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Vyjadfeni oponenta bakalarské prace:

The thesis brings a comparative analysis of Ulysses S. Grant’s Memoirs against a selection of
major biographies of U.S. Grant focused on the rendering of his Civil War experience.
Additional sources include several contemporary newspaper articles. The opening section
focused on Grant’s life captures Grant very well as both a great commander and statesman
and a private person faced with his own dilemmas and struggles. His and his wife’s attitudes
to slavery are examined in a separate chapter, and justifiably so. Not only was the division
over slavery the chief cause of the war, but the Grants’ family situation itself mirrored the
profound ideological split in the nation. (When speaking of the young Julia Dent, Miss Julia
would be more appropriate than Mrs Julia.) The main comparative part focuses on four
major battles of the Civil War. Mr Vaclik reads the Memoirs alongside three modern
biographies, searching for and commenting on divergencies and omissions. Mr Vaclik
identifies numerous differences, especially in dates and figures, but also interesting
omissions in Grant’s text. In the Conclusion Mr Vaclik offers very sound critical evaluation of
the omissions informed by his engaged study of the texts and insight into Grant’s
personality. The omission of many of his “heroic acts” (p.44) may indeed be the result of
weakened memory but also of his personality: a disinclination to brag about successes not
only due to the immense toll paid but also due to personal humbleness indicated by the
general tone of understatement in his text? Mr Vaclik’s also makes a relevant point about
the potential impact of Grant’s memoirs on his contemporaries after the publishing. Did
Grant deliberately avoid naming people and is it made explicit anywhere, or is simply a trait
of his autobiographical writing? This brings me to the language and style of Grant’s text: it is
a pity that Mr Vaclik does not pay more attention to its literary quality (though it would be a
deviation from the comparative focus). | like his comment on the “humorously simple”
description of the Chattanoga battle, which captures Grant’s storytelling brilliance.

The thesis without doubt achieved its aim in identifying and interpreting omissions and
inaccuracies in Grant’s memoirs and synthetising the information from the multiple sources
studied. By doing so, it portrays U.S. Grant as a remarkable and fascinating person and his
memoirs as both informative and captivating reading. It is highly readable, well-structured,
and written in excellent English. There are occasional accuracy issues (e.g. missing articles,
punctuation, improper morphological forms) and a few typos. The language is sometimes
too informal for an academic text (esp. the use of “get” in passive voice).

The only significant problem | encountered during reading was confusion over sources: |
suppose that Mr Vaclik’s accounts of the battles are derived from Grant’s text unless other
sources are cited, nevertheless, this needs to be clearly stated. As it stands, sources are cited
only for verbatim quotes. Where appropriate, biographer names are mentioned in the text
without citations. Otherwise, there are whole paragraphs or even pages without any source
cited, which may leave the reader wondering. It also makes it hard to double-check or follow
information up. (The quote on p. 13, n. 13 and the Lincoln remark seems to come from
Chernow, p. 155, rather than McFeely, p. 153). As this is a comparative essay using multiple
texts, accurate referencing is key.

Prace splfiuje nejen zakladni poZadavky kladené na tento typ praci, a proto ji doporucuji
k ustni obhajobé.

Navrhovana znamka: vyborné




Otazky k obhajobé:

1. Does Grant mention any significant disagreements over slaves and slavery with his
wife that would affect the couples’ everyday family life?

2. What source does the information about Grant weeping (p. 14) come from? Are any
distinct emotions recorded in the memoirs?

3. Grant’s memoirs are considered a literary masterpiece. From your reading
experience, would you agree with that view, and why (not)?
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