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Akademicky senat Fakulty socialnich studii Masarykovy univerzity
Zapis z 247. zasedani 4. 11. 2024

Pritomni (v abecednim poradi):

Jergus Dovala

Mgr. Katefina Fridrichové, Ph.D.
Emma Koneéné

prof. PhDr. Petr Macek, CSc.
Bc. Jan Mi¢ek

Mgr. Jitka Navratilova, Ph.D.
Magr. Vojtéch Pelikan, Ph.D.

Vit Polak

Mgr. Tomas VojtisSek

Omluveni:
e PhDr. Pavel Horak, Ph.D.
e Irena KaSparova, M.A., Ph.D.

Hosté:

prof. PhDr. Stanislav Balik, Ph.D.

Magr. et Mgr. Petra Mlejnkova, Ph.D.

Bc. Jan Prochazka

prof. Mgr. Toméas Rihagek, Ph.D.

prof. PhDr. David Smahel, Ph.D.

Mgr. et Mgr. Veronika Veli¢ka Zapletalova, Ph.D.
Bc. Lubomira Zavodska

Program jednani:

1) Zahajeni

2) Zamér dékana jmenovat prodékana na obdobi 2024-2027
3) Souhlas s novymi ¢leny Disciplinarni komise FSS MU

4) Rdzné

Program byl jednomysiné odsouhlasen pfitomnymi ¢leny AS FSS MU.

Masarykova univerzita, Fakulta socialnich studii, Akademicky senat

Jostova 218/10, 602 00 Brno, Ceska republika
E: senat@fss.muni.cz, www.fss.muni.cz
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1) Zahajeni

VojtiSek: Privital vSechny pfitomné a zahajil zasedani. Pfedal omluvu dvou ¢lenl z jednani
(I. KaSparova, P. Horak).

Dale informoval o odstoupeni ¢lena SKAS FSS MU O. Zbejvala a povolani nahradnika,
Bc. Jana Mi¢ka. Novému €lenu senéatu popral hodné zdaru.

K navrzenému programu nebyly vzneseny pfipominky a byl jednomysiné schvalen pfitomnymi
Cleny senatu.

2) Zameér dékana jmenovat prodékana na obdobi 2024-2027

Balik: Podékoval za moznost projednat dva body. Uvedl, ze v zafi z osobnich ddvodu
rezignoval na funkci prodékana pro vyzkum a doktorské studium prof. Vit HlouSek. Zamérem
dékana je jmenovat do funkce na jednani pfitomného prof. Tomase Rihagka. Prozatim jej
poveéfil funkci, se jmenovanim pockal do jednani senatu.

Dékan pfipomnél, Ze senat jmenovani prodékanl projednava, nevyslovuje souhlas jako u &len(
védecké rady. Ocenil pfitomnost prof. Rihacka, tedy i moznost zodpovédét pfipadné dotazy.
(napf. prodékan a garant studijniho programu). Nového prodékana vybiral tak, aby k tomuto
nedochazelo, naopak aby byly role oddéleny.

VojtisSek: Otevrel rozpravu. Na tUvod sdélil, Ze akademickému senatu jako zpravodajec sam tyto
novinky pfedal. Z pozice senatu je v8e v pofadku. Pokud by ¢lenové senatu nesouhlasili
s povérenim vykonem funkce, byl pfipraven svolat mimofadné jednani senatu, aby vykonu
funkce prodékana predchézelo projednéni senatem, tak jak je to v zakoné. Pfipomnél, Ze senét
ma moznost reagovat na déni tykajici se fakulty.

Balik: Doplnil: pokud by povéreni trvalo nékolik mésicud, povazoval by to za obchazeni senatu.
Prof. Rihadka vSak povéfil vykonem funkce do nejbliz&iho jednani senatu, coz povazuje
za bézny krok, ktery se na univerzité v téchto pfipadech déje.

Fridrichova: Nahlédla do Jednaciho fadu AS FSS MU a I|hdta je 30 dni od oznameni dékana
0 zaméru. Procesné je dle ni tedy vSe v poradku.

