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Assessment Criteria Scule Comments
Introduction is well written, brief,
interesting, and compelling. It
motivates the work and provides a
clear statement of the examined
issue. It presents and overview of
the thesis.

Outstanding
Very good
Acceptable
Somewhat deficient
Very deficient

See the final comment

2. The thesis shows the author's
appropriate knowledge of the
subject matter through the
background/review of literature.
The author presents information
from a varieý of quality electronic
and print sources. Sources are
relevant, balanced and include
crítical readings relating to the
thesis or problem. Primary sources
are included (if appropriate).

Outstanding
Very good
Acceptable
Somewhat deficient
Very deficient

See the final comment

3. The author carefully analyzed the
information collected and drew
appropriate and inventive
conclusions supporled by evidence.
Ideas are richly sr,rpported with
accurate details that develop the
main point. The author's voice is
evident.

Outstanding
Very good
Acceptable
Somewhat deficient
Very deficient

See the final comment

4. The thesis displays critical thinking
and avoids simplistic description or
summary of information.

Outstanding
Very good
Acceptable
Somewhat deficient
Very deficient

See the final comment

5. Conclusion effectively restates the
argument. It summarizes the main
findings and follows logically from
the analysis presented.

Outstanding
Very good
Acceptable
Somewhat deficient
Very deficient

See the final comment

6. The text is organized in a logical
manner. It flows naturally and js
easy to follow. Transitions,

Outstanding
Very good
Acceptatrle

See the final comment



/

l

Somewhat deficient
Very deficient

***.i"íu''d conclusions exist as

appropriate. The author uses

siandárd spelling, grammar, and

See the final commentOutstanding
Very good
Acceptable
Somewhat deficient
Very deficient

7- The l"ngtage use is Precise' The

student makes Proficient use of
language in a waY that is

uppiopiiut" for the discipline and/or

gln.e itt which the student is

writing.

See the final commentOutstanding
Very good
Acceptable
Somewhat deficient
Very deficient

& Th" th"sis meets the general

requirements (formatting, chapters'

length, division into sections, etc')'

Reřerences are cited properly within

the text and a comPlete reference

list is provided.

Final Comments & Questions

the ways of conveying a general human

agent in English and its equivalents in c"""tl *ň"r' can be looked upon aS a purely linguistic topic;

nevertheless, it provides a wonderful "o*;;i';;';;'ň'11'_i::*: :j:":::n'*T ;:tr;'á-Jiil:nevertheless, it provtdes a wonoenut suruPd 
*, u g"ne.ul human agent (mainly in

,*fray tt"A in tire above mentioned languages' Structures contatnl

the function of the subject of a sentence) ale among frequent ways or tň" speaker's or writer's

commenting on eventJ;;d-situations in which people, m1v find themselves '

The Introduction provides the luy-oíi Ji tr'i tr'"'i' - the brief description of individual

chapters , so the ,""d";;il ;et a clear.idě" "i ň" logical organization of the work. Unfortunately, it

does not contain an introduc1ion into ,r'" ,"prc'ii.ďoo, thJauthor 's explanation for being interested

in this subject.utt".. iň"-.u." r"p.ou"r' í'uaa''*:íto 
:n:^T^qinning 

óf the theoretical chapter - the

author could have mentioned the social status of sentences containing i"'-'"tal human agent and should

have highlighted their relevance in languagJ' Nevertheless' from ttre point of view of technical

information. the theoretical chapter shows ňui'r" 1YJhor 
is know,];!seaui::::;f T::::ř" anrl ratheinformation' jffiJl1Tffi;:ffiffiiil"#il.* 

"úility 
to make his íay through a complex and rather

intricate content. He provides a clearg,,ia" tr'rougíthe whole.chapter; íiis analysis of individual

means of the expression, as weil as his comments-on the czechequivarents are relevant. The results

are organized in individíal tables which u."'u"ry 
"ury 

to follow and provide a wonderful startirrg point

for the following conclusions. All the excerpts ár. .'u-'nu'ized 
in Appendix l'

The chapter Con"turion .u-tnu.i""l tL. *nolt issue and provides relevant and clear

conclusions drŇn from the results of the analysis' 
L:+ ^{+*^rl1rlo ic fhe l

The language of the thesis is at a gooilevel; what seems a bit of trouble is the grammar - ln

most cases it is the use (or rather non-use) ář a"i"'-i'"rs, sometimes the S - FV concord in simple

present 3.d ps. sg. This has been taken into 
"on.iO"ration 

in the final evaluation of the work'

To conclude, the work definitely *"",. utt the requirements of the piece of academic writing'

The suggested evaluation: "very good"
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