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Length: 37 Text Length: 34

Assessment Criteriag Scale Comments

1. Introducticn is well written, brief, interesting, Outstanding Introduction briefly presents the two
and compelling. It motivates the work and Very good writers, their works’ themes and the
provides a clear statement of the examined Acceptable examined issue. It does not provide an

issue. It presents an overview of the thesis.

Somewhat deficient
Very deficient

overview of the thesis. Further comments
below.

2. The thesis shows the author’s appropriate
knowledge of the subject matter through the
background/review of literature. The author
presents information from a variety of quality
electronic and print sources. Sources are
relevant, balanced and include critical readings
relating to the thesis or problem. Primary
sources are included {if appropriate). -

Outstanding

Very good
Acceptable
Somewhat deficient
Very deficient

3. The author carefully analyzed the information
collected and drew appropriate and inventive
conclusions supported by evidence. Ideas are
richly supported with accurate details that
develop the main point. The author’s voice is
evident.

Outstanding

Very good
Acceptable
Somewhat deficient
Very deficient

4. The thesis displays critical thinking and avoids
simplistic description or summary of
information.

Qutstanding

Very good
Acceptable
Somewhat deficient
Very deficient

5. Conclusicn effectively restates the argument. It
summarizes the main findings and follows
logically from the analysis presented.

Outstanding

Very good
Acceptable
Somewhat deficient
Very deficient

6. Thetextis organized in a logical manner. It flows
naturally and is easy to follow. Transitions,
summaries and conclusions exist as appropriate.
The author uses standard spelling, grammar,
and punctuation,

Outstanding

Very good
Acceptable
Somewhat deficient
Very deficient

Punctuation is rather poor, commas are
often missing. Repeated mistake ‘ways
how (eg. pp 19, 22, 23)

7. The language use is precise. The student makes

Outstanding

proficient use of language in a way that is Very good
appropriate for the discipline and/or genre in Acceptable
which the student is writing. Somewhat deficient
Very deficient
8. The thesis meets the general requirements Qutstanding
(formatting, chapters, length, division into Very good
sections, etc.). References are cited properly Acceptable

within the text and a complete reference list is
provided.

Somewhat deficient
Very deficient




Final Comments & Questions

This is a thoroughly researched and well-written thesis. Recommended mark: very good
Questions:

In brief biographies of the writers in the Introduction is the year when Aboulela was born but this information is missing in
Evaristo’s case, are there any reasons for this inconsistency?

Where did Aboulela, studied private Catholic High School?
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