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	Evaluation justification (strengths and weaknesses of thesis):

This thesis presents a balanced and mature perspective on contentious issues and events taking place in the contemporary USA. 

In Chapter 1 the BT writer has presented a cultural background based not only on the historical events themselves (1.1-1.5), but the way these events have been filtered through early-21st century identity politics along with the discourses and assumptions upon which they are based. (1.6-1.8) Having said this, the 1-page subchapter on “Political Correctness” could have provided more substantial contextual information, e.g. the long-term development of PC culture since the late 1980s, its decline in the early 2000s, and its dramatic and dynamic resurgence in the 2010s, i.e. the policing of language and outright rejection of free speech protections of the 1st Amendment to prevent “offending” individuals and populations with “hate speech.” (In a 2015 Pew Research study, 40% of American millennials indicated they are “OK with limiting speech.”) This anti-logos and “uber-pathos,” i.e. the prioritizing of feelings of victimhood over historical and scientific evidence, can be directly traced directly to the destruction of historical monuments, and, finally, the re-writing history itself as merely a series of exploitative, tyrannical events by some abstract “white patriarchy” against “marginalized communities.”

In Chapter 2, specific reactions to the Dylan Roof shooting of 9 people in a black church are presented. As the BT author cites regarding the removal of monuments and disputes surrounding state flags, the citizens of the states involved often recognize that these surface reactions to “divisive” made-up problems are merely distractions away from major issues like a “state’s poor economy.” (21)

The thesis picks up even more steam in Chapter 3 REMOVED OR ALTERED MEMORIALS, as it examines Values (3.1), followed by an thought-provoking and insightful 3-page discussion specifically regarding Schools, Universities (3.2). Subchapters follow on monuments in Washington, D.C. (3.3) including stained glass windows in the National Cathedral, changing the currency (3.4), and “Changing the Plaques” (3.5) on memorials.

The second half of Chapter 3 becomes a bit disorganized, as diverse topics are covered in another series of 5 subchapters such as “Funding” (3.6), the awkwardly-titled “Different Leaders Memorialization” (3.8) and Historical Value (3.10). Nevertheless, the well-researched information presented is always processed into interesting, even-handed conclusions that, along with the generally high level of English, make for enjoyable and rewarding reading.

This thesis shows a complex understanding of certain ways that history and culture have come to be presented, understood and reacted to in the first decades of the 21st century. The research and viewpoints presented here represent quite a sophisticated perspective, one far beyond even many American bachelor students today. Further, many of the assessments expressed here regarding the superficial and “virtue signaling” views of past attitudes and events could be very easily extrapolated to similar controversies in many western European countries today. The BT writer should be heartily congratulated for her strong results.


	Questions to be answered by student:
1) If we assume that it is possible for political correctness to be taken too far, what are some positive aspects? Name one or two issues, environments or situations in which some specific goals sought to be achieved by PC culture could in fact be constructive.
2) If the majority in a community chooses not to remove an arguably controversial memorial or monument, what steps, if any, should be taken to placate communities or individuals who harbor feelings of offense or resentment about this decision and the monument itself?
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