VojtiSek: Rozumi tomu tak, ze 30 dni je lhata senatu k vyjadieni se k zaméru jmenovat
prodékana. Institut povéfeni vykonem funkce zakon ani statut nezna. Ma za to, ze by senat mél
postupovat efektivné, nema v umyslu véc komplikovat.

Pelikan: Uvedl, Ze je rad, Ze pfedseda senatu je ¢lovék, ktery ma cit pro procesni stranku véci.
Nevidi do davodu, pro¢ prof. Hlou$ek odstoupil z funkce prodékana, ale stalo se to nedlouho

po jednani senatu, coz mohlo vyvolat debatu.

Vojtisek: Dotazal se, zda jsou otazky na prof. Rihacka?
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Macek: Sdélil, Ze uvita, pokud bude mit psychologie zastoupeni ve vedeni fakulty.

Polak: Pfipomnél snahu vyhnout se soub&hu funkci. Dotazal se, zda ma prof. Rihagek
predstavu, kolik prace a ¢asu navic pro néj nova funkce bude znamenat? Pfemyslel o tom tak,
aby nové funkci vénoval potfebny ¢as?

Rihacek: Odvétil, ze zatim praci spojené s funkci prodékana vénuje veskery ¢as. Samozrejmé
nemuze trpét ani vyuka, ani vyzkum. Je pfipraven vénovat funkci ¢as nad ramec bézné pracovni
doby.

Dovala: Nema k zaméru pfipominku. Dotazal se, s &im prof. Rihaéek do funkce jde, co je pro
néj dilezité?

Rihacek: Polem ptisobnosti je véda a doktorské studium. Nadrtl: v doktorském studiu se zaméfi
na prostor pro sdileni zkuSenosti s dobrou praxi. Dllezitym tématem je pro néj také jak vybirat
vhodné kandidaty, jak je podporovat, aby koncili studium v fadné dobé a uspésné. Chce vytvorit
prostor pro neformalni setkavani. Bude usilovat o sjednocovani pozadavku a standardizaci,
podporeni védcl a védkyn v Zadostech o prestizni granty. To je jedna z priorit.

VoijtiSek: Do diskuze se nikdo dalsi nepfihlasil, zahajil proto hlasovani.

Usneseni: AS FSS MU projednal a podporil zamér dékana FSS MU jmenovat prof. Mgr.
Tomase Rihacka, Ph.D., prodékanem pro vyzkum a doktorské studium, a to na funkéni
obdobi 4. 11. 2024 - 31. 8. 2027.

(9 pro, 0 proti, 0 se zdrzeli)
3) Souhlas s novymi €leny Disciplinarni komise FSS MU

Balik: Pokud by existovala statistika, souslovi disciplinarni komise je podle néj v zapisech
z jednani senéatu zfejmé nejCastéji pouzivané. Pfemysli o tom, jestli to procesné nezafidit néjak
jinak, aby akademicky senat nemusel stale schvalovat nové €leny disciplinarni komise.
PokraCoval: nyni kon¢i mandat tfem akademickym ¢&lendm komise. Tito ¢lenové ztélesriuji
institucionalni pamét disciplinarni komise, jsou schopni porovnat préaci i v pfedchozich letech.
VSichni tfi jsou ochotni v praci pokracovat, i kdyz neni jednoduché. Agenda disciplinarni komise
nardstd — mnozi se pfipady zneuziti Al, projednévalo se vétSi mnozstvi neplaticl poplatkd
za studium. Za posledni dva roky mame pomeérné obsahlou slozku pfipadd.

Pozadal o souhlas se jmenovanim ¢lenl od 28. 11. 2024 do 27. 11. 2026. Studentsti ¢lenové
komise by aktualné neméli kongit studium. Je samoziejmé otazka, zda jej neukonéi dfive.

VojtiSek: Otevrel rozpravu. Sam nevidi dlvod nepodpofit jmenovani ¢lenl. Konzistence

v rozhodovani je dllezita.
Do diskuze se nikdo nepfihlasil, zahajil tedy hlasovani.
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Usneseni: AS FSS MU souhlasi, aby dékan FSS MU jmenoval nasledujici osoby ¢leny
Disciplinarni komise FSS MU: Mgr. Jifi Baros, Ph.D.; doc. Mgr. Vratislav Havlik, Ph.D.;
doc. PhDr. lva Smidova, Ph.D.

