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Slovní vyjádření k hodnocení bakalářské práce:
Despite a plethora of information, this BP only barely meets the requirements for EFL bachelor’s study. Firstly, the level of language often falls below C1, a fact which disrupts the text to the point at which it cannot be understood, e.g. this representative passage from page 26: “Frankenstein and Heathcliff are unique in their portrayal of God and the Devil. There are no special characters that would play a role of good and evil in the novels. The God and the Devil are hidden in the main protagonists themselves and in their feelings that corrupt them which is, in comparison with Dorian and Faust, quite unique.” (sic, 26) Major issues with grammar / vocab, punctuation, style, register and other problems make the text too often unreadable, e.g. the use Czech sentence structures and word order as well as inaccurate direct translations that create confusion in English, causing at least this reviewer to have to reread passages several times to decipher them.
Even attempting to discount the language usage, the points the BP author tries to make are, while at times ambitious, sometimes indistinct, with too many vague or unexplained abstractions like “double standards” (29), “good and evil” (throughout), “reach their personal lives” (30), “Due to the latter fact, the Faustian character does not usually carry the exact character typology which could serve as a model for creating Faustian figures; it is then more about the Faustian motif itself.” (sic, 37)  
Another fundamental problem is the overall lack of organization of the BP, e.g. some of the characteristics of the “typology” referred to in 2.1 are never referred to again in the analysis of the novels, e.g. “dark powers” (20), “comeback into the nature” (sic, 21) and “Renaissance person” (22). Especially in the analytical section the text flows from one (seemingly) unrelated point to another. 
One symptom of this disarray is the unclear chapter titles in the BP, e.g. a section tracing the Faust myth with a puzzling title containing the misused phrase “character development,” Chapter 3 “Comparative Analysis of the Main Characters” directly following the Faust summaries on the same page although the chapter content refers to the three analyzed Victorian novels, and 3.2 on “social status” which (despite the content being intriguing in and of itself, perhaps belonging in another essay) is never quite connected clearly to any aspect of Faust. Similarly, suddenly at the end of the BP on page 35 the “Lockean and Romantic view of man” is introduced, then just as quickly dropped with no elucidation.
[bookmark: _GoBack]The language level and confusing structure of the BP is a pity because the at least the beginnings of suitable research are apparent here, i.e. the use of diverse types of sources. Unfortunately this draft too often jumps back and forth among fundamentally unrelated aspects of quite dissimilar works, periods and genres. Finally, the results both in terms of language and especially in information can be accepted. The raw material is certainly here for continued research toward master’s studies.
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