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The jumping-off point for this thesis is that EFL teachers focus far more on the teaching of the 
three skills of speaking, listening and reading at the expense of the fourth skill, writing. From 
experience, the author of this review (and advisor ofthe thesis) knows this to be very much the 
case and thus he believes this thesis, and more like it, are sorely needed. 

Ms. Schneidrova's work is clearly and simply divided into theoretical and practical sections. 

Briefly, the theoretical section deals with the idea of using writing activities in English classes 
for adults and young adults at elementary to intermediate levels and how these activities 
contribute to the students' improvement. The practical section contains twenty found writing 
activities that can be used in English lessons . 

. 
This thesis is a straight-forward and logical read. Ms. Schneidrova states what she wants to do 
and follows through (for the most part at least). 

The criticism the author of this review has deals with the practical part of the thesis. Ms. 
Schneidrova states high goals for the thesis that she wishes to inspire other teachers and that it 
can also be a handbook of sorts for teachers who wish to have more writing activities in their 
classes. To this aim the practical part of the thesis has a list of twenty activities and says that it 
will show the effect of these activities on the targeted students. 

However, not enough testing was done on the chosen activities and not all of the activities were 
tested. Although the practical section presents a list oftwenty activities, the thesis contains far 
fewer actually classroom tested activities. Each one of the activities should have been tested if 
included in the thesis at all because to be honest there are many, many possible writing 
activities in existence even if they are not used very often. Furthermore, more than only one 
teacher (i.e., Ms. Schneidrova) could have tried out the activities and given their feedback - what 
works for one teacher may not work for another teacher - and the reasons for the discrepancies 
could have been enlightening. 

Ms. Schneidrova claims the activities were collected from May 2006 to March 2007 and they 
were utilized in her classrooms from September 2006 to March 2007. This isn't a terribly long 
research/assessment period (although acceptable enough, of course, when dealing with a 
Master's thesis.) 

In her defence, Ms. Schneidrova went through two advisors before her present advisor and the 
thesis in the end was put together and written very quickly and this is probably the main 
contribution to this central problem, i.e., the research done and the practical application. 

In her conclusion Ms. Schneidrova writes: "Part of this aim was to try ten of these activities in 
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my own classes so that I can experience them and comment on them in terms of their 
realisation...However, I did not succeed in trying the ten activities in my classes as I had 
planned. I managed to carry out only eight of them. The reasons for not meeting this plan lie in 
the fact that I had to follow the syllabi given by the institutions I teach for." 

Why did she only want to try ten activities if she had twenty? And why does she blame the 
schools she works for? Not the best of excuses here for ways around this situation could 
surely have been found. 

There isn't really a problem with the theory and analysis here - just a lack of actual research, 
and thus, the thesis promises more than it delivers. 

Overall though, as mentioned before, quite good ideas and a welcome contribution to the EFL 
field. 
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