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6. Připomínky a otázky k obhajobě:  

This is an interesting topic and I enjoyed reading the way in which you dealt with it. The theoretical section is well organised and covers a range of relevant issues in appropriate detail. I am impressed by the range of sources that you have drawn on and the way in which you have synthesised the ideas you took from them; it also pleases me to see that you adopt a critical attitude towards them, e.g. in the way you disagree with Kunz (2008) on p 18.

Your practical section is very interesting. I like the idea of grounded theory and the way that you explained the procedure you employed; there is a pleasing feeling of genuine discovery as one reads through the section.

Your language is generally clear and appropriate in style, although there are some slips and clumsy phrasing and Czenglish on occasion, such as  “helps to better understanding” (p 17), “according to my opinion” (p 19), and “many techniques how video can be used” (p 39). One factual note; I presume that by “the speech of Martin Luther King from the beginning of the twentieth century” (p 56) you mean the famous “I have a dream” speech; it was actually in 1963, which may be quite a long time ago now but hardly the beginning of the century!
In addition to these general points made above, here are some more specific questions for you to consider before we meet for the defence in September:
1. What do you consider to be ‘ordinary supportive materials’ (p 8) and why don’t you consider that moving images fall into this category?
2. You state (p 8 again) that “I have always tended to watch a film rather than read a book”. What advantages (either language-related or entertainment-related) do you think there are to this approach? And, conversely, what disadvantages could there be?

3. I’m not sure about your definitions of intrinsic and extrinsic motivation (pp 10-11); please look these up and be ready to discuss them at the defence.

4. I would agree with your observation on p 24, supported by Katchen (2002), that “films and TV series are made for native speakers” (although there are some exceptions); if that is the case, is the native-speaker-to-native-speaker language input that films and TV series show truly ‘authentic’ for non-native speakers? Don’t you think that real native speakers in F2F communication with non-native speakers adjust their language in order to help them understand?

5. Do you think there might be other genres that are not included in the list of non-ELT videos that you provide on p 24 and which might have potential for use in the classroom?

6. You mention (pp 37-8) that it is not ideal for teachers to impose their choices of films on learners; what alternative might there be for the teacher who wants to use clips in class but does not want to fall into this trap of selfishness?

7. On p 38 you warn that cost can be a major issue; to what extent do you think websites like YouTube can help teachers to solve this problem?

8. You describe the classes that you based the research on as homogeneous (e.g. on p 44); is it really possible for a class with more than one person in it to be truly homogeneous? 

Závěr:
Práce je doporučena k obhajobě.
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