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Anastasiia Sereda's work on fanfiction as a source of emotional support is a well-written and an 

intriguing student thesis that creativelly combines various theoretical and methodological 

approaches which help illucidate the complexity of the given topic. In my critical exposition, I 

first evaluate the main scholarly contribution of Sereda's thesis, and then also list some minor 

deficiencies of her work toward the end. 

Sereda's thesis is based on an original research argument that is well-grounded in real-life 

expreriences of fanfic readers, including her own, as well as in advanced theoretical litearture. In 

this way, Sereda's exposition of the main argument in the introductory chapter provides for an 

elegant interveawing of personal experience of a fanfic reader with a critical reading of theory. 

Her introductory writing in effect establishes a suitable theoretical model that solidly frames her 

subsequent analytical study of the ethnographic data. Before the main analytical part that follows 

in chapters 1 and 2, Sereda also offers a methodological discussion of her work that 

appropriatelly justifies her use of various ethnographic and autoethnographic methods which 

enable the student to gain a great amount of suitable detail and complexity from her data. Her use 

of a variety of different research methods (e.g., interviews, a survey, online ethnography, 

autoethnography) thus helps Sereda to successfully utilize triangulation of data approach for the 

purpose of »thick« description in her main analytical part, which enables her to tease out 

multiple perspectives and layers of meaning from her data as related to the topic of her work. In 

her main chapters, Sereda then uses anthropological and inductive approach to data analysis, and 

thus structures her subsections according to emic criteria which follow the topics that her 

interolutors identify as important functions of reading fanfiction. In this part, Sereda successfully 

scrutinizes her ethnographic and autoethnographic data in a way that brings out complexity, 

contradiction, and multiplicity of perspectives, and additionally provides for some astute 

theoretical considerations that are intersperced in between the ethnographic examples. The latter 

are especially prominent in the parts abut parasocial relationships, slash, and sexual explorations, 

as well as in parts where she provides for some additional comparisons to Radway.  

In terms of limitations of Sereda's work, I only have some minor additional observations that 

should work mainly as recommendations for student's progress in her academic work and for 

possible further research. In relation to theory, I would mention occasional lack of conceptual 

rigour and stylistic clarity in that regard. This is for example relevant in the following sections: 

the introductory discussion about conceptual distinctions between some of the main functions 

(e.g., escape as separate or as part of compensation, or both?), and about the differences between 

romance and fanfiction (less rigour in introduction, and better additional comparison later, on 

page 39); and more complexity could be acknowledged when considering gender binaries (page 

11; this analysis is also related only to one source). Furthermore, Sereda should also provide 



some broader examination of the notion of resistance within fanfiction reading that addresses 

dominant gender norms (and extending it beyond slash). For instance, she often writes about 

»avoidance« of gender inequality through reading fanfiction (e.g., page 45), but it would be 

sometimes more appropriate to frame such reading acts (also) as more active and critical 

responses to dominant gender discourse. In addition, it would be useful to provide at least some 

brief discussion of the notion of »compensation,« which is otherwise quite central in Sereda's 

work, also from the field of psychology. There is also some additional space in methodology part 

(as well as in conclusions), where Sereda could further examine some relevant issues as related 

to the limitations of her research, particularly in regard to authoethnographic method and her 

positionality. She actually investigates several of these limitations very successfully, but those 

remarks could be expanded further. And finally, in her conclusions, where she elaborates on 

further research, she could also say a few words about the aspect of »community,« as a relevant 

function of fanfiction. Sereda, for instance, analyzes the issue of parasocial relationships as a 

type of imaginary community, but it would be interesting to compare this also to other types of 

imagined and real, desired and actual, and online and offline, fanfiction communities. But 

overall, I need to restate, the general impact of Sereda's work is exemplary. 
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