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7. Připomínky a otázky k obhajobě:
Závěr:
The general topic of sociological gender and its influence in language usage is highly relevant in the contemporary discussion in sociolinguistics, however, the present thesis largely stops short of focusing on it. The most successful and informative parts of the thesis pursue , e.g. the section on the usage of gender neutral vs. generic masculine pronouns. The comparison of techniques of gender neutrality is highly informative and shows author's keen interest in the issue. Regrettably, these passages do not form the majority of the thesis which overflows with many problems.

Primarily, the social construct of "gender" is confounded with the identically termed linguistic feature despite the fact the two are not closely related. As a result, the text oscillates between an insightful description of the developments of the social construct of gender and superficial and reductive reflections from various areas of linguistics. A two-page summary of a development of a language is necessarily oversimplifying. Moreover, no aspects of the languages' historical development are relevant in the thesis. Similarly, the overview of the history of linguistics on one page does the discipline a disservice and it is not connected with any other part of the paper. 

In the parts on linguistics, the lack of linguistic terminology renders the text difficult to understand. There are numerous sweeping generalizations which are either too general and devoid of any verifiable facts or false (e.g. p. 11 "Indo-European society was patriarchal, and male dominated.", p. 12 "[...] the intrinsic Englishness did not fade.", p. 12 "[...] The British royal family has always been popular all over the world.", p. 13 "[Czech] is an old language of a small nation, which persisted especially for the sake of a spoken word.", p. 15 "Until [19th century], there were only thoughts and theories with no methodology.)  

The central tenet of mutual influence of language and culture is problematic as it is not clearly formulated nor supported by evidence or arguments. For instance, the development of languages within the genetic (genealogical) types is claimed to be influenced by "culture", but culture is never defined as a concept. The author does not distinguishes "language" (as a system) and "language use" consistently, which leads to numerous confusions. Arguing that "culture" (however defined) influences language or language use are significantly different claims. The misunderstanding of the language vs. language use distinction is most visible in the analytical part, e.g. the connection is pursued between the usage of certain marked morphemes (i.e. feminine gender suffixes in Czech) and "viewing women as the second sex" in society (p. 22). Although the grammatical gender of Czech and natural gender system of English is described, the author fails to apply this distinction when describing the languages.

The language and style of the thesis is up to a good standard, occasional lexical errors do not impede understanding. 
Otázky: 
1. How is the "Sapir-Whorf hypothesis" relevant for your thesis? Is there any conclusive evidence to support it? Why do you think it is considered a fallacy by many contemporary linguist?
2. Čmejrková (1995), one of your sources, in her article distinguishes "lingvistika vnitřní" and "lingvistika vnější". What do they refer to and which one is relevant for the topic of language use and gender as a social construct?

3. Is there neuter gender with English nouns? Is neuter gender really synonymous with neutral gender as you imply?
4. On p. 11, you claim "[...] historical and cultural background, where the masculine gender played a main role, is the cause of Indo-European languages evolving in a generic masculine type." Is there any evidence to support this?
5. What is the difference between grammatical and lexical gender? Disambiguate them giving clear examples.
6. Could you provide the citation and chronology for the claim that "English transformed the previously merely masculine (waiter) and feminine (waitress) terms into common nouns (waiter) [...]." Is this a general pattern or a unique example?
7. Are nominal endings really crucial when it comes to grammatical gender in Czech. How can the gender of růže and děvče be distinguished?
8. What are the limitations of citing an article from 1899 without critically evaluating it? (p. 18)

Práce je / není doporučena k obhajobě.
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