
Evaluation of the bachelor thesis written by Aliyah Alotaibi: Analysis of Al Jazeera 
media discourse – the case of the second intifada. 

 
 
The topic of the thesis is highly relevant both for sociology of media or for the Middle East 
studies since TV station Al Jazeera is one of the most influential and studied subject in the 
Middle Eastern media sphere. I would like also to highlight that the student went through an 
extensive number of texts produced by the Al Jazeera network that has been the basis unit of 
analyses. Lastly, the English language used by the student is more than sufficient and makes 
the thesis very well readable. However, the thesis has several serious weak points that I would 
like to focus on bellow.  
 

1. The thesis needs more references per page. Wherever possible the references should 
also include the number of page/pages. However, the thesis is better in this respect 
than the previous drafts.  

 
2. Not enough references. The first part dealing with the Izraeli-Palestine conflict is 

primarily based on the Phillo and Berry book called Bad News from Israel. The 
second part of the thesis dealing with Al Jazeera is almost exclusively based on the 
book written by Iskandar. However, there is a huge body of literature dealing with 
both phenomena/writings on the subject matter. I miss more reflections and 
elaborations on book called Bad news from Israel in particular. Both in terms of its 
findings and in terms of methods used to reach to these findings.   

 
3. Structure. The thesis is better in this respect than the previous drafts. However, it still 

misses a logical structure that will lead the reader from one argument and topic to 
another so that the whole thesis is clear for the reader (not confusing).   

 
4. Aim. There still seems to be a confusion what is the goal of the thesis, however it is 

more clear than the previous drafts of the thesis. Is it to analyse if the Al Jazeera is 
balanced or biased? Or is it to analyse if the English and Arabic Jazeera differs in 
ways how it covers the same news? And if so, in which way and why? And if not, also 
why?   

 
5. I would welcome more balanced reflections on the influence of media on society, 

however it is better than the previous draft. To sum up, sociology does not take the 
media as powerful because of the influence of the informal social networks and 
primary groups in which people are embedded. More careful reading of more 
sociological literature on the topic is missing.   

 
6. Chapters on historical background. There are many events covered in too detailed way 

for the purpose of the thesis. For example, the section about the Basel conference or 
the section about the migration waves to Israel is not necessary for the thesis at all. 
Also the topic of the Balfour declaration is rather too detailed and even not balanced 
(The main argument tends to claim that the declaration and the British mandate is 
responsible for everything. In fact, the Arab landowners were selling land to the Jews. 
Also, the Palestinian Arabs have never been united – the two biggest Palestinian 
famillies have always been competing with each other. Etc., etc.). On the other hand, 
many more contemporary events are not covered at all or in a very limited way. The 
thesis basically jumps from the British mandate, and from 1948 naqba, to the 2000s. 



But what about the first intifada as the first big case of popular resistance? What about 
PLO and Arafat? What about 1967 and 1973 Israeli-Arab wars? What about the 
second infifada that is covered in the historical background chapter only in a very 
limited way, however it is the main topic of the whole thesis. Also, I miss more 
references for this historical background.   

 
7. Chapter on methodology. I miss more references on relevant methodological literature. 

As for the grounded theory references on articles and on a books written by Strauss, 
Corbin, and Charmaz. The way explaining what is grounded theory is rather unclear.  
The same is true for explaining what is critical discourse analyses. Also, I miss 
sufficient explanation why and how are these methods used for the purpose of the 
thesis.  
 

8. It is not clear how did the author select and collect the data (articles) and why did the 
student choose media coverage of the three particular months of the whole second 
intifada? What is the logic behind this?  

 
9. Discourse analyse. I miss more clear examples of the texts you have analysed (typical 

illustrations that should support your interpretations of the news and of the language 
used to construct the news).  

 
10. Grounded theory. It should be more clear and presented in a very explicit and 

systematic way what are the main categories identified during the open coding. The 
illustrations of quotes from Al Jazeera should be used more carefully and not so 
extensively – not so long samples are necessary; it could be shorter. The chapter 
should construct or re-construct the way how Al Jazeera constructs the news, how they 
create the image of the second intifada. Sometimes there is a confusion between what 
is really going on and what is just the media coverage of it. However, these are two 
completely different thinks.   

 
11. Conclusion. Broader, clearer and more systematic and critical presentation of the 

findings.  
 

Questions for defence: 
 

1. What are the main findings of the research? 
2. How does the student reflect on strong and weak points of the research? 

 
 
I recommend mark 3.  
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