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	Odůvodnění hodnocení práce:
This bachelor’s thesis analyzes three YouTube interviews with victims of childhood sexual abuse using a critical discourse approach. It explores how each individual represents themselves, their abuser, and the traumatic events through linguistic choices shaped by power dynamics between the victim and the abuser, and identity. The study reveals varying narrative strategies influenced by each victim’s self-perception and emotional processing of trauma they had to go through.

Strengths:
· The thesis uses original and publicly accessible data from the “Soft White Underbelly” channel, offering a fresh and socially relevant case study.
· It applies key critical discourse concepts (e.g., activation/passivation, nomination, metaphor) to personal narratives of trauma.
· The thesis highlights the underrepresented perspective of male victims, addressing an important gap in public discourse.

Weaknesses:
· The thesis lacks coherence at times, with frequent issues in punctuation and grammar that occasionally hinder readability (e.g., “Grant began to described metaphorically” (p. 36) or “but he refused to help so Grant his mother was his primary caregiver whom he depended on despite the abuse” (p. 41), etc.).
· Key analytical terms are introduced without sufficient explanation, making it unclear how they were applied in practice (e.g., “appraisement” or “nomination” are mentioned without defining their criteria: “There are cases of appraisement when Seth talks about himself “I was a kid”” (p. 33) or “he often uses nomination “my mom”” (p. 40)). Also, there mistakes in the use of terminology: e.g., “Passivation is used when talking about the moments during the abuse where Seth felt powerless “I froze”” (p. 33). 
· The analysis is unevenly distributed, with Seth’s interview receiving significantly more attention and detail than those of Lisa and Grant, leaving gaps in understanding how long they spoke, what linguistic elements they preferred, etc.
· It is unclear how the interview data is segmented, as references to “sections” in the interviews are unclear, making it difficult to follow the structure of the analysis. 

	Otázky k obhajobě:
1. How has identification as “victims” or “survivors” influenced adult lives of the interviewees?
2. Whose classification of social actor presentation did you use? What are “appraisement”, “nomination”, “specification”, “passivation”?

	Práce byla zkontrolována systémem pro odhalování plagiátů Theses s výsledkem negativním/pozitivním. [footnoteRef:1]* [1: *   Zvolte odpovídající hodnocení. Výsledek negativní znamená, že systém Theses nenašel shodu s jinými pracemi a hodnocená práce tedy není plagiát.] 


	Celkové hodnocení[footnoteRef:2]*[footnoteRef:3]* [2: **  Výsledná známka není aritmetickým průměrem jednotlivých kritérií hodnocení práce.]  [3: ] 

	A
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F

	Datum: 8.5.2025
	[bookmark: _GoBack]Podpis: Shurma



