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Slovní vyjádření k hodnocení bakalářské práce:
The research question or goal is not clearly described in the Introduction. The author merely outlines the content of individual chapter.

Throughout the text there could be more comparison and analysis; there is too much simply rehashing certain historical events in Czechoslovak and American history of the chosen period. Some of the incidents described are not directly related to The Crucible, and events that were happening simultaneously in Czechoslovakia and America could have been compared and contrasted with each other.  Some of the information communicated is superfluous to the main theme of the paper, e.g. some of the details about the town of Salem and some of the biographical facts about Arthur Miller. 


In pages 17-26 The Crucible is not analyzed in enough depth; a chapter of such length should contain more analysis and less basic information about plot and characters. And again, the facts and opinions highlighted should have more of a direct relation to the central theme – associations with Czechoslovak show trials of the period.  

The term “witch hunt” is a metaphor; the term is not completely interchangeable with the activities of HUAC, yet is used literally in this way beginning on page 10. 

Some quotations and paraphrases are used unclearly; at times there is a lack of logical argument and coherent structure throughout the text. Some citations confusing or cannot be found in the bibliography, e.g. (Encyclopedia 462) on page 9.

The central theme of the paper – the comparison / contrast of The Crucible with Czechoslovak political trials of the 1950s – could have been dealt with in more depth; not only in just five pages (37-41).
Despite these problems, the level of information, analysis and language meets the standards for bachelor’s studies of English as a second language.

Návrh otázek a podnětů pro diskusi při obhajobě:

See above.
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