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Evaluation justification (strengths and weaknesses of thesis):
Regarding the title, first of all it is not clear what the adaptation of a citation about civility from an early Renaissance grammarian (W. Horman) about a Medieval bishop and Chancellor of England (Wykeham) has to do with Lovecraft, fear, etc. What seems like an arbitrary linkage is simply inserted into the second paragraph of the thesis (9) and never mentioned again besides restating at the very end of the work that “fear makes a man” (43). Finally, the statement that one of these historical figures was a “friend” to the other is hardly possible since Wykeham died c. 35 years before Horman was born. 

Leaving aside that misstep right at the outset of the BT, the next chapter of the work puts forth a more or less scientific introduction to “fear” (13-16), followed by an biographical overview of Lovecraft (17-20) and a section on “Lovecraft’s fears” (20-23). One would have liked a closer connection of the earlier scientific background in the analysis, but on page 23 Lovecraft’s putative xenophobia is linked in one sentence to “The Cult of Cthulhu” (23).

In the analysis (24-42), the plot synopses go on for too many pages; indeed in some cases they are longer than the analytical sections on the respective works. And while every few pages a provocative point is made, rarely are these explored in any depth. One example is the idea that “cosmic horror is a violation of nature” (Lovecraft, 42), which is an intriguing notion, but what a statement like that could mean is never explained or exemplified. Thus the one-page conclusion (43) seems quite superficial and unacademic, with vague statements like, e.g. “Whether Lovecraft was a good or bad author is a subjective opinion,” unclear sentences like Lovecraft “had no skills,” and confusing and trite abstractions like “The words he wrote were just as true as they were made up. [sic] It was the fact that Lovecraft has experienced [sic] said fears that made him able to describe everything in details [sic] that were so believable and invoked identical fears in his readers.” No concrete fears, however, have been summarized or even mentioned on this page, i.e. no summary of the main research results at all. Lovecraft is said to have “redefined the previous Gothic Horror genre and shaped the perception of modern-day horror,” but we are given no examples or evidence to demonstrate what this statement might mean.

On the technical side, incorrect and inconsistent citation methodology is sometimes used, e.g. at times one-sentence quotes are incorrectly both set off in indention from the rest of the text as well as set within quotation marks (9, 21, 34, 37,  42, etc.), and at other times one-sentence and shorter direct quotes are correctly set within the main text. Also, the citation (35) of the equivalent of a bachelor’s thesis in the Swedish educational system (Independent thesis, Basic level) is inappropriate. 

Concerning language, aside from the occasional register drifts toward slang and colloquialisms: “freaked out” (26); “there is no denying that” (43), the English is fairly solid. Besides some common errors in preposition usage and non-standard collocations, throughout the BT one fundamental grammar mistake stands out on many pages: the use of present perfect tenses for clearly completed activities in the past, e.g. about Lovecraft: “fear has influenced” him (Abstract); “Lovecraft has suffered since his early childhood … has suffered mentally” (20-21); “[L.] has never progressed in has […] studies” (24); “Lovecraft has embraced his fears …” (43)

Nevertheless, this work does present some interesting information about Lovecraft and three of his works, and clearly meets the standards for a bachelor’s degree work.


	Questions to be answered by student:
1) On page 23 you mention that Lovecraft’s characters “seek out knowledge […] but their journeys always end up tragically”? Can you be more explicit about what you mean by this, e.g. Lovecraft’s fear of the consequences of the quest for scientific progress, which is a fundamental attribute to the author that you do not explore in your work? Providing a few examples from Lovecraft’s works is enough.
2) Can you compare Lovecraft’s use of the first-person narrator with that of either Edgar Allan Poe or Stephen King, two authors referred to your thesis? Just mentioning aspects, e.g. concerning fear and how it is dealt with by the narrator, of one or two works by one of these authors would suffice. (You may for example choose to discuss the reliability of the narrators of Lovecraft and the other author.)
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