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Slovní vyjádření k hodnocení bakalářské práce:

First of all, the term “dark secrets” is never defined, thus it is not clear what the overall research goal of the paper is. What is a “light” or “bright” secret, for example? Similarly in a few cases other fundamental terms are never clearly defined, so some sections and subsections of the BP lack focus, e.g. 2.2 (“responsibility”) and 3.3 (“[moral] lesson from the play”).  

Another problem is there is not enough literary or historical context presented in the BP to place the works discussed in a specific period. No other British plays of the era, for example are mentioned, neither in comparison nor contrast. For example, as is briefly alluded to in the Introduction, why was Dangerous Corner “nearly taken off after three days”? (p.1) The “class structures” and “three class systems” (vital aspects of Priestly’s plays) are mentioned in the Introduction, then never dealt with again in a significant manner in the paper. In this respect more specific citations of academic sources should have been used; too many popular reviews of productions and non-academic sources such as blogs are referenced.
On every page basic language, punctuation and usage problems at times make the paper hard to understand: “cast” (p.1); “this play perfectly corresponds to the pre-war period” (p.1); “themes, which occur here” (p.2); “story scarcely related by Owen” (p.8); “as well as act she confesses” (p.13); “the arrival of Inspector […] “visit in such late hours” (p.18); “Another immoral behaviour that also had bad impact”, “sins that present her conduct” (p.28). Throughout the paper there are too many other kinds of basic mistakes to mention here, e.g. unnecessary capitalization (“War” p.1; Time p.2); “the ‘afflicted mankind’” (p.4); “The musical cigarette box, as it has been mentioned, plays …” (p.5); articles: “with very positive meaning”, “the contrast of happiness and tragic event” (p.5); “readers […] get to know the whole story” (p.8); “the reasons, why …” (p.37).
Plot elements and authorial intention are referred to in past tense, or bounce back and forth unclearly between past and present: “The aspect of responsibility was essential in Dangerous Corner and Priestly used the personal responsibility that he saw (?) as the basis of all social contracts (?) here.” (p.6). This also leads to difficulty in understanding what the author is trying to say.
In general, however, the work communicates enough information to meet the standards of a bachelor studies work.
Návrh otázek a podnětů pro diskusi při obhajobě:

See above.
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