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6. Připomínky a otázky k obhajobě:  

The topic is an interesting one and I enjoyed revisiting territory that I remember well from my history classes at school. You have followed a broadly chronological path and the result of that is that your work gives an impression of clear and logical progression. I am pleased to see that you do not stop at the convenient point of 1603 but continue well into the 16th century and follow up the longer-term consequences of events that started to happen in the early 15th century.
You have used quite a good range of sources, for the most part appropriately, and it is pleasing to see that at some points there is evidence of your ability to synthesise these well, for example at the top of p. 24, when you contrast two different authors. However, although much of what you write about is clearly derived from your reading around the subject, it is not always made clear where you have gained your information from. For instance, there is only one reference on the whole of p. 18 and two on p. 21.

Probably the weakest area of your work, though, is your language. While it is broadly appropriate in style, the whole work is shot through with errors of various kinds, including the misuse of words (e.g. ‘except’ on p. 9 and p. 10, ‘possibility’ on p. 9, ‘refused/refusal’ on pp. 16, 23, and 30, and ‘despite’ on p. 23), problems with articles and relative clauses, and Czenglish structures and awkward phrasing which sometimes made it quite hard to follow your intended meanings; I would appreciate if you could explain what is meant by the examples below at the defence:

“lively commented in pubs” (p. 9)

“the suspense between him and the Rome” (p. 11)

“Henry’s disability of having sons” (p. 11)

“won over the Spanish Armada” (footnote 14, p. 16)

“it was a large battle of Solway Moss” (p. 19)

“the allowance to read the Scriptures in the tongue they understood” (p. 20)

“a provincial status of France” (p. 22)

“the large expenses of the two bishops wars” (p. 30)

Other questions I look forward to discussing with you are these:

1. On p. 12 you write that “Latourette (1975) adds, that the fact that touched the English patriotism even more was the Papal interference just in ecclestical affairs”; I would be grateful if you could clarify what you mean here.

2. On p. 13 you state that “Henry remained loyal to the Catholic teaching and did not stand up for the Protestants, who suffered as well as the Papists”; I would welcome an explanation of just what this suffering involved.
3. Again on p. 13, you write that “The Bibles were placed in every parish and could be read by all who wished”; what level of literacy do you thnk there was at this time and just how many people were able to profit from this?

4. On p. 30 you write that “The famous Long Partiament decided to murder the archbishop”; which archbishop are you referring to? What were the objections of the Parliament to him? And how appropriate is the word ‘murder’?
Závěr:

Práce  je doporučena k obhajobě.
[image: image1.jpg]



Navržený klasifikační stupeň: C/D
V Olomouci dne 06/05/2012
