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6. Připomínky a otázky k obhajobě:  

    a) I am afraid that this thesis covers only marginally the problem mentioned in its title - application of CALL  

        to teaching history of the English speaking countries.

        Hana has gathered in the theoretical part a lot of valuable information on the development of CALL as a

        teaching method, its aims and possibilities, but there was very little about the usage of PCs as suppliers 

        of information and none on how computers have already been used for teaching history. When 

        it comes to the pages about teaching history and culture, Hana speaks about the importance of teaching 

        history and culture for language learning and considers some problems and the frequency of teaching it, 

        but there is  NOTHING about the possible ways that PCs can help in this uneasy and important problem.

I would certainly like Hana to explain that during the defence of her thesis.

    b) In the Practical part Hana presents mainly the questionnaires prepared for teachers and students and 

        tries to evaluate the results. Here we can find quite a lot of questions focussing on teaching history and 

        culture, but, unfortunately, both questionnaires show that computers are not used much in the English   

        lessons and very little for teaching history.

           These results must have been rather discouraging  for Hana and , thus, she should have paid more 

           attention to her project - using the PC effectively in her own lessons for showing students that 

           history can be an interesting topic and that computers are valuable sources of information.

           Hana, however, describes just two lessons that she taught, whose main aims were topics from the 

           history of the U.S.A.  and famous British and American personalities.

           The computers were used for a PowerPoint presentation (the teacher) and writing  short texts (the 

           pupils) in the first  lesson and Hot Potatoes programme was a part of the second one.

           The result is that what is mentioned as the main aim of the thesis (and confirmed in Conclusions) 

           comprises five pages (68 - 73), which is certainly not enough.

           There is also no Czech Summary.

      The text of the thesis includes a lot of mistakes, especially in the verb phrases - pp. 18, 32, 34, 51,70 -   

       74, etc. - and also in concord. There are even mistakes in  the Quiz that was presented to the pupils, I 

       understand - pp. 104 - 105.

       Other questions to be discussed:

        1) Which sources provided information about the usage of computers for history teaching and which 

            were the recommended programmes ?

        2) How many lessons did you teach during your teaching practise and why you did not use more classes 

            (or lessons) for  history teaching ?

        3) How time-consuming  is the preparation of one lessons focusing on history (culture) with the effective 

            use of the computer ?
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