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	Odůvodnění hodnocení práce:

The work contains impressive bibliography and I appreciate the detailed methodology description. However, there are numerous objections I must voice:
Abstract should be a single paragraph and indicate findings / results. 

Most discussion in chapter 2.1.1 is interesting but unrelated to the research topic, which does not focus on non-, bi- or transgender persons. 

The thesis author refers to the victims by generic “he” even though she acknowledges that majority of cyberbullying victims are females. 

Some parts of the thesis are written in excellent language but occasionally the language turns to be very poor, sometimes to the point of disabled understanding (e.g., p. 24, par. 3). 

The goal from the introduction (to analyse language) is not consistent with the goal stated in the methodology, p. 26 (to observe how Instagram language policy affected cyberbullying comments).

The weakest part of the thesis are the analyses: they are mostly the thesis author’s comments about the corpus items with a little bit of added context, but they lack depth and support. They are often only personal opinions of the thesis author. Sometimes the comments have been misunderstood (e.g., #35). What the work lacks is partial conclusions following each chapter. 
The conclusion chapter includes items not researched in the analysis, e.g., that bullied children have trust issues.

	Otázky k obhajobě:

Does cyberbullying only apply to comments about photos as indicated on p. 11? 
How does the Instagram language policy affect the cyberbullying comments?
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