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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 dissertation is a fully original solution to a long standing problem in traditional grammar. The author uses extensive relevant literature, including very recent works in formal grammar.           5
2. Awareness of the field (literature).
The candidate has done thorough and independent work amassing the relevant descriptive and theoretical literature on adjectival modification. She shows how her work both uses preceding work, but also how it goes far beyond them. She demonstrates excellent control of the contents of these works. Any student of this topic would be well served to consult and compare the bibliography she has assembled.                                                                                                                                                 5
3. Clarity of the topic, research question(s), hypotheses
The work clearly explains the research questions, i.e. the relation between properties of ordinals and superlatives, and how the author proposes to link them (both are pre-modifiers of comparative modifiers of adjectives.  The complex technical writing is superb.                                                 5
4. Methodology
The work is an effective combination of grammaticality judgments for both English and Czech data on adjectival modification, and seeing how well it can be integrated into a current formal model of trees. In a few places, the presentation is not fully complete, w.r.t. specifying how the trees and the data fit together, and w.r.t how the trees reflect formal Czech grammatical agreements.            4    
5. Argumentation, discussion, interpretation of the results, summary.
The dissertation contains both several new empirical arguments for treating ordinals and superlatives in a parallel way, and effective theory-based arguments for their parallel source as sub parts of the adjectival comparative structure. The discussions are complete and clearly present  how the author interprets these arguments. The summary sections 5.5 and 6.5 and the Conclusion is Chapter 7 are models of clarity and succinctness.
                                                                      4
6. Formal aspects of the work: format, graphics, bibliography
The formatting of the work and the trees (“graphics”) are exemplary, and tables are well presented and appropriate. The bibliography is comprehensive and done in standard form. The numbering of examples and cross references to them are accurate and appropriately used, though in places the references to them could be better placed in the text.  The citation practice is generally excellent. 5  
7. English (language, style)
The academic style is highy readable. The organization is easy to follow, as are the divisions into subsections and the choice of the subheadings. The vocabulary is fully adequate for the technical and semi-technical nature of the material. There are some small mistakes in English grammar, many of them very typical for advanced Czech writers of English.

                                         5
8. For the supervisor: Evaluation of the collaboration between student and supervisor
The topic was discussed and set in consultation with the supervisor. After that, the thesis was written without further consultation. The brilliance of the final product is thus a testimony to the author’s knowledge, intelligence, and superior writing ability. On the other hand, there are more errors at the level of fine editing than there need have been. More importantly, there are a couple of theoretical questions (for the defence below) that could have been clarified in the work itself, which unaddressed can leave a sophisticated reader sceptical of the main structural hypothesis.              
Summary: Overall evaluation, other comments
The thesis analyses in terms of formal grammar the relation between properties of ordinals and superlatives, and proposes to link them (both are pre-modifiers of a comparative modifier of adjectives). The integration of the functional projection of COMPARE below certain functional projections, but above certain others is careful, well-justified, and carefully compared with other rejected alternatives, Except for length and perhaps comparison of some alternatives, the present form of the work is at the level of originality of doctoral research. 


Topics/Questions for the defense:
1. In a tree like (31), it appears that the heads of a comlement inside a DegP in a language like Czech would agree with the head N of the whole (highest) DP. How does this work, since there is no C-command relation betwen the two. And a related question is, how do thesetrees account for the Surface Recursion Restriction, whereby pre-nominal adjectives can’t themselves have any post-modifier? This is especially problematic since Deg, in a similar structural position, does have a post-modifer.
2. In section 5.3 on p. 39, the suggested representations for gradable vs. Non-gradable adjectives in fact involve „upwards subcategorization“, or upwels slection. This is actually a pervasive problem in tree construction, though rarely seriously discussed. It doesn’t help to say it is „purely semantic“, unless some other property is correlated with purely semantic. For example, in idioms like ‘make headway’ and ‘take cognizance’, the object nouns upwardly select the verb.  Should selectin mechanisms be extended to account for this phenomenon, or is there some plausible alternative?
3. Related to Q 1, wouldn’t the pre-modifying adjectives in a tree such as (38) be better placed in the head position in the next lowest AGRP? Then a greement is among heads in the ‚functional category spine‘? What would be a problem for this alternative? Should it be adopted or not and why?
Final evaluation in points ( the sum of the above points: 0-35) : 33
Proposed classification ( A-F, see the table above) : A
I recommend the work for the defence

YES
 -      NO
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