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	Structure

	Outline and division
	A
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F

	Language level
	A
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F

	Formatting (citations, presentation)
	A
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F

	Content

	Sources and their utilization
	A
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F

	Thesis statement formulation
	A
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F

	Methodology of analytical part (goals, methods, research type, sample, etc.)
	A
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F

	Data analysis and meeting the goals
	A
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F

	Data interpretation and conclusions
	A
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F

	Vocational contribution, practical relevance
	A
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F

	Cooperation with supervisor
	A
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F

	Evaluation justification (strengths and weaknesses of thesis):
Theoretical part seems relatively solid, but apparently without the time to study the sources properly. 

The hypothesis is somewhat weakly set out and argued - and even more weakly "defended/proved" in the analytical section. Practical part as a whole misses deeper analysis, more comments in greater detail and in-depth textual analysis appended directly to the sites the author selected. The main weakness of the thesis, however, is the low number of the chosen samples.
The Conclusion itself does not actually conclude what was said before, new ideas are given here, which is not a standard way of writing such texts. The presentation is another weakness of the thesis – missing title page, format of Bibliography, lack of consistency in capitalization, using articles, and many others.
All in all, the thesis apparently is a hasty work; unfortunately, the student has not used his potential. Nevertheless, I recommend the thesis to be defended.


	Questions to be answered by student:

1. How many samples have you analysed for each type of text?  
2. What roles do Diction and Syntax play in Web 2.0 texts in English and how do you assess their current and future importance?

3. What is the relevance of Diction and Syntax for the Semantic Web and why?

4. What conclusions can be drawn from your research study and who will benefit from the results?


	Overall mark*
	A
	B
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	D
	E
	F
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