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

	1/ Aim/Goal: 
            Definition
            Accomplishment

	E
	The author introduces the original concept of ‘quirky’, but fails to actually establish what this actually means.  

	2/ Context, Background, Review of Literature

	F
	Does ‘quirky’ literature have a context? How is it distinct from other works of young adult literature which preceded it? 

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

	D
	The author does demonstrate a familiarity with some of the relevant theory, but does not make use of it all that logically or convincingly. 

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

	E
	The argument was extremely difficult to follow. 

	5/ Knowledge of primary literature

	C
	She demonstrates a familiarity with the two chosen primary texts. 

	6/ Knowledge of secondary literature (extent, adequacy)

	E
	Wikipedia is obviously not a suitable secondary source.  In the analysis of the texts, the author introduces secondary quotes from Butler, for example, but fails to engage with the quotes in order to develop an argument. 

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

	D
	The concept and choice of texts are original, but the critical approach is extremely weak. 

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

	E
	Problems with footnotes and in bibliography. Capitalization issues. The author does not use block quotations correctly. 

	9/ Stylistic level of the thesis

	F
	Extremely problematic English throughout the thesis. The first sentence would be an example. The thesis does not consistently make use of academic, formal language.  This sentence on page 60 also embodied my frustration while reading the work: “Them being quirky characters in quirky noels, this quirkiness is shown via not being assigned stereotypically male traits, to the contrary, they both “perform” their gender mostly femininely. “ What???

	10/ Stylistic level of the summary

	E
	Short

	11/ Typography, graphic appearance, absence of errors

	E
	Inconsistent margins, numerous errors with footnotes. 

	12/ Structure (organization, arrangement)

	E
	Poorly organized and structured.  I have a problem with a chapter being simply entitled ‘Discussion’.

	13 / Thesis’s contribution to the field

	E
	


Comments and Questions for the defense:
1. The author employs the term ‘quirky’ frequently. Could she define this term? Is this an established usage in academia? The same question goes for the term MPDG. I would have appreciated clearer definitions of the terminology used in the thesis.
2. I honestly do not really understand what this thesis is about. Even the abstract in the Annotation fails to make things any clearer. Could the author explain, clearly and concisely, what she feels she has accomplished with this thesis?
3. The author has obviously read some feminist theory. Could she again, clearly, explain how she is using the various waves of Feminism in her thesis and how she applies them to the two books?   
In closing: The thesis is recommended for defense. It is, however, a borderline fail. The author needs to deliver a competent, organized oral defense in order to redeem herself. 
Suggested classification (A, B, C, D, E, F): 
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