
VERONIKA RYBKOVÁ´S B.A. THESIS – REVIEW WRITTEN BY THE 

OPPONENT 

 

Ms. Rybková´s B.A. thesis, African-American Women Leaders after 1950s, is a solid, 

focused and clearly structured work trying to analyze the background, viewpoints and 

methods of four back women activists in the United States of the second half of the 20th 

century. Since the chosen personalities clearly belong to two different generations, Ms. 

Rybková is interested in both the parallels and huge differences in their respective careers. 

Her main argument revolves around the issues of race and gender, whereas class seems to be 

in the background (with perhaps only one notable exception on p. 25, where she discusses 

Baker´s position on King); therefore, my first question is as follows. Given that those black 

female leaders called for a new social order, and some of them even for a revolution, what 

sort of a significance would they give to the problem of class? And, once we know that some 

male black activists were also considering the problems of the so-called third world, 

especially Africa, did those thoughts play a role in the activism of black female leaders as 

well?     

 

My second question has to do with the choice of those actual four black female activists. 

While Ms. Rybková persuasively argues for their inclusion in her argument, I tend to think 

that she does not make a persuasive case for the exclusion of some other, and equally 

significant, ones. How about e.g. Alice Walker? I certainly understand that Ms. Rybková had 

to be highly selective, but I also believe that Walker´s concept of womanism might be useful 

in this particular thesis.  

 

Having said that, I feel obliged to stress that Ms. Rybková was able to come up with a 

thoughtful piece of work, was able to rely on very recent to contemporary relevant secondary 

sources and in light of her aim, was able to draw a strong conclusion. The only thing I am 

troubled by here is her use of the following terms: „truthfully to illustrate“ (in the English 

abstract), „autenticky popsat“ (in the Czech abstract), and „the correct evaluation“ (on p. 35). 

What it is that she exactly means by those, and could she be a little more „scholarly“ in that 

respect?  

 

This being the case, I believe that Ms. Rybková´s grade should be either 

„excellent“/“výborně“, or „very good“/“velmi dobře“. The final result, though, depends on the 

review written by the supervisor and on Ms. Rybková´s performace during the oral defense. 

 

Prague, May 20, 2015 

 

Dr. Hana Ulmanová, M.A. 


