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

	1/ Aim/Goal: 
            Definition
            Accomplishment

	A
A
	

	2/ Critical overview of  sources 

	A
	A very substantial survey. 

	3/ Context, Background (literary, cultural, social, etc.)
	B
	A fine biographical introduction, but little on Catholicism. See my comment  below.

	4/ Definitions of key concepts.
    Approach to analysis
     
	D
–
	I miss a concise introduction to the main principles of Catholic faith and theology, contrasted with the dominant streams of Protestantism in Scotland. Some of them appear later in the work but should be part of the theoretical introduction.
The thesis does not employ theory, it presents a fine, well-informed and well-documented thematic analysis of the religious elements in Spark’s short fiction.

	5/ Conciseness and coherence (ability to accurately form and use arguments and avoiding misapplications of arguments in secondary sources, logical structuring, ability to generalize as well as present pertinent specific details)

	A-
	

	6/ Knowledge of primary literature


	A
	

	7/ Use of secondary literature (choice, extent, documentation, critical reflection, adequacy, polemics with scholars, giving specific reasons for the use of a particular source, no second-hand citing)

	A
	Impressive quantity of relevant literary criticism

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

	C
	

	9/ Level of academic English

	A
	

	10/ Quality of Czech summary

	D
	

	11/ Typography, graphic appearance, absence of errors

	B
	

	12/ Independence and originality of research
	
	So much has been written on this topic, all fully reflected in the thesis, that little chance for any opening has been left. But the thesis nicely sieved the sources and intelligently played one against another.

	
	
	



Comments and Questions for the defense:

The thesis competently navigates between two radically opposite options concerning the role of  Catholic faith in Spark’s writing, wisely taking the gold middle, arguing that Spark was not neither an advocator of Catholic faith in her writing, nor entirely free from its influence. The parts about ghosts and material objects offered an excellent discussion.

Questions:
The thesis rejects the notion of Spark being a postmodern writer, and instead it considers her a satirist (p.26). But if Spark, as the thesis points out, rejects to make fun (ridicule) of a particular issue, is her writing still a satire? 
Spark seems to differentiate between “the arts of satire and ridicule”, and she advocates both. Does she (willfully) misunderstand satire as literary theory defines it? 
Some of the conceptual tools introduced in the course of the text are left behind and not used. What about Spark’s differentiation between  “spying on” and “watching over” individuals? According to David Lodge, paraphrased by McLeod, “[t]he former belongs to decidedly worldly blackmailers and con men, the latter to divine care and eternal order. Some mythmakers are moral, some satanic. This theme of observation from a distance, whether its goal is spying on or watching over someone, is interwoven into many of the stories, mainly via the omnipresent ghosts whose role will be looked into.” (p.22)

Comments:
Interpunction of quotes is not systematic.
Spaces are often missing after note numbers.
Graham not Grahan, p.20
Some missing italics for book titles (e.g. p.21)

In closing: 
The thesis is - is not - recommended for defense.
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