(9 pro, 0 proti, 0 se zdrzeli)

4) Rzné

a) Jednani senatu v online prostredi
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VoijtiSek: Uved|, Ze dne 4.11.2024 se bude projednavat moznost virtualniho jednani
senétu Filozofické fakulty MU. Zatim totiZz neni Uplné jasné, jak se setkavat v hybridnim
prostiedi. Pokud bude navrh schvalen, pfedlozil by jej také v senatu FSS. Bylo by to
vhodné tak, aby se senatofi mohli schazet v plném poctu.

Macek: Podotkl, ze také nevidi dlvod, pro¢ tento navrh neschvalit, hlasovani by se
mohlo uskuteénit pres IS.

Pelikan: V nedavné dobé Cetl text ,Kdy pfijde dal$i covid“. Je to podle néj otazka
pfipravenosti na nenadalé situace. Dotazal se, jak probihalo jednani v obdobi covidu?

Balik: Jednani senatu i védecké rady byla online, coz bylo umoznéno pfechodnym
opatfenim univerzity.

Navratilova: Jak hodnotite tuto zkuSenost?

Balik: Odpovédél, ze je vtomto sméru trochu opatrny. Jednd se samoziejmé
o zaleZitost senatu. S&m to neudéla v pfipadé védecké rady. | tam zaznély vyzvy, aby
se jednani uskutecfiovala hybridni formou. Osobni jednéani jsou ale podle né&j lepsi,
pfijemnéjsi, osobnéjsi... Rozumi tomu, Ze jsou situace, kdy nelze jinak (covid, povodné
apod.). Ale muze to byt i situace, kdy se nékterému z €lent nebo ¢lenek nechce pfijit do
mistnosti a ¢elit nékomu, koho nechce potkat.

Sam prosazoval, Zze se nebude nahrazovat fyzicka vyuka online vyukou. Nechce
zab&hnout do rezimu pohodinosti, kdy nékteré fakulty v CR jiz prednaseji plné online
a z budov je misto duchd.

Vedeni fakulty s tim umi pracovat rozumné — pfitomnost online je umoznéna, ale nikdo
toho nezneuziva.

VojtiSek: Filozoficka fakulta ma tfi vypsané duvody, kdy je distanéni pfitomnost
umoznéna: zahrani¢ni pobyt, zdravotni divody a zavazné dlvody, v posouzeni senatu.
To balancuje moznost nezneuzivani.

Konec¢na: Sdélila svlj osobni pfistup k hybridnosti: ¢ast pfipojena online je
znevyhodnéna, nema moznost instantni reakce. Pokud by vétsi ¢ast senatu neméla
moznost dorazit fyzicky, je online dobrou volbou.
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b)

Polak: Také je vtomto sméru opatrnéjSi. Zajimava je pro néj moznost vyjmenovani
davoda.

Balik: Pokud je napf. vyuCujici dlouhodobé mimo fakultu na zahrani¢nim pobytu,
nevyskytuje se na fakulté, nedyché s ni, je otadzka, jestli nepfedat mandat nékomu
dalSimu. Bude ale respektovat, jak se senat dohodne. Dékan se k tomuto navrhu
vyjadfuje, nebude nesouhlasit. Nicméné v institucich, na které ma jako dékan vliv,
hybridnost nepodporuje.

VoijtiSek: Podékoval za zpétnou vazbu.

Komunikace s Akademickym senatem Masarykovy univerzity

Prochazka: Predstavil se a uvedl, Ze zastupuje studenty FSS v AS MU. Je pro néj
ddlezité udrZzovat komunikaci mezi fakultou a univerzitou, bude se proto pravidelné
UcCastnit jednani AS FSS MU. Nabidl také moznost spoluprace senatu a ¢lendm vedeni.
Pokud bude zapotfebi komunikace ke strané studentd, je k dispozici. Oboustranna
komunikace bude podle néj prospésna pro vSechny.

