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	Odůvodnění hodnocení práce:

The work consists of two qualitatively different parts. The theory is well-structured, well-explained, and clear. It is the analytical part that makes me evaluate the thesis with an overall E. 
Language-wise, the work is tense-inconsistent, mingling tenses without reasons within sentences and paragraphs. The confusion develops further with the wrong usage of words, e.g., distention instead of distinction (p. 10), convention instead of conversion (p. 11), or thou instead of through (p. 14). The analytical part is weak, with only 15 thousand characters of the actual analyses and conclusions (the overall minimum limit for the whole thesis is 55 thousand, which intuitively determines the analytical segment to be approximately 25-27 thousand characters long in the minimum scale). The character count is not problematic at first sight, as the analyses in this work contain a staggering amount of raw data (over 27 thousand characters) included in the analysis. That means the analysis is almost two-thirds data and one-third their description and analysis. The tables with data cannot be considered a productive part of the analysis. The analysis is shallow, mechanical, not including any attempt to, for example, map the major sources of borrowing or discuss vocabulary items adapted/non-adapted to the rules of English spelling. The conclusions contain claims which cannot be derived from the data presented. 


	Otázky k obhajobě:
Clarify the sentence from p. 14: “The amount of data in the first cycle can differ but should be the same in the second one.” Also clarify the sentence following the quoted one in your thesis. That will illuminate some of your methodological procedures. 
To make your visuals, e.g., Fig. 14, more sensible, how would you update them so that out of 15 categories, eight categories do not have zero values, i.e., in the scientific sense, they are non-existent? 
In your justification of prevalence of certain codes you claim the category of health was less frequent than in the past. How do you know that? 
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