
	A


Verbal assessment:
The author of the thesis works with relevant resources that are in most of the cases cited in correct way. In the chapter “Spirituality and its absence in the development field” the author presents the work of Beek, 2000, i.e. pointing to the prevailing absence of the spirituality-related topics in the academic literature in the years 1982 – 1988.  She also reflects over the reasons why the academia lacks the entries on the studied topic. However, it is a pity that the author did not seek and compare the prevalence of the spiritually-related topics in the relevant/selected academic journals in the period following the Beeks research, in order to see if the trend continues and/or if the alternatives to development discourse get more space in the mainstream journals. Is the trend kept constant and/or is it changing (positively/negatively) in the recent years/or let’s say decade? Could you please comment on this point during the defence? 
	EVALUATION, PART 3: FORMAL REQUIREMENTS

	What is the stylistic and grammar level of the thesis? 
	A

	Is the format of the thesis in accordance with the usual standards of academic works? Does the graphic layout contribute positively to the quality of the thesis?
	B


Verbal assessment:
The stylistic and grammar level of the thesis is adequate (with respect to the general standards of the academic text), the text flows and it is easily comprehensible.  There are just couple of typos  and words that probably came from other than English language (e.g. p. 18 “tecnology”; p. 31 “ phenomen definide by scholars”; p. 69 “secundary”, etc.) occurring in the text. The layout of the figures and graphs is comprehensible (although the inserted visuals are sometimes a bit blurry as compared with the rest of the text). The pics./graphs/tables are placed correctly in the text respectively in the attachment helping the reader to understand the main body of text and thus represent the value added to the thesis. I would, however, recommend adding the note of the source of information under the graphs/tables produced by author of the thesis (i.e. source: author of the thesis). 
	POINTS FOR DISCUSSION DURING THE THESIS DEFENCE

	On p. 23 author of the thesis mentions that the sample could have been bigger (i.e. involving more participants as well as more organizations). How do we generally know in qualitative research how big the sample needs to be to keep in line with the quality indicators (i.e. how many participants to include)? 



	OVERALL EVALUATION OF THE THESIS

	Verbal assessment:
 Given the still pre-dominant modernity discourse in development and development studies, I would like to appreciate the author´s choice of topic for her thesis (i.e. the impact of spirituality in community development in modern and multicultural societies), shedding more light on the issues of spirituality (generally excluded in the scientific literature). She also manages to break into the prevailing biases and reductionist thinking about the spirituality in “modern” development (for example distinguishing between the spirituality and religion etc.) as well as explaining what´s the potential value added of the holistic (integrated) understanding of development. Before the defence, I propose to evaluate the thesis by the grade A. 

	Proposed grade:
	A


DATE: 9th May 2019


SIGNATURE: __________________
