
Mr. Sedlák´s B. A. thesis – review written by the opponent 
 
      Mr. Sedlák´s intention to establish some deeper connections between W. E. B. 
DuBois and rap music is certainly very legitimate especially in our postmodern era 
that seeks to abolish the distinction between high and low culture, art and literature. 
The whole thesis aims to be provocative and challenging, and in many respects truly 
is – see e. g. its excellent passages on education, religion, etc. Yet the role of the 
opponent is, I believe, to point out what the weaker or problematic aspects of the 
submitted work may be, and there are a few of those I feel obliged to mention.  
 
      Mr. Sedlák is, among other things, comparing rap themes to those to be found in 
the poetry of several important and established African American authors. While he is 
certainly correct noticing the parallels with Langston Hughes and Maya Angelou, 
Gwendolyn Brooks and others are missing – what were the grounds for 
inclusion/exclusion? And was he interested just in the themes, or in the form as well? 
 
      My next question revolves around the secondary sources. I do not pretend to be an 
expert in the field, but was it really impossible to find more relevant texts – if not 
directly books, then at least studies published in magazines of different sorts? And 
how about some distinguished academic studies, would they not serve as a valuable 
source of inspiration – e. g. Henry Louis Gates´ theories on the development and 
continuity of African American literary tradition? 
 
      In general, I believe that Mr. Sedlák´s thesis could have been more precise, and 
thus even more persuasive. On p. 1, he could have specified where exactly are Mos 
Def´s lyrics taught and who leads those seminars; when he talks about „possible 
influence“, he could have tried to find out whether the rap artists in question actually 
did or did not read DuBois (he may have even attempted to interview those who are 
still alive and approachable); on p. 28, exact reference is missing as to James 
Baldwin; on p. 38 he says „many readers“ rather than „many critics“, and even that 
would need to be developed, since today, Richard Wright´s place in the context of 
American literature is undisputable; on p. 4, he offers some comments as to the nature 
of „true art“, but is not making the case that solid; on p. 16, he talks about reading 
habits, but with no actual evidence, and thus ends up being vague and too general, etc. 
Fixing those loose ends would require more time and strict discipline, but would 
improve the quality of Mr. Sedlák´s text greatly. 
 
      This being the case, I am suggesting the following grade: velmi dobře/2/very 
good. 
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