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Posudek vedoucí na bakalářskou práci Michaely V á l k o v é 

“Developing the Image of the Virgin Queen: The Writings and Portraits of Queen Elizabeth I”  

 

 

 

The era of the reign of Elizabeth I has provided invaluable material for critical literary 

attention and has drawn the attention of generations of critics. Of interest lately has been, 

apart from the obvious canonical writers, also early modern self-fashioning and 

representation. The intriguing case of the figure of the Queen herself is the focus of the 

submitted thesis, more specifically the Queen’s rhetorical strategies in her speeches, letters 

and poems, and her visual presentation in portraits.  

 Ms Válková contextualizes her analysis by looking at the historical and biographical 

background, describing Tudor aesthetics and mentioning other literary and cultural traditions 

of the time. Her obvious starting point is also the so-called Tudor myth of how power ought to 

be structured (or, what Tillyard called the Elizabethan world picture). Yet, she is fully aware 

that in practice, power was not so coherently distributed. The Elizabethan state was in 

transition from a feudal to a bourgeois structure, and the aristocracy retained considerable 

power herself. Elizabeth could maintain her position only by manoeuvring and playing off 

noblemen against each other – and creating a powerful image of herself.  

 I appreciate the attention and care that went into the preparation of this thesis. The 

thesis is well-informed and works with many relevant texts spanning analyses of social, 

ideological, literary and artistic media. The chapters vary in depth and length of analysis but 

overall they provide sustained and well-argued case studies. At points, some passages seem to 

lose drive and energy (especially the last section on poetry), but this is only relative.  

Overall, I must say that Ms Válková’s thesis fully meets all requirements for a work 

on such level. It is written in correct academic style and very good English with some minor 



errors. (More to be lamented are therefore the imprecise and awkward formulations in the 

Czech abstract, where the influence of English is keenly felt.) 

 The following are some issues and questions that could be developed or 

answered during the thesis defence: 

1) If Elizabeth’s (self-)representation was “created as a mixture of … Tudor aesthetics 

and defying the contemporary gender expectations” there comes to mind the inevitable 

question of the degree of freedom Elizabeth had in “choosing” her self-image. Or, what is the 

balance of Tudor aesthetics and Elizabeth’s subversion of these? 

2) What is the relationship between symbol and emblem? Elizabeth is claimed to have 

transformed “an individual into a symbol” (page 8) by surrounding herself, in her portraits, 

with “emblematic objects” (page 6). Also, how does all this correspond to the prevalence of 

allegorical literary modes at the time (Gloriana in The Faerie Queene or Cynthia in Ben 

Jonson’s play Cynthia’s Revels etc.) 

3) On page 27: “E. M. W. Tillyard writes in The Elizabethan World Picture that in a 

sense, things got more abstract and more platonic [sic] in Early Modern England than in the 

Middle Ages.” What does this precisely mean? 

4) From the comparison of Italian and Tudor painting (on page 28) it seems that a) 

Tudor art is more traditional (to be read as unrealistic and interpreted through a series of 

associative steps) and b) very different and perhaps unique in the European context. Is that 

so? How do the portraits of Elizabeth I compare to other paintings of monarchs, or, e.g. da 

Vinci’s use of emblem (cp. his Lady with an Ermine)?  

 

 In light of the comments made above I recommend the thesis for defence with the 

preliminary evaluation of excellent to very good (VÝBORNĚ až VELMI DOBŘE). 

 

 

V Praze dne 26. 8. 2020   ……………………….. 

      PhDr. Soňa Nováková, CSc., M.A.  