Pelikan: Pochvalil tuto moznost a prostupnost mezi senaty. Zajistuje to vnitini kohezi.

Navratilova: Dotazala se, jaka je silna stranka Jana Prochazky, s ¢im se na néj mohou
senétofi obrétit?

Prochazka: Nejsilngjsi je v komunikaci, pfedevs§im mistni komunikaci. Ma zku$enosti
z mistni samospravy, rdznych jednani, také napf. mezi obci a krajem. Snazi se vzdy
0 dohodu prospésnou pro obé strany.

VoijtiSek: Podékoval za ucast a jednani. Pfipomnél planovany spole¢ny obéd a ukongil
zasedani.



Prijata usneseni:

2024-11-4/1

Usneseni: AS FSS MU projednal a podporil zamér dékana FSS MU jmenovat prof. Mgr.
Tomase Rihacka, Ph.D. prodékanem pro vyzkum a doktorské studium, a to na funkéni
obdobi 4.11.2024-31.8.2027.

(9 pro, 0 proti, 0 se zdrzeli)

2024-11-4/2

Usneseni: AS FSS MU souhlasi, aby dékan FSS MU jmenoval nasledujici osoby ¢leny
Disciplinarni komise FSS MU: Mgr. Jiri Baros, Ph.D.; doc. Mgr. Vratislav Havlik, Ph.D.;
doc. PhDr. Iva Smidova, Ph.D.

(9 pro, 0 proti, 0 se zdrzeli)

( Lok Db

Mgr(Tomas Vojtisek Magr. Jitka Navratilova, Ph.D. Jergu$ Dovala
predseda senéatu mistopfedsedkyné senatu mistopfedseda senéatu

Zapsala: Mgr. Jarmila Brhelova

6/11



Translated with www.DeepL.com/Translator (free version)

Academic Senate of the Faculty of Social Studies of Masaryk University
Minutes of the 247th meeting 4th November 2024

Present (in alphabetical order):

Jergus Dovala

Mgr. Katefina Fridrichové, Ph.D.
Emma Koneéné

prof. PhDr. Petr Macek, CSc.
Bc. Jan Micek

Mgr. Jitka Navratilova, Ph.D.
Mgr. Vojtéch Pelikan, Ph.D.

Vit Polak

Mgr. Tomas VojtisSek

Excused:
e PhDr. Pavel Horak, Ph.D.
e Irena KaSparova, M.A., Ph.D.

Guests:
e prof. PhDr. Stanislav Balik, Ph.D.
Magr. et Mgr. Petra Mlejnkova, Ph.D.
Bc. Jan Prochazka
prof. Mgr. Toméas Rihagek, Ph.D.
prof. PhDr. David Smahel, Ph.D.
Mgr. et Mgr. Veronika Veli¢ka Zapletalova, Ph.D.
Bc. Lubomira Zavodska

Agenda:

1) Opening

2) Dean's intention to appoint a Vice-Dean for the period 2024-2027

3) Approval of new members of the Disciplinary Committee of the FSS MU
4) Miscellaneous

The agenda was unanimously approved by the present members of the AS FSS MU.

1) Opening

VoijtiSek: He welcomed all present and opened the meeting. He handed over the excuses of
two members from the meeting (. Kadparova, P. Horak).

He also informed about the resignation of SKAS FSS MU member O. Zbejval and the call for a
substitute, Bc. Jan Micek. He wished the new member of the Senate good luck.

There were no comments on the proposed agenda and it was unanimously approved by the
Senate members present.

2) Dean's intention to appoint a Vice Dean for the period 2024-2027
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Pack: thanked the Dean for the opportunity to discuss two items. He stated that Prof. Vit
HlouSek had resigned as Vice-Dean for Research and Doctoral Studies in September for
personal reasons. It is the Dean's intention to appoint Prof. Toma$ Rihagek, present at the
meeting, to the position. For the time being, he has delegated the function to him, and he will
wait until the Senate meeting to make the appointment.

The Dean reminded that the Senate discusses the appointment of vice-deans, it does not give
its consent as in the case of members of the Scientific Board. He appreciated the presence of
Prof. Rihagek, and thus the opportunity to answer any questions.

