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	Odůvodnění hodnocení práce:
- The thesis focuses on Tom Stoppardˈs latest play, which poses an opportunity to contribute to the field of literary studies. The thesis is well researched and informative, especially chapters on Viennese modernism and art.
- However, there aims are too broad and non-specific for a bachelor thesis – focusing on the history of WWII, history of Leopoldstadt, Viennese modernism etc and investigating Tom Stoppardˈs deviation from historical facts far exceeds the possibilities of a bachelor thesis.

This non-specificity mirrors in the whole thesis, which seems to be jumping from one topic to another, providing a mere description and piling of facts about the play, rather than giving an in-depth analysis and interpretation. The thesis would benefit from clearer contextualization and explanation why certain chapters were included and what they are to demonstrate in the context of the whole play.

- The chapters on intertextuality and histrory and imagination lack commentary and contextualization, are very brief and end abruptly with a quote, without authorˈs commentary.
- History and historical fiction is an extensive and complex problematics, which is impossible to tackle in one brief chapter. Therefore the thesis once again offers cursory facts (some of them erroneous, for example page 41: The experimental writers, such as modernists and postmodernists … were the first to come up with historical fiction.) and fails to delve deeper.
However, the thesis relies on a large number of secondary sources and gives an interesting glance at a wide spectrum of issues and themes Stoppard included in his latest play.


	Otázky k obhajobě:
1. How can we interpret Stoppardˈs decision to include references to many stolen / destroyed art in his play? Just historical accuracy or are there other possible intrerpretations?
2. How does the inclusion of Schnitzlerˈs Dalliance contribute to Stoppardˈs play? What might bet he purpose of this inclusion?

3. Can you source the statement that modernists and postmodernists were the first to come up with historical fiction? (page 41). How would you categorize novels such as Walter Scottˈs Ivanhoe or N. Hawthorneˈs Scarlet Letter?
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