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(hodnocení: zvolenou kategorii hodnocení označte x)

	1. Cíl -záměr práce
	jasně stanoven,  konkrétní 
	vymezen obecně a vágně 
	cíl a záměr nestanoven 

	
	x
	
	


    

	2.  Náročnost tématu na
	vysoká 
	střední 
	nízká 

	zpracování teoretických  poznatků
	x
	
	

	aplikaci použitých metod
	
	x
	

	zpracování empirických dat  
	
	x
	


	3.  Kritéria hodnocení práce
	stupeň hodnocení

	
	výborně
	velmi dobře
	dobře
	nevyhovující

	stupeň splnění cíle práce
	x
	
	
	

	adekvátnost použitých metod
	x
	
	
	

	hloubka analýzy ve vztahu k tématu 
	
	x
	
	

	logická stavba práce
	x
	
	
	

	stylistická úroveň
	x
	
	
	

	práce s literaturou, včetně citací
	x
	
	
	

	úprava práce (text, grafy, tabulky)
	x
	
	
	

	samostatnost při zpracování
	x
	
	
	


	 4. Vztah k oborovému zaměření
	značně 
	dostatečně 
	nedostatečně 

	 rozvíjí základní zaměření profilu absolventa 
	x
	
	

	 rozvíjí dílčí část formování profilu absolventa
	x
	
	


	5. Hodnotící kategorie specifické pro obor
	výborně
	velmi dobře
	dobře
	nevyhovující

	jazyková správnost
	
	x
	
	


6. Připomínky a otázky k obhajobě:  

You seem to have covered all the main areas related to didactic games used by young learners and  so this work seems to be comprehensive, namely in terms of didactic games classification. All aspects concerning didactic games are properly organized in chapters and subchapters. Only in parts the paper sounds repetitive and not properly integrating different sources (pp 20, 21).  

Nevertheless, it is a very good diploma thesis. 
Questions which might stimulate the discussion during defence or the areas which have to be clarified by the author.

1. Which criteria have you chosen to classify didactic games and why? (pp 12-37)

2. Further on, what is your working definition of a didactic game in comparison with any language activity?  
3. You claim that “another positive aspect is that the use of cards, storybooks with pictures or modern technology equipment activates young learners' senses, especially eyesight“. (p 15) However, some teachers maintain that there might be some negative aspects as well. For example, some Ls are so captivated by the visual input, or technology that they cannot pay attention to language input or abuse the use of computers for something else (personal emails, playing games  which are not related to English). On top of that teachers have to be able to assist all learners when using computers, be computer literate, have extra on-line or other tasks in an electronic format prepared for early finishers, etc. How can you fight back all these likely problematic areas?

4. In chapters 4.1 and 4.2 you discuss classroom language used while playing games. In your opinion, what is the appropriate ratio of the use of English and learners’ mother tongue? What are the different techniques the teacher can employ when eliciting English from learners? How can the teacher react to learners when they use their mother tongue instead of English when playing games?

5. In the research part you analyse the coursebooks from the point of view of exploiting games for teaching English. What is an optimum proportion of using games in teaching young learners in question and why?
6. In the analysis of teachers’ questionnaires, you showed a very good ability to organize and present 
results. One of your findings is that most teachers do not use games for didactic purposes effectively   
in their lessons. What three to five pieces of advice would you provide those teachers with?
Závěr: The overall impression of this diploma thesis is very good in spite of some flaws in language (namely in the practical part of this project) and occasional lack of terminology precision.
Práce  je doporučena k obhajobě.

Navržený klasifikační stupeň: výborně       
V Olomouci dne        12.5.2009    
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