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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

	Thesis statement formulation 
	A
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F

	Sources and their utilization
	A
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F

	Methods of processing the research problem
	A
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F

	Level of analytical and interpretive components
	A
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F

	Formulation of conclusions and meeting the objectives
	A
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F

	Originality and vocational contribution
	A
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F

	Evaluation justification (strengths and weaknesses of thesis):
Sabína Solíková’s thesis is dedicated to the analysis of gender-bending discourse of drag queens on social platform TikTok. The aim is to track the ways in which gender identity is reflected in the narratives of selected drag queens with large audiences on TikTok. 
The thesis enters a socially-significant debate on the role and place of queer culture and discrimination of LGBTQIA+ people in various societies. TikTok, especially during the pandemic, has been acknowledged to have influence on the perceptions of sexuality and identity in, predominantly, Western society (see Smith 2023). The student’s thesis contributes to the study of such discourses by focusing on self-presentation and identities of selected highly popular drag queens. 
Unfortunately, the thesis has a number of weaknesses:
1. The first time the supervisor saw the full paper was when Sabína Solíková submitted it to the STAG system on 6 May 2024. Though in the first half of the academic year the student communicated and consulted with her advisor, in the second half of the year, Sabína disappeared from the horizon and the final result reflects the lack of guidance.
2. In the abstract, the student alludes to the so-called “practical part” of her thesis, which, in fact, is an analytical part. Keywords repeat “gender-bending” twice. 
3. The style of the presentation in thesis leans towards a lesser degree of formality than is typical of such papers: e.g., uses of contractions (e.g., it’s, doesn’t) and informal words and structures. 
4. The introduction fails to root the thesis in prior research and clearly explain what niche it tries to occupy. Additionally, Shiffrin et al. 2003 and Tannen 1996, mentioned in the thesis assignment, do not appear in the references. In other places references are missing: e.g., “However, some researchers revealed that listeners could categorize…” (p. 20). Who are these researchers?
5. The section on methodology fails to outline the methodology applied while analyzing the research material. It also does not explain how many videos were analyzed and why the period from March 2020 to February 2024 was chosen. Nothing is also said about the popularity of the drag queens and “audience interaction” with the videos. 
6. The lack of solid theoretical background and methodology unfortunately makes the analysis quite superficial. For instance, it is not clear what criteria are used to analyze the “content dynamics” of the creators and what statistics was collected based on the material (e.g., what is “numerous instances” (p. 26), or why the quality of videos is discussed with regard only to Monet X Change?). Some statements require illustrations with a detailed analysis: e.g., “she [Mulvaney] consistently present herself in a favorable light” (p. 27) or “many videos are filmed from a perspective…” (p. 35)– how many? Statistics and more detailed analysis of speech (not “facial gestures” (p. 28) or “her attire in drag” (p. 35)) is necessary in the sub-sections dedicated to the queens’ representations through speech: e.g., phonetic features, syntactic level, etc. 
7. The conclusions are also quite abstract: e.g., “she epitomizes the image of a celebrity” (p. 37), what does it mean?

8. Formatting of bibliography requires refining. I would recommend to separate primary and secondary sources.


	Questions to be answered by student:

1. How does the race influence self-presentation of the three drag queens you analyzed? 
2. Please, explain what “content dynamics” is. What discourse elements constitute “content dynamics”. 
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