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                                                           Review for Mahulena Forestová 

  

The title and topic of Maulena Forestová's bachelor thesis is Teaching English in the Czech Step by Step Preschool 
Programme.   As she states on her introdcution, her aim is to research the way in which English is used into the Step 
by Step programme in particular preschools and to determine whether the priniciples of the programme are 
actually used when teachin English in these schools. 

She begins with a brief history of the programme.  She claims that a summary of each method will be included 
which it later in the thesis. Her intention then is to Compare the uses of the method in certain schools which  takes 
place in the practical section later in the thesis. 

  

On P. 8 there is a station from Open Society. I believe for the purposes of this theoretical section, to suppplement 
the overview of the issue, it would have been better if she commented on this quote along with others so as to fill 
out the purpose of including the comment there from a personal perspective as the author of the thesis as a type of 
critical analysis rather than simply filling an academic requirement. 

On P. 10 there are some principles listed in bullet-point form. I think as with the earlier quote, she could have 
provided some discussion to one or two of these principles  along with the following bullet points on the Framework 
Educational Programme for Pre-School Education. She gives a general comment but highlighting one or two of them 
would have addend more depth to the issue. 

On P. 13 I also think there could have been more analysis of the methods, (TPR, etc) rather than simply a 
description. I feel some analysis would have provided some more depth to the issues that she has brought up. As it 
is, even as an overview it reads as rather superficial without some specific commentary. Since she mentioned them 
she could have addend some positives or negatives and included more critical thinking. 

  

On P. 15 she could have commented on the quote by Krashen. There should have been more academic analysis. The 
way she decribes these methods is rather repetitive. I feel there could have been a variety in the use of language 
along with more depth. In short, I would have preferred more comparision and discussion. 

On p. 22 while she listes the quotes from the techers, I feel she could have given more commentary on them rather 
than just listing them as data. 

On  p. 26 she only describes the process of the learning day. While this is part of her aim, I feel that some more 
commentary on its meaning of the concepts and principles and some analysis and connecting it to the quote by the 
teacher would have given a sense of  wholeness to the  section. 

I feel she could have discussed these concepts in comparison to pedagogy and how it connects to the whole 
concept. 

On p. 27 and 28 she could have commented on the quotes by the teacher and by Swain. 

On p. 29 she offers some details of the school curriculum. The research was carried out though  the questionaires 
and personal interview. Through these interview she developed a synopsis of the day of teaching English in these 
two schools. She explains which methods are used and she studying the websites of these schools to find out which 
schools used the stated method. 

She found that 2 schools were found to teach Enlish and 7 preschools have extracurricular lessons using the 
WattsEnglish methodology. 

P.31 The schools implementing the method were given a questionaire and she analyzed the teaching environment, 
methods and approaches. She used proper research methods with open-ended and closed-ending questions and 
she analyzed the results of the questionaire in the practical section to provide a profile. 

On  p. 32 I think she could have commented on the quotes from the teacher. 

P. 34 I think she could have commented on the opinions of the teacher's quote 

P. 36-39 she  analyzes the questions and the results of the questionaire. This section is satisfactory and I was able to 
get a sense of the results of her work, 

P.47 she discusses honestly the limitations of her research. This should also be considered a valid part of the thesis 
since it shows that she is thinking critically about the results of her work. 

  

Overall, I feel the practical section had more depth than the theoretical section which could have used more depth 
and anlysis. I feel she should be given credit for her effort but it should also be made clear where the bachelor thesis 
could have been stronger. It is for this reason that I recommend a mark of 2(velmi dobry) to the committee. 

Craig Morgan M.A. 

12th May, 2016   Charles University, Prague 
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doporučuji nedoporučuji k obhajobě. 2

I would like to know why she did not comment more on the academic citations and the comments from the 
teachers.

12. 5. 2016

           Craig Morgan M. A.




