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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
	F


Points
1. Originality and new contribution to the field, up-to-date problem.
The choice of topic is very good, as there are many observations intraditional grammars on similarities betwen superlatives and certain ordinals, and yet these have not been integrated into                            formal grammar, which is what the author sets out to do.                                                              5

2. Awareness of the field (literature).
The author is well aware of recent as well as traditional treatments, and her presentations of these treatements are clear and succinct. The current possibility of Alternative Realization could be mentioned, however, e.g. w.r.t. (43).                                                                                                5
3. Clarity of the topic, research question(s), hypotheses
The author understands the topic and formulates her research questions appropriately. Her hypotheses are in line with other current proposals in formal grammar.                                       5
4. Methodology
The method of the thesis is fully empirical, depending on built around data-based patterns. These are presented in a formal framework that is sufficiently theoretical.                                             5

5. Argumentation, discussion, interpretation of the results, summary.
These are very well cone.  One could suggest that the relation of the definite article to both ordinals and superlatives could also be brought in, e.g. w.r.t. (57).                                                            5                                                                                                          
6. Formal aspects of the work: format, graphics, bibliography
These are perfect.  In the text it is sometimes not clear what is the author’s and what part is cited, e.g. w.r.t. (53),what is the author’s and what is due to Bobalijk?                                                  5

7. English (language, style)
This is very good!




    



                       5
8. For the supervisor: Evaluation of the collaboration between student and supervisor                  Not applicable.
Summary: Overall evaluation, other comments
Well written and logical throughout. The summary in Section 6.5 is very good.  Some of the trees should have words and morphemes under the terminal symbols, to clarify the relation of the formal treatment to actual sentences.
Topics/Questions for the defense:

Question 1. Can you explain the Czech agreement morpheme –si on comparatives and superlatives, which does not show Gender and Number, vs. the agreement of Czech ordinals , pa’ty‘/ pa’ta‘/ pa’te‘/ pa’ti‘, which does show all three features? Do these different agreements (in Czech) suggest different positions for agreement?Is there any advantage in the Summary in 6.5 is using terms like AGR rather than simply POSS/ COMPR?
Question 2. During your presentation, please put together your trees (31), (32), (38), or (59), or (75)-(76), , and put the morphemes under the terminal nodes “the / my first biggest study success” and also for its Czech equivalent. Try to make clear in trees like (31) where the adjecitves appear in thdee surface strings. In particular, how does agreement get to the adjective over so many heads (Deg, Q, etc.) which do not agree?
Question 3. Does your theory explain the presence of the article with both superlatives and ordinals in English? 
He was the/ *a first experimenter in that field.

He was the/*a smartes experimenter in that field.
Final evaluation in points ( the sum of the above points: 0-35) : 35
Proposed classification ( A-F, see the table above) : A
I recommend the work for the defence

YES
 -      NO
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