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Evaluation 

Major criteria: 

 

The thesis has a very meaningfully defined theoretical core, rotted in relevant 
literature on (strategic) narratives. I find the derivation of the three 
hypothesis (delegitimization, downplaying, variation depending on the state 
of the economy) plausible and interesting to test. 

Methodologically the thesis is well crafter and based on a very sizable volume 
of empirical work – 500+ coded statements. As far as I can judge, the thematic 
analysis is applied appropriately and, as I have observed the development of 
the dataset and the analysis, very robustly, so that the findings are indeed 
deeply validated with empirical data. The two-step process of first deriving 
theoretically the two broad categories (delegitimization, downplaying 
narratives) and then identifying inductively the concrete manifestation of this 
logic works very well. Overall then, the thesis is empirically extremely rich. 

One area where I could see (significant) space for further improvement of the 
thesis is the quantitative analysis of data derived from statements. The use of 
descriptives and chi-square is perfectly OK, but of course much more could be 
done with more advanced statistical techniques, for instance in the form of 
logit analysis at the level of individual statements. I am highlighting this as a 
case of space available for further deepening that was not used, not as a 
criticism of the analysis as presented. It is also fair to admit that limited 
dependent variable regression models are outside of the regular curriculum 
in MAIN. 

I find the empirical results very interesting, in particular the variation 
between speakers depending on their roles in security/economy or 
domestic/foreign affairs (Putin, Medvedev, Lavrov) is plausible and insightful. 

 

Minor criteria: 

At points the style is somewhat more informal than the usual academic 
standard. Also the visual side of the thesis could be improved. There are only 
occasional typos. Overall, however, writing is very clear and concise, and the 
thesis is a pleasure to read. 
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Overall evaluation: 

This is a strong thesis that explores a highly relevant topic from an original 
perspective, bringing new empirical insights into the dynamics of anti-
Russian sanctions after the Crimea crisis. The key strengths are in empirical 
richness of data collected, solid roots of the thesis in theoretical debates and 
relevant literature, and good presentation. The relative weakness lies in the 
lack of use of more sophisticated quantitative techniques but, as I highlighted, 
chi-square test analysis presented here is also perfectly suitable. 
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