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Evaluation justification (strengths and weaknesses of thesis):

First of all the lack of page numbers makes citation from the BT problematic. Unfortunately, this is emblematic of a substandard level of English and poor use of citations (format and information) which often makes the entire thesis difficult to understand and, frankly, in my opinion nearly unacceptable for the final work of a bachelor’s program in philology. Basic errors such as repeatedly spelling incorrectly names (e.g. of Prime Ministers) also makes me think that other information in the thesis cannot be relied upon for accuracy or consistency.

Concerning the background chapters, I’m not sure the BT writer has researched to a sufficient degree social mobility in a historical context nor in the periods of the plays she is covering, one work from the 70s and one from the 80s. I’m afraid her first main chapter “Open and Closed Society” does not shed much light on the issues nor the theories involved, e.g. with hard to comprehend paraphrases from Karl Popper such as in chapter 1 that he “argues that norms and facts should be rigorously distinguished in an open society. In closed society norms and seen as facts.” (sic) 

In the background chapters that follow (2-7) a similar lack of precision follows which leads to a lack of deep analysis to produce concrete results. While it is admirable and appropriate that in a study program of English for Business Administration the research would feature economic trends and fluctuations, the results 1) are not presented very clearly, and 2) are not applied enough in the analysis of the plays that follows, e.g. how these characters are affected by these changes, or, most importantly, how the economics of the 70s and 80s can be compared and contrasted through the people and events in these two plays, which I suppose should be one of the primary goals of the whole thesis.

Some potential details with which to analyse the plays are presented, e.g. in terms of the “structural violence” (8.6) of one of the characters in Magnificence, but is seems like even more opportunities are missed, e.g. like discussing “something serious and violent [that] is happening outside the party” (Party Time) So there is both a lack of literary analysis here (“memory,” Pinter’s uses of “party” since the beginning of his career; “power” and all its manifestations), and a dearth of cultural analysis, which rarely rises above quotidian observations, e.g. the playwrights “were not afraid to draw attention to the problems of their time in their plays.” (Conclusion)

Still, although the BT writer has not made clear differences regarding social mobility in the 1970s and 1980s in Britain, she can be seen to have gained economic, political and other cultural information in her research. Thus in my opinion the thesis should be accepted by the final state exam commission.


	Questions to be answered by student:
1) Can you identify some differences between the two plays that show changes in social mobility from the 1970s to the 1980s? Or changes in attitudes toward social mobility, e.g. differences in attitudes or behaviours of characters in the two plays? For example, how does Party Time show specific policies of Thatcherism and their effects on the characters?
2) Can you identify a few basic characteristics and manifestations of social unrest in the 1970s and 1980s? What changed during the period, e.g. in the North and South, in and outside of the cities? Or choose any aspect at all. You can use Popper’s theories if they help you explain changes.
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