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Praci predlozil(a) student(ka) / Student presenting the work: Jaroslav Marek

Nazev prace / Title of the work:Famous English and American Lexicologists

Oponoval / Acting as opponent: David Franklin

1. CIL PRACE (uved'te, do jaké miry byl napinén) / AIM OF THE WORK (indicate to what degree it was
fulfilled):

Cilem prace bylo poskytnout ptehled hlavnich britskych a americkych lexikologh a jejich vliv na Prazsky
lingvisticky krouzek (Prague Linguistic Circle). Cil prace byl velmi dobfe naplnén.

The goal is to summarize the work of important British and American Lexicologists and their influence on the
Prague Linguistic Circle. The goal was fulfilled very well.

2. OBSAHOVE ZPRACOVANI (naroc¢nost, tviir¢i pristup, proporcionalita teoretické a vlastni priace,
vhodnost priloh apod.) / TREATMENT OF THE CONTENT (exactingness, creative approach, proportion of
theoretical and individual work, appropriateness of the appendices, etc.):

Zpracovani obsahu bylo dikladné a jasné. Prace nenf typicky rozdélana do dvou ¢4sti (teoretickd a vlastni), coZ by se
hodilo jen v pripadé, kdyby bylo hlavnim tématem déjepisectvi (historiografie), coZ v tomto pifpadé neni. Prilohy
znacné obohacuji predloZenou praci.

The content was treated throroughly and clearly. Although the thesis is not divided into two parts (theoretical and
practical application) as is usual, that would only be appropriate if the main theme were historiography, which in this
case 1t is not. The appendices enrich the thesis greatly.

3. FORMALNI UPRAVA (Jazykovy projev, spravnost citace a odkazii na literaturu, graficka tprava,
prehlednost ¢lenéni kapitol, kvalita tabulek, grafii a pfiloh apod.) / FORMAL TOUCHES (linguistic expression,

correctness of citations and references to publications, graphic layout, clarity of the chapter structure, quality of
tables, graphs, appendices etc.):

Prace byla napséna dobrym akademickym stylem. Jazykovy projev autora je na velmi dobré trovni. Obsah a
informace byly dobie uspofddany. Text je ¢lenén logicky do nékolika kapitol a podkapitol. Formaln{ dprava, citace,
odkazy na literaturu atd. byly zpracované velmi dobfe. Mal4 vyjimka je, Ze v bibliografii student pouZil interpunkce
»puntiky* spiSe neZ odsddeni radku.

The student wrote in good academic style. The level of English is quite good. The content and information was well-
organized. The division of the text into chapters and subchapters was executed logically. The formal aspects,

references and citations etc. were treated very well. A small exception is that bullets rather than outdenting are used
in the bibliography.

4. STRUCNY KOMENTAR HODNOTITELE (celkov§ dojem z diplomové préce, silné a slabé stranky,

originalita mySlenek apod.) / BRIEF COMMENTS BY THE EVALUATOR (overall impression of the diploma
thesis, strong and weak points, originality of thought etc.):

Prace je velmi silnd. Student provedl vyzkum znaéného rozsahu. Je zjevné, Ze student dobfe pochopil zdroje a
literaturu. Peclivé proSetfil velké mnoZstvi informaci a byl schopny rozlisit vhodné zdroje a pfislu$né informace

v dané oblasti. Prace nenf vyjime&né originalni ale je uvedeno v dvodu, e cil prace je poskynout déjepisny prehled.
Nicméné€, student by mohl vyslovit par svych n4zort.

The thesis is very strong. The student carried out a significant quantity of research. It is evident that the student
understood the sources and literature well. He carefully sifted through a large quanity of information and was able to



distinguish suitable sources and relevant information in the area. The thesis is not exceptionally original, but it is
stated in the introduction that the purpose is to give a historical overview. Nonetheless, the student could have
expressed some of his opinions.

5.0TAZKY A PRIPOMINKY DOPORUCENE K BLIZSIMU VYSVETLENI PRI OBHAJOBE (jedna az
tri) / QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS RECOMMENDED FOR DETAILED EXPLANATION DURING THE
DEFENSE (1 to 3):

1. Myslite, ze pojem fonému od Daniela Jonesa (str. 21-23) plati ve vSech pfipadech? Zminil jste, Ze existuje zmatek
v Jonese teorii. Myslite, Ze sloZitost obmén mluvenych jazyki je tak velkd aby Jonestv systém nebyl schopny ji roztfidit a
analyzovat?

Do you think Daniel Jones’ concept of phonemes (pp. 21-23) is valid in all cases? You mention that there was
confusion in Jones’ theory. Do you think that the complexity of variation in spoken languages is beyond the ability
of Jones’ system to classify and analayze?

2. Je to mozné zjistit platnost Sapir-Whorfovy hypotézy empirickym vyzkumem? Udélél nékdo takovy vyzkum?

[s 1t possible to measure the validity of the Sapir-Whorf hypothesis through empirical research? Has anyone done
such research?

6. NAVRHOVANA ZNAMKA (vyborné, velmi dobie, dobfe, nevyhovél) /
RECOMMENDED MARK (excellent, very good, good, insufficient):

1 — vyborné

/

Datum/Date: /7. { ), Podpis / signature: UK/L/
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Pozn.: Pfi nedostatku mista pouZijte zadni stranu nebo priloZeny list.

N.B.: In case of lack of space, use the back of the paper or additional pages.



