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	Assessment criteria
	Points (0 – 10)

	1
	Thesis Topic Difficulty
	9

	2
	Meeting Thesis Objectives
	   6  

	3
	Theoretical Background
	   6  

	4
	Practical Application (Analysis)
	   5  

	5
	Practical Application (Solution)
	   5  

	6
	   Formal Level
	   6  

	
	TOTAL POINTS

(0 – 60)
	   37  


Definition of assessment criteria:

	POINTS
	VERBAL DESCRIPTION

	0 points
	unsatisfactory

corresponds to an “F” on the ECTS grading scale

	1 – 2 points
	sufficient - meeting basic requirements only

corresponds to an “E” on the ECTS grading scale

	3 – 4 points
	satisfactory - with significant but not crucial insufficiencies

corresponds to a “D” on the ECTS grading scale

	5 – 6 points
	good - insufficiencies do not substantially affect the entire work, especially the results

corresponds to a “C” on the ECTS grading scale

	7 – 8 points
	very good - fulfilled without reserve

corresponds to a “B” on the ECTS grading scale

	9 – 10 points
	excellent - outstanding performance

corresponds to an “A” on the ECTS grading scale


Comments:

	The topic is interesting and in relation to the given degree course. It is difficult, because it is very demanding on theoretical and especially practical information sources and knowledge. 
I miss some logical connections between chapters (e.g. some explanations why the chapter was included and what connections it has to the topic). Chapter 3 should have been shorter. I miss some comments about analyses used by a business plan setting in the theoretical part too. However, generally I consider the theoretical part quite good.
I would welcome more systematic approach in the analytical part and the project one. The hypotheses 1 and 3 on page 47 aren’t formulated well. Additionally, I miss some comments if the hypotheses have been proven or rejected. The PEST analyses could have been more elaborated. I miss some evaluation of the competitors’ analysis and analyses generally. The objectives of the project and their objective measurable points aren’t declared well. The suggested strategy on page 80 is too general. The economic side of the project (calculations) isn’t elaborated enough. There aren’t solved for example copyrights (although there is a film club planned) or suppliers in the project part. The duration of activities is very optimistic. In sum, the business plan isn’t elaborated well.
Comments to the formal level:

· key words could have been chosen better,

· in the introduction, there should be clearly stated the aim of thesis and the importance of the topic (not only personal reasons for the choice of the topic),

· it is not suitable to give two headings just one below the other,

· at the end of lines, there shouldn’t be numbers and prepositions,
· there is a difference in the used marking of tables and figures and the used in the template,

· it is not suitable the title of the table or the figure was on another page than the table/figure itself,

· sometimes I miss a quotation,

· most of page 19 is blank,

· Fig. 7, p. 20, should have been in an appendix,

· sometimes there is a typing error or a missing gap in the text, 
· it is not common to use phrases as “I think”, “I recommend” etc. – the author should be “hidden” in scientific work,

· the table should not be divided on two pages,

· axes in graphs should be better described,

· Fig. 37 has 2 final nodes, which shouldn’t be.


Questions for the defence:

	1. How many people/seniors have to visit the venue so as the venue will be profitable?
2. Why are you sure that 500 000 CZK will be paid easily back in two years (p. 101)?

3. Will the chosen place need some reconstruction? If so, how many it will cost?

4. What laws and public notices are influencing the project? Why? Did you think about hygiene parameters which the project will have to fulfil?

5. What do you think about discrimination according the age? Couldn’t you have problems (from that point of view) with using two types of prices (see p. 103 – …Younger customers will pay at least 30 % more…)? 


The thesis meets the criteria for the defence of the MT.
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The thesis does not meet the criteria for the defence of the MT. (At least one criterion assessed by 0 points.)
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Zlín: 11th May 2012
                                                                                         MT Reviewer’s signature
Assessment instructions:

Criterion 1. Thesis Topic Difficulty (0 – 10 points)

This criterion assesses the originality of the topic, its relation to the given degree course, the complexity of the analyzed issue, the demand on theoretical and practical information sources, absence of usual solution, unavailability of solution for the conditions studied.
Criterion 2. Meeting the Thesis Objectives (0 – 10 points)

Criterion 2 assesses the fulfilment of thesis assignment based on defined objectives, which must be included in the introduction. The defined objective shall correspond to the required demand factor of the thesis.

Criterion 3. Theoretical Background (0 – 10 points)

This part assesses primarily the choice of theoretical disciplines and their possible application in the solution, share of knowledge gained during the study as well as study of special literature and other information resources. It also reviews the level of quotations. The theoretical background shall not include knowledge which is not used in the practical application. Extent of literature, its topicality, use of foreign literature and pivotal works, application in the thesis, discussion of alternative views, analysis of the quotations used, synthesis of theoretical knowledge and consequences for the work.  Literary review shall be duly processed both methodically and formally, including proper quotations and references to bibliography.

Criterion 4. Practical Application (Analysis) (0 – 10 points)

It assesses the level of topic analysis, the connection of analysis to the set aims, the use of theoretical knowledge for the problem analysis. This evaluation will take into account the difficulty of obtaining information, student’s approach and his/her ability to draw logical conclusions from the analysis as the standing point for resolving part. The Master’s thesis contains an accurate description of the methodology used, whereas this methodology is appropriate for meeting the objective. Discussion on the chosen methods and comparison with other approaches, the possibility to verify the methods outcomes, application accuracy of chosen methods, adequate sampling, treatment of errors and shortcomings of methods, comparison of findings using multiple methods, rationale for deviations.
Criterion 5. Practical Application (Solution) (0 – 10 points)
This criterion assesses the factual level of problem solving, achievement of set objectives, addressing the continuity of the resolving part with the analytical one. Further, the logical structure of problem solving or preconditions for its verification is evaluated. Criterion 5 is also aimed at the overall level of cohesion of the theoretical background and practical application, the accuracy of the conclusions derived, unambiguous wording, adequacy, generalization of findings, applicability of recommendations, reasons for suggestions and their impacts.

Criterion 6. Formal Level (0 – 10 points)

This part assesses the level of graphic design, grammatical level, chosen wording, and the overall level of expression. Further is evaluated the appropriate structure, logical sequence of text, correct terminology, definiteness and clarity of graphic layout, the language level.
