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7. Připomínky a otázky k obhajobě:  

I have really enjoyed this analysis of two different works of literature – Spiegelmanʼs graphic novels Maus I and II and Kosinskiʼs novel The Painted Bird – that share the theme of trauma related to the Holocaust and the use of animal imagery. The thesis meaningfully combines literary studies with relevant insights from psychology. 
The theoretical part opens with the two writers’ biographies which are followed by a detailed literature review on trauma, posttraumatic stress disorder and their treatment. This part shows the author’s thorough study of psychology and the amount and variety of sources by far exceed the minimum number of sources required for a M.A. thesis. The final chapters consider not only writing as therapy, but also more specifically comic book art therapy. 
The practical part smoothly continues with a detailed analysis of Maus of which I have particularly appreciated the perceptive subchapter on the graphic component of the text. As explained in the introduction, more space is devoted to Maus because the images add other levels of meaning to the text. As both Maus I and II are the subject of the thesis, the analysis aptly concludes that the second book extends the mouse metaphor into a more inclusive criterion of victimisation rather than limiting it to the Jews as the victims of the Holocaust (p. 46). The part continues with a close reading of The Painted Bird which stresses that by describing the violence committed by the Poles on the Jews, the novel points out that the Nazis were not the only victims of the Holocaust (p. 60). The part closes with detailed lesson plans that suggest creative ways of using both texts in the classroom. 
Overall, the thesis meets all the criteria for academic style, and both grammatical and typographical errors are rather rare. However, you seem to claim that The Painted Bird was first published in 1981, which is the year of publication of the copy you have read rather than the year of the first publication of the novel which is 1965 (p. 9 and onwards). 
Thus, my only question concerns the critical reception of The Painted Bird. You only mention its negative reception in Poland, but what about elsewhere? Has it changed or developed since 1965? Could you perhaps compare/contrast it with the reception of Maus? 
Závěr:
Práce je/není doporučena k obhajobě.
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