Posudek na diplomovou práci Vladimíry Fonfárové Victimization and survival in Margaret Atwood’s Surfacing, The Handmaid’s Tale and Cat’s Eye

This MA thesis offers a thematic study of three novels by Margaret Atwood, a renown contemporary Canadian writer. It uses Atwood’s own theory of Canadian literature, formulated in her essayistic book The Survival. Fonfárová has chosen the central theme of Atwood’s book, the survival, classified by Atwood into four types, and applied these types of survival to the three selected novels. Atwood’s classification of types of survival is complemented by the trickster archetype theory (Paul Radin) and by Sharon Wilson’s explication of the significance of sight and light imagery.

In the introduction Fonfárová declared two main objectives: to classify the main characters with respect to their status of victim and their struggle for survival, and to “explore the strategies” of their survival. The survival thus becomes closely linked with the discourse of victimization. She has managed to meet her objectives fairly well.

The MA thesis is divided into four chapters. The first chapter prepares the theoretical background, each of the following chapters deals respectively with one novel. The structure is clear and well-organized, each chapter is divided into two subchapters, the first always dealing with the classification and discussion of the victim position, the second with the strategies of survival. It was a good choice because it gives the paper a consistency of method.


The first chapter offers the theoretical background. Fonfárová outlines Atwood’s classification of survival and victimization in a clear manner and complements her theoretical framework with Paul Radin’s trickster theory and details the third, not exactly theoretical source, Sharon Wilson’s discussion of the role of vision in Atwood’s novels. The key concepts are well defined and well established.

The application of the concepts is done with great competence. The analyses are lucid, intelligent, correct, arguments well supported. I like especially the analysis of character transformation, which is finely linked with the epistemological problems of seeing and true vision.

The list of used literature is adequate. The standard of MLA bibliogrpahy norm is maintained correctly, with only few minor mistakes („ed. Al“ instead of et al, p.68, or commas before a bracket in some notes – see note 5, 23).


The text is written in good English, without any noticable mistakes. Also the Czech summary is in good Czech, succintly summarizing objectives and results of the diploma work.
Critical objections:


The conclusion could be sharper, it should be more specific about the development of the categories because this could be an important contribution of the work. 


The paper lacks a more extensive and systematic  mapping of the treatment of the topic, some kind of survey of Atwood criticism, related to the issue of survival and trickster. It ends up saying that the concepts develop and their treatment becoming more complex.


The items in the works cited should not separeted by such a large space.

A question: Is Atwood’s typology of survival applicable to American literature?
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