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Slovní vyjádření k hodnocení bakalářské práce:

In chapter 1 the historocultural background is presented well, although the last paragraph on page 4 referring to the Great Depression seems to come out of nowhere. In 1.1 the Harlem Renaissance is introduced thoroughly and placed in contrast to “old fashioned” black culture, for example that of writers like Dunbar and B. T. Washington. In retrospect maybe more background about the poetry of the period might have been helpful, but to be fair this was not in the BP guidelines (zásady). 
The biographical background of Hughes along with an overview of his works is a bit longer that is usual for a BP, but with such a long career this is perhaps inevitable. Especially interesting is how Hughes is presented as describing his balancing act between high brow and “low down” on pages 12-14. This is a key implication lying in the background in the discussions of jazz and literature that follow in the sections analyzing the two poems. Perhaps this tension between literary and musical aspects could have been made a bit more explicit in succeeding chapters.
Chapter 3 serves as a coherent synopsis of the way jazz will be considered in the BP. It begins with a general introduction to jazz, then refers more particularly to jazz of the ‘20s and ‘30s, and finally moves even more specifically to the New York jazz that Hughes was listening to at the time. Again, the topic is not dealt with superficially; the author has shown her research and knowledge of the period and the genres involved, including how different groups of African Americans saw the music in dissimilar ways. The chapter ends with 3.4, which features an overview of jazz and American literature. Subchapter 3.4.1, defines jazz poetry succinctly. 
To me, the analytical chapters suffer in comparison to the theoretical section. In 4.1 and 4.2 the author analyses two of Hughes’ poems of the period. After what may be considered an overview of standard literary features like persona, structure and figures, the author of the BP comes to themes and motifs of jazz in the two poems. Here is where some of the information from earlier chapters could have been applied more closely to the texts. While standard literary features of the poems like “internal and end rhyme, alliteration, consonance, and assonance” (p.29) were noted, often not enough specific examples of these were shown. And I was a bit disappointed that more formal musical qualities of the two poems were not explored. A bit more close text analysis, particularly direct explications of musical devices employed would have been provided more insights.
Throughout the work the sources are cited coherently and creatively. On almost every page several works are mentioned, often with complimentary facts and opinions presented. In terms of language, in spite of a couple minor problems, overall the level of English is very high for an ESL bachelor’s thesis, both in terms of grammar / vocabulary accuracy and style. Finally, the author must also be complimented on her “resumé” in Czech. This section is longer and contains much more informational detail than is the norm. The appendices with the glossary and images was also a good idea. 
In my opinion this BP definitely meets the standards which can be expected for bachelor’s level work. I am happy to recommend that the work be accepted.
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