He thanked Prof. P. Macek for his earlier remark concerning the inappropriateness of the
accumulation of functions (e.g. vice-dean and programme guarantor). He was selecting the new
Vice-Dean in such a way that this would not happen, but rather that the roles would be
separated.

VojtiSek: He opened the debate. He began by saying that he had given the Academic Senate
the news himself as rapporteur. From the Senate's position, everything is in order. If the
members of the Senate disagreed with the delegation of the function, he was ready to call an
extraordinary meeting of the Senate so that the performance of the function of the Vice-Dean
would be preceded by a discussion by the Senate, as it is in the law. He reminded the Senate
that it has the opportunity to respond to events concerning the faculty.

Balik: He added: if the assignment lasted several months, he would consider it circumventing
the Senate. However, he had delegated Prof. Rihacek to serve until the next Senate meeting,
which he considered to be a common step that happens at the University in these cases.

Fridrichova: She consulted the Rules of Procedure of the AS FSS MU and the deadline is 30
days from the Dean's notification of the intention. Procedurally, she believes everything is
therefore in order.

VojtiSek: She understands that 30 days is the deadline for the Senate to comment on the
intention to appoint a Vice Dean. The institution of a delegation of authority is not known in law
or statute. He feels that the Senate should proceed efficiently; he does not intend to complicate
the matter.

Pelikan: He said that he was glad that the President of the Senate was a person who had a feel
for the procedural side of things. He does not see the reasons why Prof. Hlou$ek resigned as
Vice Dean, but it happened not long after the Senate meeting, which could have sparked a
debate.

Vojtisek: He asked if there were any questions for Prof. Rihagek?

Macek: He said that he would welcome psychology to be represented in the faculty leadership.
Polak: Reminded of the effort to avoid overlapping functions. He asked if Prof. Rihagek had an
idea of how much extra work and time the new position would entail? Had he thought about it
in such a way that he would devote the necessary time to the new function?

Rihadek: He replied that for the time being he was devoting all his time to the work related to

the function of the Vice-Dean. Of course, neither teaching nor research can suffer. He is
prepared to devote time to the function beyond normal working hours.
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Dovala: He has no comment on the intention. He asked what Prof. Rihagek is going into the
position with, what is important to him?

Rihadek: The field of competence is science and doctoral studies. He outlined: in doctoral
studies he will focus on the space for sharing experiences with good practice. Another important
topic for him is how to select suitable candidates, how to support them to finish their studies in
due time and successfully. He wants to create a space for informal meetings. He will work to
standardize requirements and encourage male and female scientists to apply for prestigious
grants. This is one of the priorities.

VoijtiSek: No one else joined the discussion, so he opened the vote.

Resolution. Tomas Rihaéek, Ph.D., as Vice-Dean for Research and Doctoral Studies, for
the term of office 4 November 2024 - 31 August 2027.

(9 for, 0 against, 0 abstentions)
3) Consent to new members of the FSS MU Disciplinary Committee

Balik: If there were statistics, the phrase Disciplinary Committee is probably the most frequently
used in the minutes of the Senate meetings. He is wondering if it could be procedurally arranged
in a different way so that the Academic Senate does not have to keep approving new members
of the Disciplinary Committee.

He continued: three academic members of the committee are now coming to the end of their
terms. These members embody the institutional memory of the Disciplinary Committee, and are
able to compare work in previous years. All three are willing to continue the work, even if it is
not easy. The agenda of the Disciplinary Committee is growing - cases of Al abuse are
multiplying, more non-payers of tuition fees are being discussed. We have had quite an
extensive case file over the last two years.

He asked for approval to appoint members from 11/28/2024 to 11/27/2026. Student members
of the committee should not currently be graduating. There is, of course, a question as to
whether they will finish earlier.

VoijtiSek: He opened the debate. He sees no reason not to support the appointment of the
members. Consistency in decision making is important.
There was no one else to speak, so he opened the vote.

Resolution. Jifi Baros, Ph.D.; doc. Mgr. Mgr. Vratislav Havlik, Ph.D.; Assoc. PhDr. Iva
Smidova, Ph.D.

