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Body
1. Originality of the paper and its contribution. Quality of the topic.

A well-chosen and ambitious topic for an MA thesis. The theoretical framework is contemporary and relevant. The work would benefit from an expansion of the analytical part and more brevity in the expository sections (on Distributed Morphology and Case). The major contribution of the thesis is the discussion of intra-individual variation, including novel data attesting such variation in the pronominal system of Jamaican Creole (JC). 
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2. The review of previous literature on the topic. Extent and quality of the review, critical appraisal.
The extent of the studied literature is satisfactory. However, the individual sections are unbalanced. Whereas the sections on DM and JC are researched sufficiently from a range of relevant theoretical literature, the section on Case in Modern English (p. 28-53) is based exclusively on two syntactic textbooks. More attention should have been devoted to the literature review of the grammatical system of Creoles, especially their pronominal case systems.    
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3. Research goals and questions. Formulation of hypotheses.
The reader is left to reconstruct the hypothesis from the work, as is not clearly presented as such.. What is presented as a hypothesis (p. 58-67) is, in fact, an analysis of the data. The implicit hypothesis that JC lacks morphological case, and the research goal - how to model it theoretically are adequate for a linguistic thesis. 
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4. Methodology. Its description and adequacy for addressing the research questions.

Key concepts and the theoretical framework are presented in the first part and the data are described and to an extent analyzed in the second part. This is a standard methodology, but the connection between these two parts is a little tenuous. For instance, the Impoverishment operation described in the theoretical part is not applied in the analytical part at all. Case assignment and Case filter as introduced are contradicted in the author's analysis without commenting on this. Abstract and morphological case concepts are not explicitly differentiated which at times leads to a confusion. (E.g. On p. 68, it is claimed that "there occurs no case assigning relationship" for a  DP in the argument position of V. However, that  is a clear violation of the Case filter introduced in [30].) 


The dataset should be larger, in particular there should be more examples and a descriptions of the patterns of variation.          

5. Analysis of data, description of results, and their interpretation.
The analytical part of the thesis would benefit from a better organization. Although the argumentation is mostly logical in the individual steps, it does not quite connect to a coherent whole. The research results should be presented more clearly.  

Whereas the thesis succeeds in the description of the JC pronominal system, the attempted DM analysis of the intra-individual variation is developed only partially and suffers from fragmentariness. E.g. The [+CaseP] is considered to play a role when modelling the distribution of /ʃɪ/ and  /ᴧɹ/ in JC, but the vocabulary items for the pronouns are never presented; or on p. 69, the author claims that if a feature bundle does not contain gender features, it results in the insertion of the phonological exponent /ɪm/, but the vocabulary item for /ɪm/ on the previous page contains a masculine feature.   
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6. Discussion of how the results relate to the research questions.
The author puts forward a proposal for a JC  pronominal paradigm which differs for speakers who manifest morphological variants of she/her and those who do not and proposes theoretical modelling. However, a final summary which would succinctly discuss the finding is missing. 
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7. Formal aspects. Quality of language (grammatical, lexical, and stylistic adequacy), formatting, referencing, and length of the paper.
The language of the thesis is at a high level, pertaining to the academic style. The thesis is readable despite some imprecision in the usage of terminology (e.g. variation is not used consistently as defined in section 3; p. 59 Jamaican language...never acquired the case system). The Czech abstract and resumé should have been written more carefully (e.g. přídavná jména instead of zájmena). Glosses in (59) are missing. Bibliography contains literature not referenced in the thesis.
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For the supervisor:
Evaluation of the collaboration between student and supervisor:

Not applicable

-
Overall evaluation of the paper:
The thesis sets out to describe and analyze the pronominal system of Jamaican Creole. The first goal is fulfilled well, the author consulted language informants and presents a paradigm based on novel data. Despite some issues with the theoretical analysis the author has selected relevant and contemporary literature and proposes an solution based on it.  
Note: The overall evaluation CANNOT be computed simply as the average of the scores awarded on the basis of the individual criteria above. 
 4- 
Other comments:

-
Questions for the author to be discussed at the defense:

1. According to your analysis, what is the exponent inserted by default for the features 3P, SG, Fem in Jamaican Creole for speakers who have both exponents /ʃɪ/ and  /ᴧɹ/in their Vocabulary? How does it compare to Standard Jamaican English (or English)?
2. What is the function of CaseP in your analysis of the Jamaican Creole pronouns? 

Final evaluation
I recommend do not recommend the thesis for the defense
Proposed grade:
B-
Date:
26. 8. 2020
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Petra Charvátová 
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