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	Evaluation justification (strengths and weaknesses of thesis):

All in all, this BA thesis creates a mixed impression. On the one hand, it produces quite a number of useful observations on Maitland’s construction of female identity in her novel Three Times Table; on the other hand, it has a number of shortcomings with regard to structure, style (language) and scholarly insights.
[bookmark: _GoBack]As far as structure is concerned, one notices that in her theoretical part she begins with a discussion of identity theories without focussing on the question of female identity building and the many theories about it. Only towards the end of the theoretical chapter she considers these aspects. The headings of the individual chapters and sub-chapters in the Table of Contents are sometimes not quite logical, some could have been left out, some look like add-ons, for example the chapter “3.6 Women in the 19th Century”, which has no logical relation to theories of identity construction, or “4.9 Magical Realism” which seems to reopen the discussion from a different angle because she misses to relate it expressly to her topic, female identity construction. There would have been a chance to subject Maitland’s myth-making to closer scrutiny and inspection, especially with regard to male/female relationships. The author, however, does not take this chance, as one can notice throughout that she does not subject Maitland’s Lesbian variety of feminism to a scholarly evaluation. Grandmother, mother and child, which, according to the author, belong to “one generation” (p.39), a statement which doesn’t make sense, live in a ‘house of their own’, a very generous version of Virginia Woolf’s ‘a room of one’s own’, no men allowed on their premises. Syntax and style are partly very clumsy: there are quite a number of (very short) sentences, repetitions, unidiomatic expressions, and the command of English is sometimes sadly deficient. In addition to that, there is continuous tense hopping: from analytical present tense to narrative past tense, and back to present tense within a single paragraph. The “Introduction” does not really introduce the topic, while the “Conclusion” is just a summary of what she attempted to do, the first insufficient, the second repetitive. 
 







	Questions to be answered by student:
1) How does Sara Maitland’s feminism relate to that of Virginia Woolf?
2) Which different concepts (schools) of feminism do you know?
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