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	Evaluation justification (strengths and weaknesses of thesis):
Strengths
1. The thesis applies the methods of Cognitive Linguistics to the analysis of political speeches, initiated and developed by J. Charteris-Black and G. Lakoff. Such study of mental representation of information in highly persuasive discourse can help to understand success and failures of political campaigns and leaders (see G. Lakoff). 

2. The choice of research material was quite adequate as the student analysed recent political discourse. The speeches are analysed in a fairly detailed way with regard to metaphorics underlying the political rhetoric. 
3. The student used a variety of sources and her bibliography is quite representative containing the most recent publications as well as some classics. 
4. The analysis is based not only on the carefully selected verbal material, but also on extra-linguistic context underlying the rhetoric of the politician. 

Weaknesses

1. The introduction and conclusions require more attention. It is recommended to follow CARS model for the introductions. Additionally, the introduction fails to set the research question and tasks that the student is trying to fulfil. The conclusion, on the other hand, is somewhat superficial and lacks analytical approach. 
2. Though, in general, the language proficiency is not bad, parts of the text were not carefully proofread. E.g.: “Obama used propaganda try to deliver true information” (p. 47). Parts of the text also lack cohesion or even coherence. 

3. Subchapter 4 requires more elaboration with regard to what steps the student has taken during selection of the material and analysed fragments, how the CMT analysis works and so on. 
4. Though some examples given by the student are analysed in much detail, others are left for the readers to make their own conclusions. In addition, statistical data would have given the reader ideas about how frequent some metaphors are. 

	Questions to be answered by student:

1. In your opinion, whose speeches were more persuasive? Why? 
2. How can understanding of conceptual structures help common people avoid being manipulated by the politicians? 
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