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1. Problémova oblast (zamér prace) ano jen Castecné ne
Problémova oblast zavérecné prace je stanovena v souladu X

s aktualnimi védeckymi poznatky v dané oblasti

2. Cile prace ano jen Casteéné ne
Cile prace jsou formulovany jasné a konkrétné X

Cile prace jsou formulovany v souladu se stanovenou X

problémovou oblasti.

Cile odpovidaiji struktufe zavérecné prace X

Stanovené cile byly naplnény X

3. Teoreticka vychodiska prace ano jen castecné ne
V praci jsou rozpracovany kliové kategorie, které zakladaji X

jeji teoreticky ramec.

Téma je naro¢né na zpracovani teoretickych poznatku X

Autor pracuje s aktualni odbornou literaturou a zdroji X

Autor provadi analyzu a hodnoceni aktualniho stavu X

zkoumani v dané oblasti a vyvozuje zavéry pro praktickou

Cast prace

PouZité zdroje a prameny koresponduji s tematickym X

zaméfenim prace

Prace vychazi z primarnich zdroja X

4. Prakticka ¢ast prace ano jen Castecné ne
Autor voli adekvatni metody a postupy s ohledem na X

tematické zaméreni prace

Autor spravné pouziva metody a postupy sbéru a zpracovani X

empirickych dat

Autor vyvozuje platnost zavérl s ohledem na zjiSténé Udaje X

Prakticka €ast prace je naro€na na zpracovani empirickych X

dat

5. Formalni nalezitosti ano jen ¢astecné ne
Préace je logicky uspofadana X

Prace mé pfiméfenou stylistickou Uroveri X

Odkazy a citace jsou v souladu s platnou citaéni normou X

Prace ma vhodnou grafickou Upravu (Uprava textu, grafu, X

tabulek, pfiloh atd.)

6. Hodnotici kategorie specifické pro obor ano jen Gastecné ne
Jazykova spravnost X




7. Pripominky a otazky k obhajobé:

The bachelor project presents a comparative analysis of types of conditional clauses in an academic and a
literary fiction samples of text. The description of conditionals is compiled from several academic and ELT
grammars, additional supplementary research articles are consulted, and the resulting collection is
convincingly comprehensive. What could be improved is the critical reception of literature. The categorizing
principles for establishing the types of conditionals are not spelled out explicitly, the author adopts
categorization from literature, without attempting to critically synthesize the types according to either
grammatical or semantic principles.

In the empirical study part, the author presents some interesting quantitative findings and insightful
commentary of the textual data, but the grammatical description of the forms used in conditional clauses should
be more precise, as the author does not distinguish aspect as a separate grammatical category from tense
and perhaps as a result some data is misanalysed (e.g. last example on p. 502).

The style of the work is readable, and the organization is clear and logical overall. A problematic aspect
concerns the presentation of examples, which are not numbered, as it is standard in linguistic texts, and this
prevents clear referring and straightforward navigation of the data. The graphical organization of ch. 7 with a
commentary corresponding to a corresponding pie chart not on the same page but on the following page is
unfortunate.

Questions:

¢ Is the principle for categorizing conditionals into classes labelled zero-third grammatical or semantic,

and what is the wh-conditionals category based on? Is it meaningful to mix the two categorizing

metrics? How do you interpret data in Fig. 4 and 7 with respect to this?

What are the reasons for not categorizing rhetorical conditionals under first conditionals?

What does highest level of modality denote according to Gabrielatos, 20197

Does the last example on p. 29 represent a subjunctive?

Do you consider the list of conditional subordinators in Figure 5 to be definitive? How would you

categorize the following example: Imagine you were invited, would you have gone?

¢ What form of a verb is described as perfect infinitive? Is the description of the example in 3.1.2.2.
correct?

Zaver:

Prace je fneni doporuc¢ena k obhajobé.

Navrzeny klasifikacni stuperi: B-C

V Olomouci dne 15. 5. 2023 Mgr. Petra Charvatova
oponent bakalarské prace



