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I am writing as the advisor of Ozge Okur’s thesis.  I would like to begin by letting the committee 
know that I never read an entire draft.  I read a considerable number of drafts of the literature 
review as well as some of the summaries of the two books: The Handmaid’s Tale by Margaret 
Atwood and The Fifth Sacred Thing by Starhawk.  I also read a small amount of Ozge’s analysis 
but never read the section in which she supported her thesis which is regrettable. 
 
In general, Ozge starts with an interesting premise.  Inspired by my class, “Feminist Proposals for a 
Peaceful Future”, she wants to explore the role of religion in feminist science fiction and uses the 
both Starhawk’s The Fifth Sacred Thing and Atwood’s The Handmaid’s Tale.  Religion plays a 
central role in both of these works of feminist science fiction.  Her thesis is as follows, “Although 
the role of religion and spirituality is crucial to the feminist fiction genre, to the women’s 
empowerment and to the feminist thought, there is [sic] not enough studies on the importance of 
religion in the feminist science fiction genre. (11-12).”  In addition to this, Ozge has a secondary 
goal which is the analysis of religion in the books. 
 
Ozge provides a short, yet insightful analysis and historical contextualization of the field of feminist 
fiction and its subgenre of science fiction.  Further, she quite successfully analysizes both books in 
light of the literature she surveyed.  Her grounding of both books in the historical situation of the 
United States in the 1980s is quite consciousness and informed.  Finally, her survey of relevant 
literature, while considerably too brief, is nonetheless appropriate.  
 
In the end, though, Ozge struggled to prove her thesis.  Of course, she does a great job surveying 
religion and explaining how religion functions in both The Handmaid’s Tale and The Fifth Sacred 
Thing.  However, she does not successfully convince the reader of her broader goal: religion should 
be taken more seriously as a category within feminist science fiction and utopian/dystopian writing. 
This, I think, comes from two shortcomings.  First, her thesis is not long enough to prove her point. 
This I mentioned to Ozge having read what I had.  Her thesis is quite short, just 66 pages.  In 
addition, she did not do enough research.  Her bibliography is only 23 entries long.  I discussed with 
Ozge multiple times that she needed to do more research and read more broadly in her subject area. 
With that suggestion, she found the book by Angelika Bammer, entitled Partial Visions Feminism 
and Utopianism in the 1970s and a few shorter articles about Starhawk and Atwood.  I also supplied 
her with a number of articles, but I really wish she would have done more of this research 
independently.  
 
It is highly likely that some of my suggestions never got taken on board because COVID happened 
and she found herself in England, needing to secure a visa to stay.  I can imagine those suggestions 
just got lost  along the way. However, the last time we spoke in July, I also mentioned that I thought 
her thesis was still lacking in these areas, but she was quite determined to submit.  In the end, I find 
that had she done more thorough reading and more writing her thesis could have been amazing. 
Right now, in some areas, it is good, and, in others, just needs more. 
 



I leave the committee with a few questions I had about the thesis.  Ozge says, “feminist science 
fiction is one of the most important products of the feminist movement,” (17).  That is quite a 
sweeping generalization.  I would like to know why she thinks that.  
 
Next, on page 44, Ozge says that The Handmaid’s Tale, according to Lauret, is “an [sic] opposition 
to Utopian/realist feminist fiction and represents dystopian anti-realism.”  First, how does Lauret 
define dystopian anti-realism, and how does Lauret describe the book as such?  She does not 
explain.  Second, if that is an adequate assessment of Atwood’s work, then why does Ozge keep 
The Handmaid’s Tale in her thesis when she wants to explore feminist science fiction, specifically 
feminist utopian/dystopian literature?  
 
Finally, I would like to end with a quote Ozge mentions in her thesis.   Ozge writes, “Feminist 
utopia, in that regard, rewrites the patriarchal script imagining societies in which ‘women were safe 
to develop their own potential and to create the world from their own perspective,’” (26).  This 
really is a key idea that she rightly points out about just how powerful the genre is.  With that in 
mind, I really wish she would have spent more time and more pages with this idea as it applies to 
religion in the two novels she surveyed.  Then, I think she could have shown just how powerful 
religion is as a category in feminist science fiction and how it should be included in more of the 
genre’s analysis.  
 
Overall, I think Ozge has a good thesis.  It is not perfect as it lacks bibliographical resources and 
length.  Nonetheless, there is good analysis, satisfactory interaction between the novels and the 
literature review, and valuable insights.  I recommend a grade of 2. 
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