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Evaluation 

Major criteria: 

This thesis clearly shows the author’s deep comprehension of not only the Occupy 
Wall Street (OWS) movement and its media coverage (the subject of the reviewed 
thesis) but also of the Gramscian scholarship. The thesis, drawing on extraordinarily 
wide body of academic literature, offers an in-depth, informed and highly advanced 
discussion of Gramsci’s original work, its metatheoretical foundations, analytical and 
political salience, and its position vis-à-vis the discipline of IR.  

However, the thesis largely fails to deliver author’s original empirical work which 
would investigate the mainstream media coverage of the OWS. In the key chapter 4 
which promises to provide critical analysis of the said media, the author draws solely 
on the works of scholars like Žižek, Chomsky, Keller and Gill to discuss how the 
mainstream outlets misleadingly depicted the movement, in the process diminishing 
its emancipatory potential. Although I am sympathetic to the author’s argument that 
the distinction between primary and secondary sources is problematic (cf. pp. 25-
26), I was still expecting that he would conduct his own analysis of chosen Western 
media and their coverage of the OWS, something that simply did not happen.  

This problem is further exacerbated by the fact that the author is rather uncritical in 
his attitude towards the authors he uses and essentially just summarizes and 
conveys their arguments. This is especially striking when he quotes media excerpts 
not from the original sources but from the secondary literature (see pp. 11 and 83) 
which could conceivably be, given the sympathies of its authors, fairly selective and 
even manipulative. In other words, the thesis does not pose as a critical rebuke to, or 
a reassessment of the (neo)Gramscian scholarship dealing with the OWS but largely 
summarizes its main points.  

I need to reiterate that the author shows remarkable comprehension of not only the 
Gramscian scholarship, but also of deeper metatheoretical and political issues 
pertaining to the discipline of IR and social science more broadly, to the extent which 
is in my opinion fairly extraordinary by MA standards. I should also note here that 
broadly speaking, I do share author’s outlook and perspective on the mainstream 
media coverage of the OWS movement and events linked to it. However, an original 
discourse analysis of clearly defined, narrow corpus of media reports dealing with 
OWS that would empirically support author’s claims would significantly improve the 
originality, contribution and analytical power of the present thesis.  
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Apart from these issues, I would have one more comment, which is essentially a food 
for thought. The author proposes that different protest movements ranging from 
Arab spring to OWS to student demonstrations in Chile are all driven by discontent with 
the global capitalist order. Although he allows for the notion that various contexts of 
are “very different” (pp. 91), he still makes clear that the different protest movements 
are all united in terms by the fight against the common enemy. In doing so, he 
arguably de-valorizes other axes of oppression based on gender, race, and so on. I 
understand that this aligns with the Neo-Gramscian view, and in that regard the 
author’s perspective is completely coherent. However, for me it does raise a question 
about the limited analytical and political salience of this approach. With regards to 
the current events in the US, would author also consider them as sparked by 
resistance against (purely) capitalist injustices? 

 

Minor criteria: 

Formal matters are flawless. As noted above, the author draws on a remarkably wide 
body of academic scholarship. However, this is not matched by empirical material.  

In terms of language, in my opinion author at times resorts to a bit suggestive 
expressions (which, I suspect, relates to the uncritical attitude towards the used 
sources), like when talks about “economic mass murder” (pp. 5) caused by the global 
capitalist system. Although I am in favour of disrupting academic norms, these 
expressions are in contrast to rather conventional language used throughout the 
thesis. 

 

Overall evaluation: 

To reiterate what I have written above, in terms of conceptual and theoretical 
debate, this is an extraordinarily advanced MA thesis. However, given the lack of 
original analytical work with empirical data, I cannot but recommend the C grade. 

Suggested grade:  

C 
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