
 

Charles University, Faculty of Social Sciences    

Institute of Sociological Studies, Department of Sociology   www.fsv.cuni.cz  
U Kříže 8, 158 00 Prague 5 / iss.fsv.cuni.cz / jana.vojanova@fsv.cuni.cz / +420 251 080 241 1/3 

 

Master’s Thesis Evaluation Form 

 

Student’s  name:  Enrico Maria la Forgia  

 

Thesis title: “Counter identification processes among the third-fourth generation of 

immigrants in France.The case of Marseille and its Arabic community 

 

Name of the supervisor: Prof. Zdenek Uherek 

 

Name of the opponent: Mgr. Shreya Bhardwaj 

 

 

What are the strengths and weaknesses of the thesis? Please give your reasons for the 

suggested grade in detail below. 

 

1. Does the author show understanding of one or more theories, and use theory to 

generate a hypothesis or to make the problem area more understandable. 

 

Comments: The author presents a nuanced understanding of the theoretical concepts they 

have introduced, for example, the counter-identification processes. They have satisfactorily 

established a history and a context to the research question which was engaging to the 

readership. 

 

2. Is the research question articulated clearly and properly? Is the research question 

sufficiently answered in the conclusion?  

 

Comments: The author’s elaboration of the history of migration in France has helped in a 

clear articulation of their research question about the counter-identification process of the 

generation of migrants. In the analysis section, there is a comprehensive mix of theory, 

qualitative and quantitative data, which gradually helps to answer the research question. There 

is an interesting narrative of the migrant experiences which eventually trigger the process of 

retraction to the immigrant identity- the counter-identification process. 

 

3. Is the thesis based on relevant research and literature and does it accurately 

summarize and integrate the information? 

 

Comments: The author has demonstrated that they are able to fully comprehend and theorize 

the problematic of their research, furnishing the readers with the history of migration to 

France and the subsequent segregation between the migrant and the host community. 

However, they have failed to elaborate on other similar research within the domain of their 

interest, i.e, counter-identification. A prerequisite for a good scholarly work is an assessment 

of  the existing literature which helps one identify the gaps and make a viable contribution to 

the topic at hand.  

 

4. What is the quality of the data or the other sources? Are the sample method, data 

collection and data analysis appropriate? 

 



 

Charles University, Faculty of Social Sciences    

Institute of Sociological Studies, Department of Sociology   www.fsv.cuni.cz  
U Kříže 8, 158 00 Prague 5 / iss.fsv.cuni.cz / jana.vojanova@fsv.cuni.cz / +420 251 080 241 2/3 

Comments: The author has primarily made use of interviews, substantiated by quantitative 

data. However, it would be interesting to know why the author chose interview as the sole 

method of data collection. Usage of observation or focus groups to understand, for instance, 

the communal life sphere could have yielded another set of worthwhile data.  

 

5. Are the findings relevant to the research question? Are the conclusions of the thesis 

based on strong arguments? 

 

Comments: The findings coincide with the research question. However, the author’s 

occasional usage of the phrase “repulsive processes” (first mention page 9) is, I imagine, a 

poor attempt at translation which finds absolutely no theoretical basis in the entire text. 

Therefore, it would have been advisable to redirect focus onto the second part of the 

“Question” mentioned on page 9.  

 

6. Are the author’s thoughts distinguished unambiguously from the borrowed ideas? 

 

Comments: The author uses a lucid writing style to present their understanding of the 

literature they have read. They also supplement the literature with their own ideas, albeit, in a 

grammatically poor fashion.  

 

7. Is the thesis containing original/innovative research (in terms of topic, approach, 

and/or findings)? 

 

Comments: Indeed, the thesis presents a compelling perspective, granted it may not be 

entirely unique. But given the political climate since the 2015 migration, there is a renewed 

interest in this subject making this thesis a worthwhile addition to an already sizable 

collection of literature on migration.  

 

8. What is the quality of style and other formal requirements? 

 

Comments: The style of writing is rather communicative which I appreciate. The ambiguities 

and confusion in the text largely owe to poor English grammar which should be worked upon. 

 

9. Are there any other strengths and weaknesses of the thesis, which are not included in 

the previous questions? Please list them if any.  

 

Comments: The manuscript is riddled with innumerable grammatical and typographical errors 

making this thesis very difficult to read. I have presented my comments based on the overall 

understanding I could salvage. 

 

10. What topic do you suggest for the discussion in the thesis defence? 

 

Comments: While the findings maybe patently valuable, it would bode well for the author to 

point out their value. What are the immediate and long-term implications of such counter-

identification process?  
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Overall assessment of the thesis: The subject matter of this thesis is veritably urgent and 

important. Evidently, the author has a strong grasp of sociological theories. The single 

research question of this thesis, regarding the counter-identification processes, has been 

considerably answered. As is the case with any research work, it is absolutely imperative to 

outline the potential theoretical or practical contributions made which the author shied away 

from doing.  

 

(Please, state clearly whether the thesis is or is not recommended for a defence and write the 

main reasons for the recommendation). 

 

Proposed grade: Excellent (B) 

 

 

(A-  B: excellent, C-D: very good, E: good, F: fail) 
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