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6. Připomínky a otázky k obhajobě:  

I greatly enjoyed both supervising and reading this, Marcela. Although I am not personally a devotee of Feng Shui, I appreciate the fact that you chose a subject for your project that involved you in breaking completely fresh ground and doing a piece of genuine and original research rather than simply covering safe and familiar territory. The topic is perhaps somewhat controversial, as not everyone would accept its appropriacy, but, as you point out on p. 47, “if something has been used for thousands of years, there must be something on it”. 
Your theoretical section goes through a series of key points related to the topic and draws on a wide range of sources in doing so. I was impressed by the way in which you drew the sources together. Likewise, the practical section involved a number of approaches – two questionnaires, interviews, and photography – which makes for a pleasing sense of triangulation. 
Your language is generally appropriate in style and accurate, although there are some points at which this is not wholly true. There are examples of errors of word order, such as “received information” (p. 10) and “only then a person can” (p. 11), occasionally structural clumsiness, e.g. “nobody must know about it” (p. 48), and Czenglish, for instance “ways how to” (p. 13), “do pupils well” (p. 24), “concretely” (p. 39), and the substitution of “house” for “building” (p. 52), but these are comparatively minor criticisms.

When we meet for the defence, here are some specific questions that I would like you to be ready to discuss with us:

1. At a couple of points (e.g. on pp. 12 and 16) you mention that pupils and/or parents might become involved in the process of creating a pleasant environment, but unless I overlooked it, I couldn’t actually find any mentions or suggestions concerning putting this idea into practice. Have you encountered any such examples? If not, what steps do you think a teacher (yourself, for example) might take to do so?

2. On p. 18 you outline Kotulan’s views (1979) on the parts of the day that are most conducive to mental activity and attentiveness; he seems to think we are all the same in this respect. To what extent do you think that it is possible, accurate, or worthwhile to generalise like this about people? Don’t we display individual differences?

3. You suggest on p. 48 that pupils can “participate...and create the classrooms of their dreams”. To what extent do you think their instincts will agree with the principles of Feng Shui? What happens if their ideas are radically different from them?
4. I am very fond of cacti (or, as you refer to them, cactuses – p. 49). Do you really think they create a hostile atmosphere?

5. You state on p. 51 that a successful business organization is yin; on p. 52 “an insurance company” is yang. Can you explain that? Can’t insurance companies also be successful business organizations?

6. Also on p. 52, you use the phrase “problems with a source maintenance”; what do you mean by that?

7. I would like to hear your comments on the ground plans shown in Figure 5 (p. 56).

8. I was interested to see your negative assessment of the wash basin (p. 64); we never had wash basins in our classrooms in the UK! What practical purpose is there to having a wash basin in a classroom (we also have them in the faculty)?

Závěr:
Práce  je doporučena k obhajobě.

Navržený klasifikační stupeň: výborně
V Olomouci dne  16.5.2010     
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