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 Excellent Satisfactory Poor 

Knowledge  
Knowledge of problems involved, e.g. historical and social context, specialist litera-
ture on the topic. Evidence of capacity to gather information through a wide and 
appropriate range of reading, and to digest and process knowledge. 

X     

Analysis & Interpretation  
Demonstrates a clear grasp of concepts. Application of appropriate methodology and 
understanding; willingness to apply an independent approach or interpretation 
recognition of alternative interpretations; Use of precise terminology and avoidance 
of ambiguity; avoidance of excessive generalisations or gross oversimplifications. 

X     

Structure & Argument 
Demonstrates ability to structure work with clarity, relevance and coherence. Ability 
to argue a case; clear evidence of analysis and logical thought; recognition of an ar-
guments limitation or alternative views; Ability to use other evidence to support ar-
guments and structure appropriately. 

 X    

Presentation & Documentation  
Accurate and consistently presented footnotes and bibliographic references; accuracy 
of grammar and spelling; correct and clear presentation of charts/graphs/tables or 
other data. Appropriate and correct referencing throughout. Correct and contextually 
correct handling of quotations. 

X     

 
ECTS Mark: 

 

A UCL Mark: A Marker: A 
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Deducted for inadequate referencing:  Date: 8 June 2018 

 
MARKING GUIDELINES
A (UCL mark 70+):  Note: marks of over 80 are given rarely and only 
for truly exceptional pieces of work. 
Distinctively sophisticated and focused analysis, critical use of 
sources and insightful interpretation. Comprehensive understanding 
of techniques applicable to the chosen field of research, showing an 
ability to engage in sustained independent research. 
B/C (UCL mark 60-69):   
A high level of analysis, critical use of sources and insightful inter-
pretation. Good understanding of techniques applicable to the 
chosen field of research, showing an ability to engage in sustained 
independent research. 65 or over equates to a B grade. 

D/E (UCL mark 50-59): 
D/E (UCL mark 50-59): 
Demonstration of a critical use of sources and ability to engage in 
systematic inquiry. An ability to engage in sustained research work, 
demonstrating methodological awareness. 55 or over equates to a D 
grade. 
F (UCL mark less than 50): 
Demonstrates failure to use sources and an inadequate ability to 
engage in systematic inquiry. Inadequate evidence of ability to en-
gage in sustained research work and poor understanding of appro-
priate research techniques.

 
CONTINUES OVERLEAF 

mailto:j.korosteleva@ucl.ac.uk
mailto:m.kotwas@ucl.ac.uk


 
Comments, explaining strengths and weaknesses (at least 300 words): 
Student David Perry with his Master thesis ‘Strangers in a Strange Land: American Lives under the Soviet Gaze’ offers 
an original work that sheds light particularly on the little-known yet a revealingly uneasy role that Moscow Daily News 
had in the early years of 1930s in the Soviet Union. He does so in large part by analysing the full range of the original, 
archival material (articles, commentaries, interviews) that Moscow Daily News published during its existence on the 
lives of numerous and diverse members of the American community and their efforts to be part of the new economic 
opportunities and revolutionary political and social transformations that they thought the Soviet Union had to offer. 
He does so also by masterfully combining conceptual, political and cultural historical approaches in his analysis that 
allow him to discuss, as he does at length in chapter two, the many contexts through which this community emerged 
in the Soviet Union; the political, ideological, and moral contestations that this community found itself amidst their 
earlier ‘American’ and new Soviet understandings of the concepts of individualism, the collective, rationalisation and 
revolution and insightfully the role, ‘re-educating’ in Perry’s understanding, that Moscow Daily News had  (in chapter 
three). Meanwhile, in chapter four Perry does an excellent work, though a cultural historical analysis, in reconstructing 
a complete picture and diverse accounts and voices of how Moscow Daily News – which Perry underscored was in the 
payroll of the Soviet government – did represent the different members of the American community in its ‘function of 
delivering the hard news’. Perry frames this representation, rather accurately, as an attempt by its editor Anna Louise 
Strong, to underscore the ideological commitment and loyalty of the community towards the Soviet state. Perry rec-
ognises and gives voice in the text to journalists in the newspaper who find it hard to reconcile the task of properly 
informing and accounting of the needs and concerns of the community with that of subscribing to the ideology of the 
Soviet State, while not being used as ‘an instrument of the Soviet Propaganda’ (p. 49). Nevertheless, his concluding 
argument, laid out clearly in the conclusion of the thesis, is that Moscow Daily News to did serve as propaganda tool 
of the Soviet state but that for him it is crucial to understand Soviet state’s rationale behind this, namely seeking to 
integrate this community within the Soviet society, and the journalists’ rationale, i.e. to genuinely commit them to the 
ideals of the Soviet experiment and protect them from a suspicious Soviet State.                

This thesis, thus, is very well-researched and well-structured as well as well-argued. The only remarks I have is that in 
his introduction, Perry needed to have placed his argument and contribution much more clearly within the existing 
scholarship and that he underscored even more that the main focus of the thesis was on Moscow Daily News rather 
than on immigrant community as such.      

Nonetheless, Perry has successfully reconstructed a narrative, with rich insights, which from Hayden White’s perspec-
tive of tropics of discourse is a tragic one; Moscow Daily News fails in its mission of re-educating this community and 
show-casing their loyalty to the Soviet state and this American immigrant community in the Soviet Union is ultimately 
destroyed.   

Specific questions you would like addressing at the oral defence (at least 2 questions): 
 

1. How did Moscow Daily News interact with Pravda? 
2. What other community(ies), if at all, had a presence in the Soviet Union of the time and what was 

their role and fate?  


