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	Odůvodnění hodnocení práce:

Besides one tiny mention of the abolitionist movement (12), there is little historical context provided, e.g. the critical stance implied in the BT is that movements for women’s equality (e.g. the right to vote) had never existed (Britain?) before Seneca Falls. Too often the author simply repeats trite truisms without a critical approach, e.g. “women are a full-valued part of a society.” (9) Exactly how and in what different ways were / are women valued? 

Cultural norms like these became hotly debated in the public arena during the 19th and early 20th century and these fundamental discussions would have been an interesting topic to explore through the arguments of proponents and opponents regarding women’s suffrage or “rights” during this time. It is mentioned a few times in the BT that “organizations” against the vote for women existed, but not much effort is made to seriously communicate their arguments (two paragraphs at the end of the BT). It is simply assumed that anyone who had different opinions (and sometimes finely-nuanced arguments, e.g. in terms of societal roles of men and women) were simply evil old-fashioned bigots.

The chapter “First Victories” (24-31) details activities within many various US states, but wider overall results, e.g. describing specific changes in goals, tactics or attitudes in activists themselves or in society as a whole or within regions of the country, are rarely presented. 

On a positive note, the earlier chapter 4 (17-21) with its short descriptions of various organizations and was interesting, but again no overall results regarding trends, changes, comparisons or contrasts among them are presented, i.e. real changes traced in women’s lives throughout the period. 

More methodological approaches like these would have made for deeper overall conclusions in the BT instead of bland statements like “all the fighting was worth it.” (41) Worth what exactly?


	
Otázky k obhajobě:

1) Describe one or more key changes or turning points in the society, institutions, etc. that eventually made possible the ratification of the 20th amendment to the US Constitution. How was the general public “educated” about these issues and what changed their minds?

2) What effects, if any, have women voting in the US for 100 years had on social or political policy, e.g. regarding the family or other institutions and issues? Give a few specific examples with concrete evidence, e.g. elaborating on some of the general statements cited from McCammon on page 25, or Kent’s arguments mentioned by Alpern and Baum on page 37.
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