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Slovní vyjádření k hodnocení bakalářské práce:

The first 3 chapters contain a lot of interesting facts about Hemingway’s life, writing style, historical and cultural context and A Farewell to Arms. But these sections, which contain 12 pages, do not really relate enough directly to the topic of “Survival of Civilians.” Then, Chapter 5 – Civilians in War Conflicts, which should be the theoretical part, also has fine information, but it is only 4 pages long. There is some exploration of survival (physical, psychological), but more would be better as a basis for analysis. For example how far will civilians go to survive and how does this affect them? Or what are possible definitions of “bravery” and “cowardice” in the context of war? Other depictions in novels of the period?
The next chapter on “Survival of Civilians in Hemingway’s Works” is probably the strongest part of the paper. This section attempts to explore the kinds of questions mentioned above. But one problem is that the theory that has been (briefly) introduced in the previous chapter is not used enough (e.g. cited directly) as a tool for analysis. Also one guideline in the zásady - “other important fictional and nonfiction descriptions of civilian life during war should be highlighted” – was not followed. Thus the possibility is lost to compare Hemingway’s portrayal of civilians during wartime with depictions of his contemporaries writing fiction in English at the same time and even about the same war (e.g. Dos Passos, Orwell). 
But the main problem is that in the second half of the BP there are not enough secondary sources used - mainly Hemingway’s works are cited. So, as alluded to earlier, not enough of the theoretical questions or themes are used in the analysis. This leads to a rather superficial, sometimes unclear or repetitive analysis, e.g. “However, the pursuit of happiness is finally paid for at a high price.” p. 33; and in the Conclusion on p. 33-35.
Also there are some problems with language throughout the paper (e.g. “Regarding of these principles …” p. 3; E. H. “was decorated The Silver Medal …” p. 5.; “When we heard a word war …” “At some cases …” p. 15; “From the survival’s point of view” p. 23; “it could not be even worse” p. 28). Also the register used is sometimes too informal for an academic paper, e.g. “… Catherine Barkley who, as you are going to find out, went through the same troubles …” p.  8.; “They want to get rid of war …” p. 19; “man up” p.24; “As you have definitely noticed in the title of this subchapter …” p.27; “he is getting teased” p. 30. 

A future research direction would be to dig deeper into the literary and other theory regarding issues of survival during wars of the early 20th century. For now, this paper meets the requirements for a bachelor’s thesis.
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