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Evaluation form i

Title of the thesis

Fictional Gayspeak and Gay Men in Twenty First Century British Drama

Affiliation of the reviewer

P ofessor of English, Universitat de Valéncia

Report

This PhD dissertation constitutes a neat, clear presentationofa practical approach to the linguistic
representation of gay characters in 21st-century British theatre. The dissertation meets all the
basic requirements fora doctoral academic work, n terms of literature review, organisation,
structure and presentation of results. This work offers ininteresting (and powerful) combination
of quantitative and qualitative research procedures, wt ich gives strength to the whole project. An
innovative and practical framework for analysisiso ifered -i.e. a compilation of linguistictraits
usually (though impressionistically) associated with malz gay characters, deriving from a thorough
revision of previous literature on the topic. Resultsare nteresting though perhaps rather limited,
but allin all they constitute a remarkable step ahead ir: comparison with previous studies. Due to
the author's ambitious research, perhaps a few issues have been left unattended -forinstance, a
greater connection between quantitative and qualit itive analytical procedures; a more refined
typology for the analysis of gayspeak; a wider explorat on of the (male gay) language in literature
and drama; and others. Allin all, though, a remar <able (and practical) piece of research that
constitutes a clear invitation to puirsue similar (and more detailed) analyses.
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Confidential report (it will not be shown t» the candidate)

Evaluationfile (optional)
Presentation and clarity

[]Nfi)ne [1Poor []Average []Good [X]Excellent

The reviewer should be able to read the teé:t without difficulty. Thisimplies that the dissertationis
clear and ‘user friendly’, without duplicatic ns or repetitions.

Integration and coherence

[]Nf:)ne []Poor []Average []Good [X]Excellent

The manuscript should present logical and ?vational links between different parts of the thesis.
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Introduction to scientificbackground
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[]N:?é)ne [1Poor []Average []Good [X]Excellent

The text should contain a satisfactory introiduction to the scientific background which is relevant to
the research, preparing the reader to the eliposition of the problem.
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Review of relevant literature

[1None []Poo;; [ ]Average []Good [X]Excellent

The candidate must have a detailed knowledge of origin 1l sources, have a thorough knowledge of
the field, and understand the main theoreticaland mett odological issues.

Statement of research problem

[INone []Poc- []Average [X]Good []Excellent

A clear statement of the research problem should be m: de, together with specific hypotheses,
predictions, or questions which the research is designec to address.

Originality

[INone []Poo- []Average []Good [X]Excellent

The research must be the candidate's own work. The de;iree of independence may vary according
to the research topic.

Contributionto knowledge and scientificrelevance



[INone []Poor []Average []Good [X]Excellent

The dissertation should be substantial enofsgh to be able toform the basis of two articleson
refereed journal, a book or research monoi:raph.

Mastery of the English language

[INo>ne []Poor []Average []Good [X]Excellent

The candidate must be proficient in writter English and show mastery of appropriate
scientific/technical language.

A major goal of the review process is to ev:. fuateif the present version of the thesis is:
1) adequateasis

2) require minor revision

3) require major revision

for admission of the candidate to the defer-se of the work in front of a national evaluation board.

[?.] Acceptasis []Minorrevision []Majorrevision

Date: 3/29/2023 it
Reviewer: Santaemilia José




