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Verbal evaluation of the thesis including questions that the candidate must address in
his/her thesis defence:

Diploma work of Carlos Casasole is pretty straightforward. He want to summarize
Mexican history of twentieth and twenty-first century in respect to main art figures.
As such his project is destined to be superficial and merely informative.

The very first paragraphs of the thesis are symptomatic. In the first author is
concerned with 2018 presidential election, in next one 1990 effort for democratization
and in third the Mexican Revolution (1910-1924).

There is now research in strict sense, no thesis or formative question. And basically
no framework of references since virtually all footnotes are working only with web
links, exlucindg academic monographs.



On the other hand Casasola’s text offers condensed and well articulated introduction
into Mexican political and art history. I have read the passages with interest. Still it
basically is the same as submitting thesis in Mexico superficially concerned with T.
G.Masaryk and FrsntiSek Kupka, Alexander Dubcek and Vaclav Chalupecky, or
Véclav Havel and Jifi David.

Besides some nuanced paragraphs the text usually suffices with shallow
proclamations and phrases. The ending, I hesitate to use the word conclusion, speaks
for itself: “At a time when the political has demonstrated its lack of solution to the
demands of the people, education and art can and must take a leading role.”

As much as I would like to be sympathetic and tolerant to new contexts and
informative approaches I must state that the thesis of Carlos Casola in on the edge of
even fulfilling standards of theoretical diploma work.

Nonetheless I submit his thesis for further assessment and defense with general
evaluation E.

Questions:

Can you make your conclusion or overall claim more tangible and comprehensive? —
If the title is ONE HUNDRED YEARS AFTER: A QUEST FOR A NEW ARTISTIC
REVOLUTION IN MEXICO — what is actually the challenge os art (in respect to
politics now? Try to be as specific as possible, please.

Relate or refer to some critical or academic or theoretical works dealing with the
problematics.
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