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Celkové zhodnoceni prace (véetné kritickych vyhrad):

To be honest, even if for various reasons I became the supervisor of this thesis, this subject is not my field
of expertise. Thus, I was/am truly not the best judge of its originality, contribution to the field of linguistics,
or overall competence.

Much more weight should be given to an expert, so, please see the opponent's (Dr. Poesova's) review.

To be positive, Mr. Matousek worked diligently on this project and with little guidance. He worked quickly
and efficiently.

Part of the blame lies on me as supervisor as I could not help him with more advice.

By going through Dr. Poesova's comments carefully -- this thesis can be improved. She has also graciously
offered her time for consultation.
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See Dr. Poésova's questions and comments.

Prici timto () doporutuji (e) nedoporutuji k obhajobg.”
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% Vysledna zndmka zahrnuje hodnoceni posudku vedouciho préce, hodnoceni posudku oponenta a hodnoceni vykonu
studenta v priibéhu obhajoby.




