
Posudek oponenta 

na bakalářskou práci Jitky Štollové „Anatomy of Villainy: The  Concept of an 
Antagonist in Tragedies and Histories of William Shakespeare“ 

 

Aiming to disclose Shakespeare‘s method of portraying his villains, Jitka Štollová starts from 
the inspiring essay by F.R.Leavis in order to analyse  Iago and Richard III while focusing the 
characters’ “being” and “seeming”. Both Richard III and Iago, though coming from 
generically different plays (history and tragedy, respectively) are for any contemporary 
viewer or reader representative of the quintessence of evil. Outside forces may be at work to 
hinder the heroic protagonists (Romeo and Juliet), villainous kings may attain heroic grandeur 
(Macbeth), but the choice of the focus on Iago and Richard is thoroughly justified in the 
thesis. More problematic is the use of one principal critical source text, F.R.Leavis’s essay.  

The textual analyses performed in the thesis are intelligent, formulations and style of 
expression are on a rarely to be encountered level. The thesis is logically organized, readable 
yet very thorough. There are no major flaws in argumentation, therefore I have relatively few 
questions to ask. 

The roots of Shgakespeare’s villains lie in Vice and “the emancipated Renaissance 
villain hero (Machiavel)” – page 21. But no further mention is made of how these actually 
contribute to the make-up of the two villains in question.  

Although the concept of antagonist seems to loom large in the title of the thesis, it 
does not quite adequately capture the function, or dramatic role of the villain. How are the 
concepts of protagonist and antagonist applied for the purposes of the thesis? In the case of 
Iago and Othello this may seem relatively clear and commonsensical, but cannot Richard III 
be the play’s tragic (anti-)hero? 

Despite the few questions arising from the conception of the thesis, it is otherwise a 
very well-informed piece of writing, displaying a very high ability of textual interpretation. 
The thesis by far surpasses all requirements for a student’s work on B.A. level. I can only 
recommend it for defence with the preliminary grade of excellent (výborně). 

 

V Praze dne 31.8. 2011    ……………………………………….. 

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

       ÚALK FFUK 

       oponent práce 

 

 


