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	Evaluation justification (strengths and weaknesses of thesis):

Strengths:
1.  The paper addresses a highly debatable topic in modern linguistics: the status of the internet communication, which tends to embrace the features of both written and oral speech. The status of some morphosyntactic features of netspeak also requires theoretical objectivation. 

Weaknesses: 

1. The titles of the chapters are a bit misleading, e.g.: 2, 7 and 7.1.
2. There is a discrepancy between some terms that are used in the thesis. It’s not clear how emoticons are connected to the morphosyntactic features of the netspeak, and the student fails to explain it clearly and exemplify nicely in the text. Traditionally, emoticons as well as what the student sees as non-standard spelling (exaggerated pronunciation, capitalization and others) are viewed as a part of paragraphemics or paralanguage (Marvin 1995; Tykha 2016; Gorina 2015; Evans 2017). In their work, Lage and Diego (2013), refer what Ms Man’áková calls „exaggerated pronunciation” to phonetic deviations. 
3. The paper lacks theoretical background, and some books indicated in the Bibliography, such as Simpson (2014) are not quoted in the text. The student is obviously not familiar with a similar paper by Bayonle Olanisimi “The Morpho-Syntactic Analysis of the Language of Facebook Chatting”, available online. Throughout the text, Jaroslava mainly paraphrases the ideas of a limited number of the authors: mostly Biber, Conrad and Leech (2002), Urbanova and Oakland (2002) and Crystal (2007), whose work is not in the Bibliography. In addition, references are missing throughout the text: e.g., references to the source of the examples offered in Chapters 1-7. 
4. The student also seems to confuse the distinction between the subject matters of lexicology, phonology, morphology and syntax. It would have been a good idea to state in the text what is understood by morphosyntactic features specifically in the netspeak. 

5. The text of the thesis lacks coherence, and the student often leaves the reader guessing what is meant by this or that sentence, how the examples should be understood, or what they illustrate. 
6. The analytical part of the paper is very small compared to the theoretical one – only 9 pages. Chapter 9 also lacks some statistical data which AntConc, the student claims she used, usually provides. 

7. Since in the Methodology section the student claims to rely on Crystal (2001) and Biber, Conrad and Leech (2002), the question of the topicality of the paper remains open.  


	Questions to be answered by student:

1.  Why does the student see emoticons as a part of morphosyntactic features of the netspeak?
2. What makes Man’áková’s paper topical?
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