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	Grade 

A, B, C, D, E, F 

(F = fail)
	Notes

	1/ Aim/Goal: 

            Definition

            Accomplishment


	A
	The thesis aim was stated as: „analyses of children’s literature concerned with lesbian, gay, bisexual, trans, and queer (i.e. “LGBTQ”, or simply “queer”) characters and themes. These LGBTQ texts were chosen on the basis of two major criteria: their year of publishing ranging from 1980 to 2000, and them being analyzed or referenced in the academic texts used as secondary sources for this thesis.” This is what it delivered without needless diversions. 

	2/ Context, Background, Review of Literature


	C
	Satisfactory, and though it could have gone deeper into a background on children’s literature, or LGBTQ characters in fiction, this would have made the thesis prohibitively long. Adequate context was given to allow the candidate to present the material at the focus of the study. 

	3/ Theory, Key Concepts, Method, Approach:

     Definition

     Accomplishment


	A
	The candidate successfully introduced and applied the notion of the implied and default reader as it relates to narrative strategies employed in the presentation of LGBTQ themes in children’s literature. For the level of a bachelor’s thesis this was well executed and beyond adequate. 

	4/ Argumentation (ability to accurately form initial and closing arguments, logical coherence, ability to generalize as well as present pertinent specific details)


	B
	The candidate built up the argument through several layers. The main element to improve would have been more frequent signposting and argument summaries to clarify the direction of the argument. The candidate successfully stayed close to both the primary and secondary sources in building her argument, and did not wander into simply giving opinions.

	5/ Knowledge of primary literature


	A
	The candidate read all primary sources, even the difficult ones, thoroughly, and did not cherry pick her materials. 

	6/ Knowledge of secondary literature (extent, adequacy)


	B
	More than satisfactory for a bachelor’s thesis, and touching on several key texts for the focus of the research. 

	7/ Originality (in argumentation, critical approach and conclusions)


	A
	A very interesting and original thesis topic. The candidate did a great job addressing the theme, which is quite new even within the field. 

	8/ Formal level (adhering to citation and bibliographic standards)


	C
	Satisfactory, minor errors in footnoting.

	9/ Stylistic level of the thesis


	C
	Satisfactory

	10/ Stylistic level of the summary


	C
	Satisfactory

	11/ Typography, graphic appearance, absence of errors


	C
	Satisfactory, very minor errors in font family

	12/ Structure (organization, arrangement)


	A
	The thesis is well arranged to suit the building of the argument. 

	13 / Thesis’s contribution to the field


	B
	This thesis could easily become a larger research project with real contributions to the field. 


Comments and Questions for the defense:

1) What was the biggest hurdle of this research project?

2) If you could expand this study, what additional primary sources would you consider looking at?
3) Which part of the theoretical foundation of your argument are you curious to research further?

4) If you were presenting this work as a conference presentation, what would be your simplified ‘takeaway’ for an audience?
In closing: 
The thesis is recommended for defense.

Suggested classification (A, B, C, D, E, F): B+
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