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	1. Cíl -záměr práce
	jasně stanoven,  konkrétní 
	vymezen obecně a vágně 
	cíl a záměr nestanoven 

	
	X
	
	


    

	2.  Náročnost tématu na
	vysoká 
	střední 
	nízká 

	zpracování teoretických  poznatků
	X
	
	

	aplikaci použitých metod
	X
	
	

	zpracování empirických dat  
	X
	
	


	3.  Kritéria hodnocení práce
	stupeň hodnocení

	
	výborně
	velmi dobře
	dobře
	nevyhovující

	stupeň splnění cíle práce
	X
	
	
	

	adekvátnost použitých metod
	X
	
	
	

	hloubka analýzy ve vztahu k tématu 
	X
	
	
	

	logická stavba práce
	X
	
	
	

	stylistická úroveň
	X
	
	
	

	práce s literaturou, včetně citací
	X
	
	
	

	úprava práce (text, grafy, tabulky)
	
	X
	
	

	samostatnost při zpracování
	X
	
	
	


	 4. Vztah k oborovému zaměření
	značně 
	dostatečně 
	nedostatečně 

	 rozvíjí základní zaměření profilu absolventa 
	X
	
	

	 rozvíjí dílčí část formování profilu absolventa
	X
	
	


	5. Hodnotící kategorie specifické pro obor
	Výborně
	velmi dobře
	dobře
	nevyhovující

	jazyková správnost
	X
	
	
	


6. Připomínky a otázky k obhajobě:  

This is a very good piece of work and I thoroughly enjoyed reading it, Anežka. I was particularly struck by the way you used your experience as a practising teacher both to give life to the points made and to do your research; the way ‘the smell of the classroom’ pervades the work was very pleasing to me.

In your theoretical part, you cover a broad range of issues relevant to the topic in depth and draw on a good range of sources to do so. They are well synthesised and duly acknowledged. The practical part has a good range of classroom ideas.

Your language is, for the most part, accurate, fluent, and appropriate in style, and such errors as do occur are, to use the terminology you yourself favour, local rather than global; there are examples of clumsiness, for example ‘to naturally familiarise grammatical structures’ (p 7), ‘any professional clubs, conferences or magazines did not occur’ (p 11), ‘natural cooperation increased incredible demand’ (p 15), ‘belong to very significant factors’ (p 27), and ‘declination to share their emotions’ (p 61). Additionally, at several points you write about teacher- or learner-cantered approaches. Either this is a word I have never come across or your spellchecker has let you down!

In addition to the above general points, here are some more specific questions that I would like you to be ready to discuss your answers to at the defence:

1. Your use of the phrase “correct language devices” on p 16 suggests a bias towards accuracy that you reject at other points in the work; could you explain exactly what you mean by this?

2. You state on p 19 that “being silent was preferable to making mistakes”. To what extent do you think this is still true in classrooms in this country?

3. You claim that “fluency, in contrast with accuracy, is the goal of CLT”; isn’t this rather overstating the case?

4. How realistic is the goal of “being able to steadily create a native like language competence” (p 24) for most learners?

5. On p 39, you state that “I suggest the inductive over the deductive [approach]”. You make similar statements on p 59 and p 62. To what extent do you think these statements reflect your own pedagogical bias? When do you think a deductive approach might work better? And is there any way in which the best features of the two can be combined?

6. What do you mean by the teacher’s need to be “emphatic” (p 42)?

7. In your theoretical section you distinguish between “learning” and “acquisition”. On p 57 you analyse items 4 and 5 of your student questionnaire. I’d be interested to hear how much you think the phrasing of the questions in the Czech version conveys this distinction and what the effect of this on their responses might be.

I am looking forward to seeing you at the defence and hearing your thoughts on the above.
Závěr:
Práce  je doporučena k obhajobě.

Navržený klasifikační stupeň: výborně 
V Olomouci dne 15/05/08       
Simon Gill MA (vedoucí diplomové práce)
DIPLOMA PROJECT ASSESSMENT SHEET

Writer of the project:

Title of the project:  

First reader:

Second reader:

(while assessing use the x sign)

	1. The purpose of the project
	Clearly stated 
	Too general and vague 
	Not stated 

	
	
	
	


    

	2.  Difficulty of the project with regard to 
	high 
	medium 
	low 

	dealing with theoretical information
	
	
	

	dpplication of the methods used
	
	
	

	dealing with empirical data  
	
	
	


	3.  Criteria for assessment
	Mark

	
	Výborně (=A)
	velmi dobře(= B)
	Dobře (=C)
	Nevyhovující

(=failed)

	Fullfilling the task
	
	
	
	

	Adequacy of the metods used
	
	
	
	

	Depth of the analysis of the topic 
	
	
	
	

	Structure from the logical point of view 
	
	
	
	

	The level of language
	
	
	
	

	Using the literature, incl. quotations
	
	
	
	

	Layout (text, graphs/charts, tables)
	
	
	
	

	Independence when dealing with the topic
	
	
	
	


	 4. Relation to the subject studied
	značně (=to a high

degree)
	dostatečně (=sufficiently)

 
	nedostatečně (=insufficiently)

	 Furthers the major characteristics of the student´s profile 
	
	
	

	 Furthers some partial aspects of the student´s profile
	
	
	


	5. Criteria specific to the area studied
	Výborně (=A)
	velmi dobře
	Dobře (=C)
	nevyhovující

	    Language adequacy
	
	(=B)
	
	(=failed)


6. (Your) observations/comments/questions for the oral defence ((can be in English)):  

Conclusion:
The project is – is not recommended for oral defence

The mark proposed ....................................

V Olomouci dne                                                                                     ...............................................

                                                                                                            First/second reader of the project




