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This thesis is about second-language acquisition, with a focus on speech perception. Its author, Jakub 
Kaňák, first gives an overview of the topic and then lays out how he used, and analyzed, perception 
tests given to university-level Czech learners of English to see if exposure to the concepts of English 
phonetics and phonology can aid a learner of the language. The specific language problem Kaňák 
concerned himself with was final-stop devoicing. 
 
This reviewer has no problems with the theoretical section of the thesis. It is well-researched and well-
presented. 
 
The practical section however is puzzling. Kaňák writes in a haphazard manner, especially in the 
“results” section, making it sometimes difficult for a reader to understand. As an example: “Next, let 
us have a look at whether exposure to English by means of multimedia helps in better performance as 
was suggested in hypothesis number 4. The table at the bottom right shows that students who are 
exposed to English regularly in the media and making up for the lack of native input in L1 
environment” (page 24). That may be a true statement – but what does it have to do with proving the 
hypothesis which was: “The more often a participant is exposed to English language through 
multimedia, the more native-like or phonologically correct his or her response will be.” (page 16)? A 
look at the table in question shows a range of 67.7 to 69.3 percent – a divergence of only 1.6 percent. 
 
Finally, this reviewer has two quibbles with Kaňák’s methodology: 
 
1. Russian native speakers were included in the results. While it is true that Russian and Czech 
speakers have the same problems with word final position – the Russian native speakers could have 
been easily weeded out with a questionnaire. They could have taken part in the test groups, of course – 
but it would have been a simple matter to remove them from the analysis. The thesis is after all titled: 
“The Influence of Phonetic Literacy on the Perception Ability of Czech Learners of English”. Further 
to this point – what about students who might have English-speaking parents? This is a phenomenon 
that is more and more common as the post-1989 generation is entering university, e.g., who were the 
two members of the test group with daily contact with native speakers – if those native speakers were 
mother or father – should those students been included in the test group? 
 
2. Although Kaňák statistically proves his fifth and final hypothesis. “There will not be a significant 
(i.e. more than 5%) increase in overall performance in the second perception test.” (page 16) this 
reviewer fails to see the real point in the hypothesis and result. The statistics speak for themselves – 
but what about other factors – especially (as Kaňák points out) time constraints for the teacher and 
student motivation (which he does not mention)? Not all students will be good students or even want 
to be there any longer in a first-year course. Some will have missed phonetics seminars, some will not 
study or not do homework (maybe most of them depending on the time of year and regarding work-
loads in other courses). Many will leave intense studying of phonetics (and indeed all courses) until 
before credit test/exams. This reviewer is fairly sure Mr. Kaňák did not want to be critical of the value 
of a phonetics course to students (although he does write ambiguously at times, e.g.: “we want to find 
out whether students benefit in terms of improved perception of word-final /t/ and /d/ from the 
information and training provided in the phonetics course”) – only that he wanted to see the results 
from a first test to a second – but, again, what was the real point of this? 
 
Finally, from a use of English perspective this essay is excellent, with, for the most part, only missing 
definite/indefinite articles and a few typos, e.g., “fist” for first (page 2) and “lowes” (page 23) and 
“highes” (page 25). 
 
So, in the opinion of this reviewer: an excellent theoretical section and a weaker practical section. 
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