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Slovní vyjádření k hodnocení bakalářské práce:

In 6 concise pages the author of the thesis has compared and combined sources nicely to explain the importance of Harlem, the divergent viewpoints of Washington and DuBois as well as give the literary, historical and cultural context of the place and period. Also the background biographical information on Johnson is handled succinctly in two pages (p. 10-11), although the long quote in page 11 should have been paraphrased and the information therein condensed.
The theoretical definitions of identity and the well-known split into what DuBois called “two-ness” is defined clearly and, again, economically in only a few pages. The examples of Czech/European and Czech/Romany are insightful comparisons by the author of the BP.
In the analysis of the novel itself, the author of the BP begin to examine questions of identity from the very beginning in his discussion of the significance of name and other appellations (“Narrator,” “Red Head,” “Shiny,” “nigger” p. 15-17). The moment of identity confusion described in the long quote on page 17 is well chosen and analyzed. In the following pages (17-20) questions related to the differences between recognition and understanding between African Americans and every other ethnic group as well as the black community’s isolation and the significance thereof are explored provocatively in an original way, as is the role of education in pages 21-23. Economic factors intertwined with life in the American South and in Europe are examined on pages 23-29. All of this is done clearly and to the point, finally defining how the Narrator comes to make his decision to “pass” as white at the end of the novel.

Going back to the beginning of the thesis, however, the author of the BP claims that the “struggle” for civil rights by African-Americans is “successfully finished.” (p.2) This is a judgment without exact definitions of what exactly is being referred to by “struggle.” In future drafts of the paper I would be careful about these kind of blanket statements. The good news is that the rest of the paper is precise and deals with concrete issues that the novel presents. 
Some basic language and format problems are in the BP, but none of them so serious as to disrupt meaning. Examples: articles throughout, e.g. no article used with time expressions like “20th century” (p. 1) and “1910s” (p.3); “the woman’s suffrage” (incorrect – p.3) and no article used with “majority” (p.5); the use of “or” in inclusive lists (as in Czech) when “and” should be used. (p.3, 4 and throughout); sometimes quotation marks used incorrectly with long, indented quotes (p.4); commas used inappropriately with some relative clauses (p.7); “finished the school” (p.8); perfect tenses used incorrectly with finished time expressions, e.g. “one person that has not been of black skin” (p.8) and “there have been a lot more Negro artists … Harlem Renaissance (p.9); comma splices, e.g. p.8. 

The conclusion is also a bit too short, only one paragraph. At least some of the many exact points that the author has presented through out his paper should have been reiterated. (On the other hand the Resumé in Czech at the end of the paper is comprehensive and thorough.)

The strengths of the thesis far outweigh the minor weaknesses pointed out here. The analysis is at a quality level in terms of detail and originality. It was a pleasure to read and review such a thorough work and the author of the BP is to be congratulated. 
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