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Slovní vyjádření k hodnocení bakalářské práce:

The author has made some interesting points on her own, but generally throughout the paper the analysis is on quite a superficial level, with not enough academic sources being cited. Few clear overall arguments or patterns in the use of lies in Huck Finn are presented. For example, the contradiction of Christianity and slavery is stated on page 11, but never explored. Also some basic statements are made that are not demonstrated, e.g. “religion is a huge factor” in Huck Finn. (p. 9) and Jim and Huck have “Southern” accents, without giving examples of specific characteristics and assuming that all dialects in the American south are the same, and “the biggest liars and cheaters […] have decent wording and accents” without defining what this means or giving examples of differences. Along similar lines, on page 11-12 it is pointed out that the book contains “many other passages” that show “the impossibility for a human to maintain and live by” the rules of the Bible, but no specific examples are given of these conflicts.
Language: acceptable, but the style of the paper is often a bit too informal for an academic work. The prose is also sometimes a bit unclear, e.g. that Huck “doesn’t really believe in” Moses. (p.8); “Not stating that it’s impossible because Twain did include the character of Jim …” (p.12); “fill the lie.” (p.34) Another example of the lack of clarity is how the connection of the “American Journal of Psychology” (p.18) to the citation in Huck Finn is alluded to but never really made; again the association is too general have significance. Minor punctuation problems leading to confusion of meaning can also be found throughout the paper, e.g. some confusion and mistakes with commas (e.g. abstract, p.12) and quotation marks (e.g. p.1. p. 2, p. 26, p. 35); run-on sentences and comma splices (p.14). There are a few instances of the improper use of long quotes when paraphrasing would have been suitable. (e.g. p.7)

The text seems to sometimes jump from one dissimilar point to another, with no overall cohesion, in part 4. Furthermore, the conclusion is quite superficially drawn, likely stemming from the fact that there are few true arguments made in the paper that can be summed up, for example, the quote from Saxe on page 35 is again too general and not directly connected to the context. 
Finally, it seems like a page or two is missing at the beginning, for example the zásady and the basic details about the student’s study program, vedoucí práce, etc. But if this is approved by the faculty and the department, I don’t have a problem with it.   
In closing, while here the shortcomings of the BP have been pointed out, the contents are at an acceptable level for a bachelor student.
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