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In the following  paragraphs fill in the numeric value. You can also add a short comment (click on the field and start writing).

Points

1. Originality and new contribution to the field, up-to-date presentation of the problem.

Milada Jiráková presents the material in ways that are typical of standard current research.                                                                                                                                             
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2. Awareness of treatments in the field (literature).
Too much reliance on standard textbooks at the expense of more academic papers.
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3. Clarity of the topic, reserach question(s), hypotheses
The nature of what the important research questions are, their relation to previous work, and the organization of the material is fully appropriate. 

                                                                                                                                        5

4. Methodology. 

Good collection from many sources of grammatical and ungrammatical patterns. The questinnaire is well constructed and the answers analysed in sufficient detail. The questinnai, however, was constructed using a linguistic terminology which might be unknown to the respondents. This could influence the results.                                                                                              4
5. Argumentation, discussion, interpretation of the results, summary.

The dissertation provides a sufficient summary of most relevant paradigms, and gives accurate interpretation in terms of well-known properties of English negation. More contrasting arguments will be needed if the work continues on the postgraduate level.

                                                                                                                                                    4
6. Formal aspects of the work: format, graphics, bibliography formatting.
The tables for the paradigms are clear and presented nicely. The bibliography is formatted carefully and with a uniform system. The tables could have been more integrated into the numbering system.                        
                                                                                                                                                     4
7. English (language correctness, style) 
The English seems basically perfect, and the style is easy to read.

                                                                                                                                                                             5

Other comments: 
The number of questionnaires is not sufficient to provide a very reliable data. More respendends would be needed from more varied 
Topics/ Questions for the defence:

1) Could the candidate summarise the tests applied for the distinction between the kinds of  negation?
2) Can the candidate find some parallel to the researched question in her native tongue?
Final evaluation in points (see above) : 

29
I recommend the work for the defence

YES
 

Proposed classification (see above):
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