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	Odůvodnění hodnocení práce:
The thesis deals with a popular topic, Miloš Forman's film adaptation of Ken Kesey's One Flew over the Cuckoo's Nest. Unfortunately, the thesis suffers from numerous shortcomings:

- The thesis starts with an explicitly declared theoretical part but the corresponding analytical part is missing, not to mention the fact that theses in literature should not be divided in this way at all.
- The author ignores the required citation style (CMS, notes and bibliography) altogether. The form of references does not follow the other CMS citation style (author-date) either. In text, the author omits references to pages even in cases when the original sources include pagination, which is hardly acceptable (Connor 2011).
- The style is inconsistent throughout the thesis. E.g., the works of film and literature are given in bold italics (p. 9), in italics (p. 11), in italics in quotation marks (p. 13), in quotation marks only (p. 13), or not separated from the surrounding text in any way (p. 25). There are numerous other violations of good style throughout the thesis, such as the frequent use of one-sentence paragraphs (p. 11, 15, 18, 19, ... 51).
- Instead of any introduction to the theory of adaptation, the author offers a two-page chapter 3 "Adaptation and Semiology", which is inconsequential for the author's analysis because the concept of sign is not used in the following analysis at all. Moreover, the author uses some rather doubtful non-academic sources, such as Jones.
- Throughout the thesis the author's over-reliance on Internet sources is obvious (such as frequent references to Encyclopedia Britannica)
- Numerous sections of the thesis are thinly-veiled copies of sentences from secondary sources: the last two paragraphs on page 21 are made up of fragments taken over from Connor (2011). While other disciplines may use this way of working with secondary sources, once again, this is hardly acceptable in a literary thesis.
- The author avoids the use of proper literary and film terminology. E.g., "novels are typically longer than their counterpart adaptations, thus having more content, which we can clearly see from the flowcharts" (32). What is meant here by "longer" and by "content"? On a similar note, the term "narrative" is used only twice in the thesis: in the abstract (6) and in the conclusion (51). 

Even though the analysis offered in the last two chapters is much better than the previous chapters of the thesis would suggest and the author offers an analysis of the film version of the novel, even these suffer from a lack of a clear framework. But thanks to this analysis, I consider the thesis to be satisfactory, and as such I recommend it for defense.



	Otázky k obhajobě:
1) On page 21, you remark that "Chief Bromden ... was even removed as the narrator" in the movie. Can you comment on the use of narrators in film?
2) Can you explain which concepts from semiology you used in your thesis and how?
3) Which concepts from the theory of adaptation were most relevant for your work? Where were they introduced in the thesis?
4) What is meant by "longer" and by "content" in your sentence: "novels are typically longer than their counterpart adaptations, thus having more content"?
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