CHARLES UNIVERSITY
Faculty of Social Sciences
Institute of Communication Studies and Journalism

MA THESIS REVIEW

NOTE: Only the grey fields should be filled out! 

Review type (choose one):  
[bookmark: Zaškrtávací31][bookmark: Zaškrtávací8]Review by thesis supervisor |_|  	Review by opponent  |_|

Thesis author:
[bookmark: Text24]Surname and given name:      
[bookmark: Text51]Thesis title:      
Reviewer:
[bookmark: Text25]Surname and given name:      
[bookmark: Text26]Affiliation:      

1. RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN RESEARCH PROPOSAL AND THESIS (mark one box for each row)
	
	
	Conforms to approved research proposal
	Changes are well explained and appropriate
	Changes are explained but are inappropriate
	Changes are not explained and are inappropriate
	Does not conform to approved research proposal

	1.1
	Research objective(s)
	[bookmark: Zaškrtávací9]|_|
	[bookmark: Zaškrtávací10]|_|
	[bookmark: Zaškrtávací11]|_|
	[bookmark: Zaškrtávací12]|_|
	[bookmark: Zaškrtávací13]|_|

	1.2
	Methodology
	[bookmark: Zaškrtávací14]|_|
	[bookmark: Zaškrtávací15]|_|
	[bookmark: Zaškrtávací16]|_|
	[bookmark: Zaškrtávací17]|_|
	[bookmark: Zaškrtávací18]|_|

	1.3
	Thesis structure
	[bookmark: Zaškrtávací19]|_|
	[bookmark: Zaškrtávací20]|_|
	[bookmark: Zaškrtávací21]|_|
	[bookmark: Zaškrtávací22]|_|
	[bookmark: Zaškrtávací23]|_|



	[bookmark: Text21][bookmark: Text27]COMMENTARY (description of the relationship between the research proposal and the thesis. If there are problems, please be specific):      




2. EVALUATION OF THE THESIS CONTENT
[bookmark: _Hlk502653714]Use letters A – B – C – D – E – F (A=best, F= failed)
	
	
	Grade

	2.1
	Quality and appropriateness of the theoretical framework
	[bookmark: Text28]     

	2.2
	Ability to critically evaluate and apply the literature
	[bookmark: Text29]     

	2.3
	Quality and soundness of the empirical research
	[bookmark: Text30]     

	2.4
	Ability to select the appropriate methods and to use them correctly
	[bookmark: Text31]     

	2.5
	Quality of the conclusion
	[bookmark: Text32]     

	2.6
	Thesis originality and its contribution to academic knowledge production
	[bookmark: Text33]     



	[bookmark: Text34]COMMENTARY (description of thesis content and the main problems):     




3. EVALUATION OF THE THESIS FORM
Use letters A – B – C – D – E – F (A=best, F= failed)
	
	
	Grade

	3.1
	Quality of the structure 
	[bookmark: Text35]     

	3.2
	Quality of the argumentation
	[bookmark: Text36]     

	3.3
	Appropriate use of academic terminology
	[bookmark: Text37]     

	3.4
	Quality, quantity and appropriateness of the citations (both in the theory part and in the empirical part)
	[bookmark: Text38]     

	3.5
	Conformity to quotation standards (*) 
	[bookmark: Text39]     

	3.6
	Use of an academic writing style, and correct use of language (both grammar and spelling)
	[bookmark: Text40]     

	3.6
	Quality of the textual lay-outing and appendices
	[bookmark: Text41]     


(*) in case the text contains quotations without references, the grade is F; in case the text contains plagiarised parts, do not recommend the thesis for defence and suggest disciplinary action against the author instead.

	COMMENTARY (description of thesis form and the main problems):
[bookmark: Text42]     



4. OVERAL EVALUATION (provide a summarizing list of the thesis’s strengths and weaknesses):
	[bookmark: Text43]     



5. QUESTIONS OR TOPICS TO BE DISCUSSED DURING THE THESIS DEFENSE:
	5.1
	[bookmark: Text44]     

	5.2
	[bookmark: Text45]     

	5.3
	[bookmark: Text46]     

	5.4
	[bookmark: Text47]     



6. ANTIPLAGIARISM CHECK

[bookmark: Zaškrtávací24]|_| The reviewer is familiar with the thesis‘ score in plagiarism analysis in SIS. 

If the score is above 5%, please evaluate and indicate problems:
	6.1
	[bookmark: Text48]     




7. SUGGESTED GRADE OF THE THESIS AS A WHOLE (choose one or two) 
[bookmark: _Hlk502654424][bookmark: Zaškrtávací25]A 		|_|    
[bookmark: Zaškrtávací26]B 		|_|     
[bookmark: Zaškrtávací27]C 		|_|     
[bookmark: Zaškrtávací28]D 		|_|     
[bookmark: Zaškrtávací29]E 		|_|      
[bookmark: Zaškrtávací30]F  		|_|		 

If the mark is an “F”, please provide your reasons for not recommending the thesis for defence:
	[bookmark: Text49]     



[bookmark: Text50]Date:                                                                    Signature: ………………………………..


A finalised review should be printed, signed and submitted in two copies to the secretary of the Department of Media Studies. The electronic version of the review should be converted into a PDF and uploaded to SIS, or sent to the Department of Media Studies secretary who will upload it to SIS on the reviewer’s behalf. 

Do not upload PDFs with a scanned signature, the review uploaded to SIS must be without signature.   

