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	Formatting (citations, presentation) 
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	Thesis statement formulation 
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	Evaluation justification (strengths and weaknesses of thesis):

The section Theory is misnamed, as only cultural context is presented. The research goals of the thesis are a bit muddled, although some clarity is obtained through the concepts of isolationism and interventionism. Although the organization of this section is a bit suspect, in general the cultural context is filtered suitably through the cooperation of Hollywood film industry with the Office of War Information in chapter IV. In this context, other genres such as cartoons and newsreels are mentioned.

[bookmark: _GoBack]The analysis is organized through two films from 1942, Casablanca and Flying Tigers. This choice of films is well made, i.e. the more subtle “propaganda” of Rik’s move towards supporting the resistance against the Nazis is contrasted to the ideologically unambiguous (and racist) action-adventure plot of the latter film. Each film is analysed in a separate chapter through similar categories such as setting, the support for each film by the Office of War Information, “patriotism” and “heroism,” and “the enemy.” In general these chapters are clearly laid out, although a bit superficial in their analysis. What’s missing, however, is a chapter directly comparing and contrasting the two films together in terms the attitudes expressed, e.g. regarding the individual vs the collective, ethics, race and / or proto-multiculturism. Some raw material is there in chapters 4.1 (Casablanca) and 4.2 (Flying Tigers), and indeed the reader can get the gist of the differences (for example in terms of implicit/subtle vs explicit/blatant endorsement of US intervention into WWII), but it would have been nice for the BT writer to make some connections absolutely clear for the reader in a separate chapter. To be fair, the BT author does devote a few paragraphs to a direct comparison of the two films in her conclusion. 

All in all, the student has obviously gained some perspectives on the political and cultural issues involved, and in my opinion the thesis should be accepted.


	Questions to be answered by student:

1) Can you summarize specific differences between Casablanca and Flying Tigers in terms of the main protagonists and the plot regarding WWII? And what are some other differences between the two films?

2) Give your opinion as to why Casablanca is recognized as a classic and is still watched today, and why Flying Tigers remains interesting only as a historic piece of war propaganda.
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