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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:  

In the literature review the author highlights areas relevant to the subject matter. Nearly all the theory-related issues are well discussed, organized, and appropriately acknowledged using relevant British and Czech sources (Lenochová 1989; Hanušová and Najvar (eds) 2006). It is a pity that the organization of the most comprehensive subchapters is not more concise (subchapters 5.1 on pp 22, 23; 5.4 on pp 31, 32). The main strength of this part is that it brings together different and relevant aspects related to pre-school foreign language teaching. 

In its practical part the author outlines the methods used (questionnaires for teachers, the content analysis of the coursebook Cookie and friends A), accounts for their aims, and discusses their relevance. The strongest points of this part can be seen in student's ability to gather and interpret data, to present data in a organized way, to view a certain aspect in its complexity, to self-reflect, to draw relevant and sound conclusions and outline some classroom implications. It also shows that the author is aware of the need to carry out research dealing with early stages of teaching English to learners in pre-school educational setting in the Czech Republic.

This part is more than comprehensibly completed by informative and stimulating appendices, which are not always, however, effectively cross-referenced, and most of them can be used as an extremely interesting stimulus and inspiration for one's own teaching (a bank of songs and rhymes).

There is a very good match between the theory and research part and both parts are quite efficiently cross-referenced. The bibliography is impressive.
There are few points, however, which reduce, to a certain extent, the quality of this part. First of all, certain parts tend to be less concise in style but not repetitive. Taking into account the level of English, it is effective and rich in vocabulary. There are some language errors (mostly in punctuation when listing points (pp 22, 23 etc); some articles; spelling – langue, in the translation of the word contemporary – moderní, etc), which, however, never impede comprehension. The language itself conforms to the requirements of academic writing although it must be pointed out that the use of “I“ on pp 29, 30 in this part is less suitable than the use of the passive.

The questions which might stimulate further discussion or issues that need further explanation are as follows:

1. On page 24 you list "activities most suited to very young learners". Can you explain:

a) how you view the difference between activities, techniques and methods?

b) why you further on deal with TPR and songs and rhymes only?

2. In 2.1.1 you pay a lot of attention to foreign and second language learning. Why is this important in relation to teaching English to pre-school children in the CR?  Which factors should be taken into account when trying to expose kids to English as much as possible in kindergartens?

3. In 2.1 you mentioned private and state sector but it is not clear which sector you refer to in the second paragraph (pages 3, 4). Could you elaborate on that? 
4. When interpreting the data stemming from the questionnaire for teachers (p 34), it is confusing to compare them with the column 2 and 3 in the graph 1 (Appendix 1). Can you explain that?

5. How does the Teacher’s Book help the non-native teacher of English with teaching this target group of learners?
6. Why are the topics of certain songs unspecified? For example, “What’s your name”, “Good morning”, etc (p 47)?
7. The song Itsy Bitsy Spider (p 51) is quite difficult. What contributes to its level of difficulty and why is it, in your opinion, suitable for these learners?
The impression stimulated by reading through the paper is that the author gained a deeper insight into the subject matter and proved to be a very enthusiastic teacher which found reflection in her creative teaching.

Závěr:
Práce  je doporučena k obhajobě.                                                      
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Navržený klasifikační stupeň: ...výborně
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