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Assessment Criteria Scale Comments i
1. Introduction is well written, brief, Outstanding See “Final Comments and
interesting, and compelling. It Very good Questions”
motivates the work and providesa | Acceptable
clear statement of the examined Somewhat deficient
issue. It presents and overview of Very deficient
the thesis.
2. The thesis shows the author’s Outstanding See “Final Comments and
appropriate knowledge of the Very good Questions”
subject matter through the Acceptable
background/review of literature. Somewhat deficient
The author presents information Very deficient
from a variety of quality electronic
and print sources. Sources are
relevant, balanced and include
critical readings relating to the
thesis or problem. Primary sources
are included (if appropriate).
3. The author carefully analyzed the Outstanding See “Final Comments and
information collected and drew Very good Questions”
appropriate and inventive Acceptable
conclusions supported by evidence. | Somewhat deficient
Ideas are richly supported with Very deficient
accurate details that develop the
main point. The author’s voice is
evident.
4. The thesis displays critical thinking | Outstanding See “Final Comments and
and avoids simplistic description or | Very good Questions”
summary of information. Acceptable
Somewhat deficient
Very deficient
5. Conclusion effectively restates the Outstanding See “Final Comments and
argument. It summarizes the main Very good Questions”
findings and follows logically from | Acceptable
the analysis presented. Somewhat deficient
Very deficient
6. The text is organized in a logical Outstanding See “Final Comments and
manner. It flows naturally and is Very good Questions”
easy to follow. Transitions, Acceptable
summaries and conclusions exist as' | Somewhat
appropriate. The author uses deficient
standard spelling, grammar, and Very deficient




punctuation.

7. The language use is precise. The Outstanding See “Final Comments and
student makes proficient use of Very good Questions”
language in a way that is Acceptable
appropriate for the discipline and/or | Somewhat deficient
genre in which the student is Very deficient
writing.

8. The thesis meets the general Outstanding See “Final Commiénts and
requirements (formatting, chapters, | Very good Questions”

length, division into sections, etc.). | Acceptable
References are cited properly within | Somewhat deficient
the text and a complete reference Very deficient

list is provided.

Final Comments & Questions

Diplomantka se zabyva tématem, které je neustale v teoretickych publikacich &i diskusnich
pfispévcich vénovana pozornost, ale vysledky téchto diskusi lze jen obtizné pozorovat. Proto povazuji
to, co diplomantka pfedklada ve své praci jako velmi cenné a podnétné, navic pouzitelné i v praxi, coZ
ma rozhodné€ nejvy33i vahu. Proto se budu v hodnoceni prace vénovat zprvu té lepsi strance, a to je
Jjednoznacné jeji obsah. Velmi dobfe strukturovana teoreticka &ast, ktera sice zabira velmi $iroky okruh
aspektil a bodi, nicméné vSechny s tématem souviseji a jsou relevantni z tohoto hlediska. Také
kapitola Metody vyzkumu jsou obsahové velmi dobie zpracovany. Vlastni navrzené aktivity, které
diplomantka pfedklada, povazuji za velmi vhodné a cenné, proto tuto &ast povazuji za velmi dobrou.
Vyhrady mam k zpiisobu analyzy u€ebnice a hodnoceni reliability. Tyto zptisoby jsou velmi slozité,
tabulky obsahuji celou fadu ¢iselnych adaji, které &tenaf, ktery neni dostateéné zb&hly v oboru
matematiky a statistiky, nemize pochopit. Proto jejich uZiti v praci povazuji za nevhodné. Na druhé
stran€ v8ak je nutno ocenit zabér vyzkumu — v ramci ankety diplomantka oslovila 30 respondenti a
také dotazniki rozeslala znaéné mnozstvi — 300 (polet navrativiich se dotaznik — 65 je sice jen
malym procentem z 300, ale i tak je to &islo, které se jiz miZe bliZzit objektivité).

Znanym problémem préce se viak jeji stranka formalni, a to jazykova (zv143t& gramatickd) a také
strinka formalni Gpravy. Celou praci napfi€ lze najit mnoho chyb v oblasti gramatiky, interpunkce a
Casto 1 jazyk, ktery diplomantka uziva je i pfes pozadovanou formalnost p¥ili§ Sroubovany a leckdy
zplsobuje (zv1asté v kombinaci s gramatickymi problémy) nesrozumitelnost textu. Uvadim nékolik
prikladf zachycenych na samém za&étku prace.

- str. v: nesrozumitelny nazev podkapitoly: ,,Vyvoj ciztho jazyka v Ceské republice * — jak jsem
dale zjistila, jedna se o nazev ,,Vyuka ciztho jazyka v Ceské republice* (str. 6)

- striv: pddové vazby : ,,...v pfedmétové zastoupeni jednotlivych oblasti v rdmci ... .~

- str3: ,,...vénujme se zpocdtku uvédoméni si, co to mezipFedmétové vziahy viastné jsou... “

- str. 1-2:, ... postupy, jichz bylo pouZito k uskutecnéni ndlezitého proniknuti do dané
problematiky.. a k ovéFeni pravdivostni hodnoty...

Za nevhodné je také nutno povaZovat zarovnani textu i na pravé strané, coz vede k oddgleni
neslabi€nych predlozek od substantiv a k vytvafeni nepfiméfenych mezer mezi slovy .

Na str. 6 diplomantka zcela nevhodné uvadi citaci: ,, ...rdda bych zde citovala Prof. Phdr.Z. Matéjicka,
Csc., ktery Fikd... ,

Pfi celkovém hodnoceni prace beru v avahu velmi dobrou stranku obsahovou a bohuzel, znaéné
pokulhévajici stranku formalni, a proto navrhuji hodnoceni: ,,dob¥e*.
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