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	Odůvodnění hodnocení práce (silné a slabé stránky práce):

Structure: Well-structured and thematically blocked out. Unfortunately, this work does NOT MEET the minimum formal requirement of 30+ pages and 54,000 characters (-1,500).

Language: The student`s English – where it appears, can be clearly adduced - and is highly idiosyncratic.

Formal aspects: Citations etc. Are in compliance with set departmental norms (TURABIAN, CMS).

Literary resources and bibliography: A good balance of reasonably recent sources. The question arises whether they were really consulted diligently. For instance: Ngui, wa Th’iongo - not used, cited, quoted at all in the document.
Methodology and data analysis: This is not really addressed, nor exploited. The one table (in: 1.9.3 The multilingual society since 1994) IS commented on and extrapolated to some degree. More could have been done in this regard. No comparative analysis of the role of English in other African states` cultural, economic, educational, governmental, judicial, sociological or technological spheres; nor is there a breakdown into the “Pre-”, “Colonial” and “Post-Colonial” eras and the varying impacts and influences these had. There is no practical analysis, nor concrete outcomes related to the objectives set, or the impact of these aims on the indigenous (native) cultures. 

Objectives – While this topic is very broad, the chosen aspect could have been covered fully in just 36 pages. The approach takes a somewhat scattershot historical and socio-cultural linguistic approach, including Social Darwinism (1/2 page). The basic premise that (2nd) language acquisition affects one´s psyche, behaviour and thinking is acceptable but not fully developed or argued. 

Content: The linking of English and Latin as socio-cultural tools for colonisation and administration is valid – but, a) insufficiently developed; b) Latin was only ever used in the North African/Mediterranean littoral. The real comparative would be Arabic ( 880 A.D. + spread through the Koran) in the Northern littoral, Eastern seaboard stretching down to Mozambique and inland to the eastern Congo equatorial forests and used for slavery, and trade in gold and other (semi)precious metals and gem-stones, ivory and hard woods like ebony, teak, ironwood, cedar, etc.; c) The precursor European colonial language in Africa was Portuguese – mainly limited to holdings on the coastal littorals all around the African continent (e.g. Cape Verde Islands, Angola, the Cape, Mozambique, Zanzibar, Mombasa).  Regular consultations, instead of being presented with a “fait accompli” might have helped. The strongest section (Part 2), is the reasonably well argumented and academically supported consideration of the use of a language and its influences on beliefs, behaviours and bonding/belonging.
The basic premise and “case-study” of English in South Africa is accorded insufficient weight and attention. More could have been done to use the materials chosen –the student`s “own voice/thoughts, opinions” are insufficiently heard or seen. The half-page Conclusion is a recapitulation of the structure and a summary. If only the student had compared, commented and expanded upon them. Their own opinion or understanding is a valid outcome and much more interesting.
Value and practical applications: The topic deserves attention and could provide a wealth of knowledge and a lifetime of work in this field – especially the writings of the anti-colonial Nkruhmah, Franz Fanon, and modern African writers´ works – e.g. Ngui, wa Th’iongo. Unfortunately, this work does little to further the field and one is left wondering if the student really was interested.
Recommendation: I recommend that this work be accepted for its rigorous defence.

	Otázky k obhajobě:

1. Contrast and compare the main uses of the two dominant “Colonial” languages as tools for the manipulation, governance and influence of the indigenous (native) populations; with a regard to their explicit and implicit intentions in Pre- and Post-Apartheid S.A.

2 . In your opinion, “Can language be used or continue to be used as a tool for influencing other cultures?” Justify your opinion.  
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