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Slovní vyjádření k hodnocení bakalářské práce:

To begin with, the theme itself is ill-defined and far too general; two of the keywords are identity and urbanization, but these concepts are barely mentioned at all, and, when so, almost never in connection with Alexie’s work. More specific tools and frames of analysis – for example identity or urbanization – were needed here to give the work structure. This is manifested in the lack of focus throughout the DP. Far too much space is spent simply describing historical events with absolutely no analysis, e.g. in chapters 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 11 and 12, in which Alexie is barely referred to at all, and when so it is just a paragraph or even one sentence. 
The view and even the definition of Native American here is superficial and uncritical, often merely repeating clichés about “poor Indians.” Bias is revealed in phrases like “pre-contact,” as if Natives did not exist before whites arrived to “make contact” with them. So instead of viewing Indians as “demons” as in some past time (the DP makes no attempt to define when this cultural construct changed or how these changes were manifested, for example in literature), the critical stance here is to portray them as merely victims, which is an equally one-dimensional view. A deeper analysis of Alexie’s work would have revealed some of the contradictions and nuances of Native identity (pride? anger? irony?) in the novels themselves and in late 20th and early 21st American society.
There are languages problems here too, with too many words and phrases being simply translated from Czech instead of written in academic English. This is unsuitable, especially at the master’s level.

Návrh otázek a podnětů pro diskusi při obhajobě:

See above.
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