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	Evaluation justification (strengths and weaknesses of thesis):

This is a fine thesis with an interesting topic. It is well organized, and the author does a good job surveying some features of AAVE and then identifying attestations in a social-media corpus. It’s a pity that the analysis is solely qualitative and no quantification of the various linguistic features is provided. The writing style is mostly appropriate, although there are some errors (such as the misuse of ‘claim’ e.g. on page 7, inter alia) and the tone is occasionally a bit too personal (such as the overuse of 1st person singular anecdotes, e.g. on page 46, inter alia). Relevant academic sources are cited correctly, and it is always clear which assertions are being attributed to these sources. The formatting is generally great, but it would have been better if the examples in the Theory section were numbered.

The main weakness of the thesis is the lack of a focused research question or hypothesis. Because of this, the Introduction and Conclusion sections don’t cohere with the Analysis section. The thesis aims stated in the Introduction are (1) “to examine African American professional athletes and find out whether they use” AAVE, and (2) “to prove that [AAVE] is a systematic and rule-governed language.” However, (1) seems trivial, especially since the first sentence of thesis states that AAVE is “spoken by the majority of African Americans in the United States of America”, and (2) is not actually carried out in the thesis or revisited in the Conclusion (in fact, this aim is self-contradicted by the author, e.g. when using terms like “proper syntax” on page 49). Still, some interesting ideas around code switching and bi-dialectalism are mentioned by author and these could be a focus of any future work on this topic.
Moreover, there are a few significant analytical errors and omissions stemming from a lack of linguistic concepts and terminology utilized. Some of these will be highlighted in the questions below.


	Questions to be answered by student:

(A)  There is a prominent mistake in Section 8.8 (page 40); the section heading is “Consonant Cluster Reduction” but in the attested tweets (1-3) there is not a single example of this phenomenon (cf. Section 3.1.1). What do (1-3) actually show, and what misled you into claiming that these tweets exemplify consonant cluster reduction?
(B)  In Section 8.2, you refer to “the th sound” alternating with “t/d” or “f/v”. Please describe each of these speech sounds, and the “replacement” alternation, with linguistic (i.e. phonological) terminology. How does this relate to the error pointed out in (A) above? 
(C)  In Section 3.1.5 you refer to “substitution of ng (ŋ) for n” in the -ing suffix, while in Section 8.3 you call it “the simplification of -ing”. What are the implications of such a description for the stated aim of proving that AAVE “is a systematic and rule-governed language”? Again, please describe both of these speech sounds with linguistic (i.e. phonological) terminology, and explain why it is a mistake to refer to an alternation between /ŋ/ and /n/ as a “simplification”. 
(D)  In fact, the issues pointed out in (A-C) all follow from the same fundamental conceptual misunderstanding; what is it? 
(E)  In Section 10.6.3 you refer to ain’t as a “negative indicator” (cf. “negative form”, apparently attributed to Rickford and Rickford 2000, in 5.5.3). The complex form ain’t is certainly negative, so what is meant by “indicator”? Again, please describe ain’t using linguistic (i.e. morphosyntactic) terminology. Do the examples given in these two sections actually show the same ain’t? What about (69) and (72)?   
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