	SUPERVISOR’S ASSESSMENT OF BACHELOR’S THESIS

	Student’s full name 
	
	 Daniela Dostálová 




	Thesis title
	
	 Between Iran and the USA: Exploring Identity in the Memoirs of Azadeh Moaveni and Tara Bahrampour 




	Supervisor’s name
	Prof. Dr. Ewald Mengel

	Degree course
	English for Business Administration

	Mode of study
	Full-time

	Thesis evaluation criteria
	Classification grade according to ECTS 

	Structure

	Overall clarity and structure of the work
	A
	xB
	C
	D
	E
	F

	Language level
	A
	B
	xC
	D
	E
	F

	Compliance with citation and formatting norms
	A
	B
	C
	xD
	E
	F

	Content

	Thesis statement formulation 
	A
	xB
	C
	D
	E
	F

	Sources and their utilization
	A
	xB
	C
	D
	E
	F

	Methods of processing the research problem
	A
	xB
	C
	D
	E
	F

	Level of analytical and interpretive elements
	A
	B
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	F

	Formulation of conclusions and meeting objectives
	A
	xB
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	F

	Originality and vocational contribution
	A
	xB
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	Justifications for evaluation (strengths and weaknesses of thesis):

With regard to theory, the topic that the candidate has chosen is intellectually challenging indeed, but in the theoretical part of her work she lives up that challenge and is able to provide a convincing summary of the difficult concepts and their relationship in the first two chapters of her thesis.  In this way, she has written a substantial theoretical introduction that throws light on the implications of exile and traumatization, of living between cultures, and the idea of postmemory or second generation traumatization. In these substantial chapters, she also touches upon the ambivalent idea of nostalgia as a motivating force to return and as a source of idealization of the past, and discusses the problems of identity construction that living in diaspora implies. In doing so, she refers to Goffman’s constructionist theories, which she applies to the situation of cultural go-betweens. Important in this context is also the idea of narrative identity construction, because it forms a bridge to the two Iranian memoirs that she subsequently analyses, and Stuart Hall’s observations on ‘being’ and ‘becoming’ as two poles of cultural identity construction that are especially relevant for people living ‘in-between’ two cultures and having to adjust continually to contradictory demands. Bringing finally in Bhaba’s idea of ‘third space’, which provides a room for new identities to emerge, winds up the construction of a fitting theoretical background for her analysis. 
Having said this, one would also have to admit that the great expectations she raised in the first part of her thesis are somewhat disappointed in the second part. Here, the plot summaries are partly clumsy, or less coherent. We find unnecessary repetitions of single words, short sentences and a number of other linguistic shortcomings, idiomatic errors and problems with interpunctuation (commas!) Nevertheless, she is able to show how the theories in the first part deepen the understanding of the analysed texts. What is missing, though, is a discussion of identity construction with regard to the idea of hybridity, a task that she somehow loses sight of towards the end of her thesis. All in all, however, and appreciating her adequate dealing with difficult and complex theories, a more than average grade seems to be justified in spite of the formal shortcomings that the thesis also harbours. 



	Questions to be answered by student:

1) Is there something like the possibility of a ‘hybrid’ identity for Moaveni and Bahrampour?
2) What are the obstacles that have to overcome in forming a hybrid identity?
3) Why is Bhabha’s idea of ‘Third Space’ not so helpful in this context?
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