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	Grade 
A, B, C, D, E, F 
(F = fail)
	Notes

	1/ Aim/Goal: 
            Definition
            Accomplishment

	B
	Good intriguing title, although I wondered if one novel would be sufficient material for an entire thesis.  In the end, she succeeds admirably. 

	2/ Context, Background, Review of Literature

	B
	The author provides a thorough, erudite overview of the context for both Scottish and Arab women English language writers.  

	3/ Theory, Key Concepts, Method, Approach:
     Definition
     Accomplishment

	A
	The authors handles quite sophisticated post-colonial theory with grace and intelligence. 

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

	B
	The author maintains her narrative voice throughout the thesis while weaving in to her thesis a wide range of sources. 

	5/ Knowledge of primary literature

	B
	Although the author focuses on one novel by Aboulela, she does provide an overview of her other works.  

	6/ Knowledge of secondary literature (extent, adequacy)

	A
	Impressive use of a range of secondary sources on post-colonial theory in particular. 

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

	B
	The author should be commended for exploring an under-analysed and under-appreciated area of British literature. 

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

	B
	Solid. 

	9/ Stylistic level of the thesis

	C
	Some language issues, occasionally employs informal usage inappropriate for an academic thesis; some typos. 

	10/ Stylistic level of the summary

	
	

	11/ Typography, graphic appearance, absence of errors

	B
	Some typos and errors. 

	12/ Structure (organization, arrangement)

	B
	Clearly and logically organized. 

	13 / Thesis’s contribution to the field

	A
	I appreciate the author’s choice of material as this is an area of literature deserving of greater attention. 


Comments and Questions for the defense:
1. My only misgiving about the thesis was the choice of only one novel for analysis, although the author does discuss the other books by Aboulela in 2.2.1.2. I would like to ask the author to briefly, during the defense, discuss another book or short story by Aboulela and make use of the same methodology for analysis.
2. In the conclusion, the author states that critics argue for Aboulela being unique in terms of her focus and approach. Is that truly the case? What about in American immigrant literature?
3. Could the author provide an example of a female author who has undergone an opposite journey, in other words moving away from a colonial country to a former colony, and making use of cultural hybridity in her writing? 
In closing: The thesis is recommended for defense. 
Suggested classification (A, B, C, D, E, F): 
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