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	Hodnocení A,B,C, D,E a F (nevyhovující)
	Poznámky

	1/ Cíl – záměr: vymezení
	D
	The author of the work mixes up method (comparative analysis) and objective – Gaiman’s appropriation of mythology.

	                         splnění
	E
	The outcome is truly a catalogue of characters but very little literary theory or literary history was used to achieve this objective. 

	2/ Argumentace (schopnost formulovat východiska a závěry, logická koherence, schopnost generalizace a konkretizace)
	D
	The work is mostly descriptive.  It examines identifies the mythological model and makes a few comments about the main literary characters and their role in the plot.

	3/ Znalost primární literatury 


	E
	As the work cites only one work by Gaiman, there is no evidence that the author of the work read anything more.

	4/  Znalost sekundární literatury (rozsah, adekvátnost)

	E
	As regards secondary literature, there has not truly been much academic criticism on this particular novel, and the author of the BA thesis deserves praise for getting the few books about Gaiman’s work which have been published in last ten years. However, as regards the general literature, the work has the unfortunate habit of working with one source of information for each respective section of mythology. The work also does not employ any literary theory relevant to the relation between character and plot.

	5/ Struktura práce (teoreticko-metodologický úvod, analyticko-interpretační část, závěr; členění práce na jednotlivé celky – účelnost, systematičnost, přehlednost)
	D
	The general structure is relatively well-ordered but the structure of individual parts and sections reveals haste and a lack of systematic order of the presentation of material.

The work also misses a chapter on theory, both on myth and its appropriation, and on literary character. There is more description than interpretation in the text.

	 6/ Samostatnost (schopnost odborné polemiky, kritický úsudek), originalita
	D
	Relatively independent because few sources on this topic are available. However, no polemic with the existing sources has been attempted as well as no critical assessment of artistic success or failure of Gaiman’s appropriation.

	7/ Formální úroveň (dodržování zvolené bibliografické normy)
	E
	In the text the bibliography standards are, in general, maintained. 
Shortcomings :

the first note reference should be a full reference, not the shortened one. In the introduction to Gaiman short stories should not be in italics.

In bibliography the book titles lack italics.

	8/ Jazyková a stylistická úroveň práce

	C
	Written in good fluent English but the style is rather too informal, it lacks the conceptual compactness of literary studies.

	9/ Conclusion
	C
	The main objective, the links between mythology and the literary characters, are treated here to vaguely.

	10/ Jazyková, stylistická a obsahová úroveň resumé
	D
	Too short.

	11/ Typografické provedení, úprava


	D
	The format is not by the departmental standards. Style should be “no spacing,” paragraphs should be indented (first-line indents).

	 Jiné

	
	


Comments:

The MA thesis meets the main part of its objective, to produce a catalogue of the main mythological characters in Gaiman’s novel; the other part, the analysis of the appropriation, is still waiting to be done. Otherwise the text is carefully referenced and offers a starting point for further analysis.

Questions:
Why is Loki killed by Laura? Why does Gaiman sometimes deviate from mythology? 
The book gathered a number of prizes but what were its reviews?

How should we explain the fact that Odin is both in America and in Island? What is the significance of returning the glass eye to him? What shall we make of the fuzzy ending of the novel?

Závěr: 

Výše zmíněnou bakalářskou  práci  připouštím k obhajobě a prozatím navrhuji ji hodnotit známkou D.
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