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	1. Identifikování problémové oblasti práce
	ano
	jen částečně
	ne

	Práce v rámci identifikace problémové oblasti uvádí, analyzuje, srovnává a hodnotí vybrané relevantní teorie a výsledky empirických výzkumů dané problematiky
	
	x
	


	2. Cíle práce
	ano
	jen částečně
	ne

	Hlavní cíle práce jsou formulovány v souladu se stanovenou problémovou oblastí
	
	
	x

	Cíle práce jsou operacionalizovány na konkrétní dílčí cíle, jimž odpovídá její struktura
	x
	
	

	Cíle práce jsou formulovány jasně a konkrétně
	
	x
	

	Stanovené cíle byly naplněny
	
	x
	


	3. Teoretická východiska práce
	ano
	jen částečně
	ne

	Práce definuje či konstruuje klíčové teoretické kategorie na základě analýzy, komparace a hodnocení aktuálního stavu zkoumání dané problematiky
	
	x
	

	Definované klíčové kategorie zakládají a vymezují teoretický rámec diplomové práce
	x
	
	

	Téma je náročné na zpracování teoretických poznatků
	
	x
	

	Autor vychází z primárních zdrojů
	x
	
	

	Autor pracuje s aktuální odbornou literaturou a zdroji
	
	x
	

	Autor používá a cituje zahraniční odbornou literaturu
	x
	
	

	Teoretické kategorie vymezené autorem korespondují s výběrem metod a postupů v praktické část práce
	
	x
	


	4. Praktická část práce
	ano
	jen částečně
	ne

	Autor vhodně volí metody a postupy s ohledem na tematické zaměření práce
	
	x
	

	Autor správně používá metody a postupy sběru a zpracování empirických dat
	
	x
	

	Autor provádí hodnocení efektivity použitých metod a postupů ve vztahu ke zkoumanému problému
	
	
	x

	Autor dostatečně prezentuje výsledky empirického výzkumu
	
	x
	

	Autor vyvozuje platnost závěrů s ohledem na zjištěné údaje
	
	x
	

	Autor interpretuje výsledky empirického výzkumu ve vztahu k současnému stavu zkoumání dané problematiky
	
	x
	

	Praktická část je náročná na sběr a zpracování empirických dat
	
	x
	


	5. Formální náležitosti 
	ano
	jen částečně
	ne

	Práce je logicky uspořádána
	x
	x
	

	Práce má přiměřenou stylistickou úroveň
	
	x
	

	Odkazy a citace jsou v souladu s platnou citační normou
	
	x
	

	Práce má vhodnou grafickou úpravu (úprava textu, grafů, tabulek, příloh atd.)
	x
	
	


	6. Hodnotící kategorie specifické pro obor
	ano
	jen částečně
	ne

	Jazyková správnost
	       
	x
	


7. Připomínky a otázky k obhajobě:
This diploma thesis, unfortunately, lacks clear focus - its title hardly matches its contents.  English language textbooks for elementary schools are not in the centre of its attention, neither does it primarily deal “with the use of textbooks and digital resources in English as a foreign language teaching at the elementary school in Holešov“, as it is stated in the abstract. Also, there are two chapters whose contents do not match their titles (Chapter 3.2. 2 Duolingo and Chapter 3.3 Digital competence). Some parts of the thesis seem too detailed or even redundant, especially Chapter 3.1 Music in ELT. I really appreciate, however, the quality of both lesson plans devised by the author, especially the creative usage of Duolingo. 
· Could you suggest a title that would match the contents of your thesis? 

· In the abstract, you use the term “the first stage of elementary schools“. Is this an official term used in the English versions of Czech curricular documents? 

· In the introduction, you claim that thanks to the current opportunities related to Covid 19 epidemy “the pupils have begun to learn English in an extracurricular environment.“ Do you believe they did not do so before? 
· On p. 10 you claim that in present days “the emphasis is placed on the use of various teaching methods that help pupils to acquire a foreign language in a natural and a non-violent way“. Can you specify the methods? 

· P. 11: Can you characterize the interlinear method you mention here? 

· Chapter 2 Young learner´s characteristics refers to children aged 6-12, who are characterized as a rather  homogeneous group. What are some differences between pupils aged 6, 9 and 12 in terms of learning a foreign language? 
· In the middle of p. 16 you present Doláková’s ideas without properly acknowledging the source. 

· On p. 17 you refer to Gardner´s theory of multiple intelligences as “eight learning styles“ and identify “the main four“. Why do you consider these four more important than the remaining ones? 
· What do you mean by “underdevelopment of pupils´ needs“ on p. 18? 

· On p. 22 you promote listening to music with subtitles and on p. 24 practising translation as suitable activities for elementary school learners.  Do you believe these activities are beneficial for all grades of elementary school? 
· On p. 25 You comment on using digital games in ELT. Can you compare the advantages and disadvantages of digital and traditional games in the primary classroom? How often would you include each type of games in your teaching? Do Doláková’s ideas presented on p. 28 refer to digital or non-digital games? 
· It is interesting that Chapter 3.4 focuses more on the cons than the pros of using digital resources in ELT. Also, in this chapter you mention Prenksy“ (Prensky?) with no reference to his work. 

· I believe that it would be more fitting to place the summary of the theoretical part as its final section, not as a part of the practical part of the thesis. 

· On p. 36 you mention Doláková’s ideas about the positives of using English textbooks. Actually, Doláková as an ELT methodologist is rather opposed to using textbooks, especially in the first years of ELT. Do you know what she says about the disadvantages of using them? 

· On the same page, you present your opinion that “Schools should identify what children are capable of and develop their abilities and skills, not to teach according to a given curriculum something that not everyone is capable of.“ How exactly would you put this into practise in Czech schools? 

· P. 38: I believe that it is not possible to accept or deny your research hypotheses No. 2 “Pupils acquire the English language more effectively in an extracurricular environment than in a school environment thanks to the use of digital technologies” just by asking your pupils´ opinions via a questionnaire.  
· On p. 39 you claim that you have used “a qualitative method called classroom observation“.  Is this the correct term for what you did in your research project?

· In your classroom observation you chose to “investigate the effectiveness of EFL teaching based solely on textbook files and that which is based solely on digital resources.“ Can you explain why? Do you really consider it realistic to fully replace the English language textbooks by digital resources selected according to the needs and preferences of your class?  Most teachers would probably believe that a mixture of some kind would be the most effective and appropriate. 
· To what extent do you consider the results of our experiment valid? Since you confess that teaching with a textbook is not very attractive for you, it is quite possible that you might have influenced the outcome simply by the level of your enthusiasm. 
· Can you find and correct two grammatical mistakes in your Comparative test? 
· The results of your comparative test are presented in a very vague way (better completed, mostly correctly, etc.) presenting no hard data evidence. 
· On p. 57 you conclude that “With digital media or their elements, the use of textbooks may be partially substituted and thus the teaching of EFL at the elementary schools may be improved”. What proportion of your typical English lesson is taught using digital resources?
Práce je doporučena k obhajobě.
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