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Celkové zhodnoceni prace (véetné kritickych vyhrad):

The negatives first -- which, unfortunately, outweigh the positives: 1. This thesis is almost completely

unreadable due to mistakes in use of English -- especially the use, or lack, of articles is disturbing,
although that is just the tip of the (clichéd) iceberg. This reviewer, a native speaker of English struggled to
get through this thesis. 1 gave up writing down the errors after I filled up five hand-written pages about ten
pages into the thesis. This thesis deserves to fail based on the use of English.

2. This thesis is seriously scattered in its focus and argumentation.

From the abstract: “It (the thesis) focuses on the main topics covered in his (Cave's) work, such as love,
sadness, suffering, death, murder, violence, music, drugs, sex and religion. The topic are (sic) observed in
relation to the lyrical or epic elements of the text. There are many parallels in his novels that relate to his
lifestyle as a musician and a performer.”

! Bodové hodnoceni na $kale 1-5 (5 bodii maximum), 0 bodii zjedné & vice posuzovanych oblasti automaticky
znamena, ze prace neni doporucena k obhajobé¢.




Celkové zhodnoceni prace (véetné kritickych vyhrad):

That is quite a bit to cover for a short thesis and, arguably, Cave's lifestyle is not important academically (as
the author, Ms. Wicheova, mentions in the thesis herself as well). In the end, Ms. Wicheova mostly
focussed on the themes of love and murder, and two albums and novels - would that not have been enough?

3. Random observations:

a) Clichés: (Cave is) a true Renaissance man (page 7), he (Cave) is the master (sic) of the English language
(page 16).

b) The register is sometimes off in the thesis. Ms. Wicheova is not writing academically enough, just as an
example, she calls her subject by his first name “Nick” on pages 12 and 13.

Now, finally, to be positive: the topic of this thesis is an original one, the author does what she sets out to
do (if in a round-about way), and her classification/methodology is sound. Her comparisons to John Milton,
the British metaphysical poets, Anne Bradstreet, etc., are all very welcome. It is too bad this was all so
obscured by the lack of focus and mistakes.

A good idea, a good mind (Wicheova's) -- but poorly executed.

Recommended Grade: 3 (Dobr¢)

Témata a naméty k diskusi pri obhajobé:

Nothing really. See above.

Prici timto (o) doporutuji (O) nedoporutuji k obhajobg.’

Datum: 18. 1. 2016

Podpis:

2 Vysledna znamka zahrnuje hodnoceni posudku vedouciho prace, hodnoceni posudku oponenta a hodnoceni vykonu
studenta v prub&hu obhajoby.
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