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

	1/ Aim/Goal: 
            Definition
            Accomplishment

	C
	Although not a particularly original topic, I appreciated the inclusion of lesser-known war poets and in particular writers who actually survived the Great War.

	2/ Context, Background, Review of Literature

	C
	The author provides suitable background discussions about both the Georgian Era and the War itself. 

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

	D
	The author does not employ much theory per se, although he does provide discussions of the development of poetry from the Edwardian Age to the Georgian to the Great War and beyond. 

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

	C
	The argument is clear on the whole, if not particularly ground-breaking. 

	5/ Knowledge of primary literature

	B
	Solid knowledge of a range of primary texts.  The author did a solid job, on the whole, with the reading of the poems by the authors selected. 

	6/ Knowledge of secondary literature (extent, adequacy)

	C
	Uses a range of texts dealing not only with the cultural and literary background, but also the particular poets. 

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

	D
	This is the weak point of the thesis, much of the analysis is superficial, failing to truly engage with the texts. The summaries for the analyses of the particular poets were weak. I also thought the general conclusion could have been stronger as it basically merely summarizes the thesis. 

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

	B
	

	9/ Stylistic level of the thesis

	D
	Somewhat hastily written, could have used another revision. A number of awkward formalizations and  mistakes.

	10/ Stylistic level of the summary

	E
	Czech summary  is too short. 

	11/ Typography, graphic appearance, absence of errors

	C
	Some issues with capitalization. 

	12/ Structure (organization, arrangement)

	C
	Clear structure on the whole.  Inconsistencies at times with the end of the Sassoon chapter having a “summary” and the ends of the other chapters having “conclusions”.

	13 / Thesis’s contribution to the field

	C
	Not particularly original, but does attempt some readings of fairly obscure poems which I appreciated. 


Comments and Questions for the defense:
1. The British war poets are of course much better known than American, Canadian or Australian ones. Could you discuss briefly any parallels in terms of development with non-British war poets writing in English?

2. Could the author dicuss in further detail the meeting between Sassoon and Owen and how the older poet encouraged and supported his younger colleague?

3. Robert Graves is, of course, most well-known for his historical novels. Could the author dicuss their importance? Graves also influenced and encouraged Gerard Manley Hopkins, could he say something about this and how it might have impacted his own poetic development?

In closing: 
The thesis is recommended for defense.
Suggested classification (A, B, C, D, E, F): 
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