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	Points
	   Final evaluation

	excellent
	5
	   35-30
	A

	very good
	4
	   29-25
	B

	good
	3
	   24-20
	C

	acceptable
	2
	   19-16
	D

	weak/sufficient
	1
	   15-10
	E

	insufficient
	0
	   < 10
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Points

1. Originality and new contribution to the field, 






4
The work is complete and systematic in its coverage of the data. It links mere distribution to related questions such as the extremely small numbers of main verbs whose complements are bare infinitives, and how these constructions are related to larger grammatical contexts. 
2. Awareness of treatments in the field (literature):





 4
The author has good control of the many traditional and structuralist sources on the topic.     
3. Clarity of the topic, research question(s), hypotheses:





 5
The work clearly shows the boundaries of the topic and explores them thoroughly. Interesting areas, such as the interaction with passives, are explored carefully.
 4. Methodology: 









5
Good and complete collection from appropriate corpora of grammatical patterns of bare infinitives. Though the last section is a bit sketchy, one has the impression that all relevant data patterns have been accurately represented and exemplified. 
5. Argumentation, discussion, interpretation of the results, summary:



3
There is not much argumentation in the work, which focuses rather on completeness of data presentation, with no real indication of what the results, e.g., the impossibility of passivizing a bare infinitive, might mean. At the M.A. level, more on such questions can be expected.
6. Formal aspects of the work: format, graphics, bibliography formatting: 


3

Aspects of certain entries in the bibliography are incomplete.

7. English (language correctness, style): 







5
The English grammar and vocabulary are excellent, and the style and organization is very clear. 
Summary: Overall evaluation, other comments: 
(5-15 lines for BA, 10-30 lines for MA thesis)

The work carefully collects data and paradigms which allow, and usually require, bare infinitives as opposed to those introduced by to. It reproduces and conclusively confirms that the by now standard view that very few verbs allow such complements. The author might go further into the nature of most of these verbs: what counts is not their semantics (as he in fact shows), which differs greatly (e.g. see, make, let) but rather their status as nearly prototypical members of larger semantic classes. The author in fact documents this, observing that most ‘causative’ verbs (force, persuade, etc.), i.e. all those that are more semantically specific, disallow bare infinitives. 
It is quite helpful that the work carefully studies whether these verbs with bare infinitive complements can be passivized without changing the ‘bare’ form of the complement, and he finds that they cannot be. 

The final results are presented in a very detailed table, but it would be helpful if the significant points to be retained from it were discussed in more detailed prose by the author.

The author’s use and control and use of the relevant literature is exemplary. However, to go beyond the MA level in this topic, it would be necessary to investigate theories of infinitival complementation that do not focus on bare infinitives, but rather on non-finite complementation more generally. 
Topics / Questions for the defence:

(2-4 specific questions which should be answered at the defence)

It may be that a factor that blocks passivization (introducing the infinitive marker to) of transitive verbs with bare infinitive complements (help, and perhaps observe and notice) may be –ANIMATE direct objects: 
Good batteries help computers last longer.

The residents saw a lot of water flow over the bridge.
??Computers are helped to last longer by good batteries.

??A lot of water was seen to flow over the bridge.

Does the Animacy of these objects play a role in these constructions?

Do the transitive verbs notice and observe have frequent bare infinitive complements? And is it possible to passivize these complements at all? If one can, does Animacy of the object play a role? 
I observed young people block the entrances.
Young people were observed to block the entrances.

I observed flood water rise to record levels. 
??Flood waters were observed to rise to record levels.
Final evaluation in points (see above) : 

29
I recommend the work for the defence

YES
 

Proposed classification (see above):

A-B  
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