(9 for, 0 against, 0 abstentions)

4) Miscellaneous

a) Senate meeting in the online environment

VoijtiSek: He stated that on 4.11.2024 the possibility of a virtual meeting of the MU Faculty of
Arts Senate will be discussed. It is not yet clear how to meet in a hybrid environment. If the

proposal is approved, he would also present it in the FSS Senate. It would be appropriate so
that senators could meet in full.
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Macek: Noted that he also sees no reason not to approve this proposal, the vote could be done
through IS.

Pelikan: He recently read the text "When will the next covid come". In his opinion, it is a question
of preparedness for emergencies. He asked how the negotiations went during the covid period?

Balik: The Senate and the Scientific Council meetings were online, which was made possible
by the University's transitional arrangements.

Navratilova: How do you evaluate this experience?

Balik: He replied that he was a bit cautious about this. This is, of course, a matter for the Senate.
He will not do it himself in the case of the Science Council. There have been calls for meetings
to be conducted in a hybrid way there as well. However, he thinks face-to-face meetings are
better, more pleasant, more personal... He understands that there are situations where there is
no other way (covid, floods, etc.). But it can also be a situation where a member or members
don't want to come into a room and face someone they don't want to meet.

He himself advocated for not replacing physical instruction with online instruction. He does not
want to stray into convenience mode where some faculty in the country are already teaching
fully online and the buildings are a ghost town.

The faculty leadership can handle this sensibly - the online presence is enabled, but no one is
taking advantage of it.

VojtiSek: The Faculty of Arts has three listed reasons when distance presence is allowed:
foreign residence, health reasons and compelling reasons, in the judgment of the Senate. This
balances the possibility of non-abuse.

Final: She communicated her personal approach to hybridity: the online-connected part is
disadvantaged, it does not have the possibility of instant response. If a larger portion of the
Senate would not have the ability to physically arrive, online is a good option.

Pole: She is also more cautious on this. He finds the possibility of listing reasons interesting.

Packer: If, for example, a faculty member is out of the college for a long period of time, not
present, not breathing with the faculty, the question is whether to pass the tenure to someone
else. But will respect how the senate agrees. The Dean is commenting on this proposal, he will
not disagree. However, he does not support hybridity in the institutions he has influence over
as Dean.

VoijtiSek: Thanked for the feedback.

b) Communication with the Academic Senate of Masaryk University

Prochazka: Introduced himself and stated that he represents FSS students in the MU AS. It is
important for him to maintain communication between the faculty and the University, therefore
he will regularly attend the AS FSS MU meetings. He also offered the possibility of collaboration
to the senate and members of the administration. He is available if communication to the student
side is needed. He feels that two-way communication will be beneficial to all.

Pelikan: He commended the opportunity and the pervasiveness between senates. It provides
internal cohesion.
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Navratilova: She asked what is Jan Prochazka's strength, what can senators contact him with?

Prochazka: He is strongest in communication, especially local communication. He has
experience in local government, various negotiations, also between the municipality and the
county, for example. He always tries to reach a mutually beneficial agreement.

VoijtiSek: Thanked for the participation and the negotiations. He recalled the planned joint lunch
and closed the meeting.

Resolutions adopted:

2024-11-4/1

Resolution: AS FSS MU discussed and supported the intention of the Dean of FSS MU to
appoint prof. Mgr. Toma$ Rihagek, Ph.D., as Vice-Dean for Research and Doctoral Studies, for
the term of office 4 November 2024 - 31 August 2027.

2024-11-4/2
Resolution: The AS FSS MU agrees that the Dean of the FSS MU should appoint the following

persons as members of the Disciplinary Committee of the FSS MU: Mgr. Jifi Baros, Ph.D. and
doc. Mgr. Vratislav Havlik, Ph.D. and doc. PhDr. Ilva Smidova, Ph.D.

Mgr. Tomas$ VojtisSek
Chair of the Senate

Magr. Jitka Navratilova, Ph.D.
Vice-Chair of the Senate

Jergus Dovala

Vice-Chair of the Senate

Written by: Mgr. Jarmila Brhelova
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