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Slovní vyjádření k hodnocení bakalářské práce:

The introductory section giving an overview of the work of the Coen brothers is handled well; this basic information is necessary with this type of subject, whereas it might not be needed in a paper about a well known work of literature, for example. A tiny concern might be that this section does not directly relate enough to the overall theme of the BP.
The diverse, sometimes conflicting definitions of community in the literature e.g. by Hartl, MacMillan/ Chavis and Bartle have generally been presented clearly. In this section the sources are cited and combined in interesting ways, not just one source followed by another. The author of the BP avoids the trap of getting lost in the terminology and has shown a real understanding of the theoretical material he has chosen.
As for the main part of the paper, the author of the BP has used the concepts he has defined in the opening sections. One issue, however, is that the names of the theorists are not repeated in this section, so I found that I had to keep referring back to section 3 the match the concept being used to analyze the film with the appropriate theoretician. A related problem is that the theoretical concepts are not cited enough in section 4 (in fact there are hardly any citations at all). Put another way, it is clear that the concepts used in the analysis of the film have been defined in section 3, but a final step could have been (at least to a limited extent) to reiterate the origin of the concepts in section 4. On the other hand, this lack of citation shows that the author of the BP has truly made these theoretical concepts his own and felt comfortable enough with them to use them as tools in his own analysis. 
As a whole the BP meets the level of research, insight and analysis which could be expected from a bachelor’s student. The language is also at a very high level, although a few times the register is a bit informal for an academic paper. There are also a number of errors (“playing bowling” p. 30, 33; minor comma errors in relative clauses, e.g. “It is very different … on television where ….” p. 40.) 
Návrh otázek a podnětů pro diskusi při obhajobě:

See above.
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