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	Odůvodnění hodnocení práce:

Student does not use italics to differentiate examples from the text, which makes it hard to read.
There are numerous signs of very hasty work with no proofreading: a new paragraph begins in the middle of sentence; some sentences are unfinished – just end in the middle of nowhere; in-text references begin with a parenthesis and a surname and that is all. The whole theoretical part shows many symptoms of haste or ignorance in formulations, e.g., p. 16 with the area of ordinary everyday communication, with everyday communication, … also referred to as a simply communicative style, simply communicative style. The whole Ch. 2.1.2 is one sentence (9 lines). 
Work with sources is generally very poor and the citation norm is broken whenever possible.
An interesting issue arises with using Mistrík 1997. On p. 19 the author refers to him when exemplifying English forms “gonna” from “going to” and some more. Does Mistrík really illustrate stylistic features with English examples? 

Chapters where translation from CZ/SVK was required show obviously poor handling of language. 

The theoretical part has strange structure: two linguistic chapters (on syntax and style), are followed by a methodological one (experiment) and another linguistic chapter (on discourse) follows. 

The most serious issue of this thesis is the insufficiency of analytical work. Your analysis covers three short paragraphs, half of one containing quotes from the student stories.

	Otázky k obhajobě:

On p. 19 you refer to Mistrík arguing that colloquial style is marked by frequent tense changes. In which language is this true? 

Give more details on your subjects, on the psychological training some of them received and on the technique of making the recordings.  

The analytical part of your thesis is insufficient. Comment on your analysis and explain the reasons. What do you believe needs to be done differently to fulfil the aims?
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