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Yulia Yurchuk’s thesis aims to be a qualitative (p. 3) study which explores the perspectives of current 
influential actors in the field of Prague’s music journalism. Based on data from her interviews with six 
informants working as freelance professionals in three selected Czech media, contextualized by data 
extracted from already existing textual documents (mainly the web pages of the selected media), the 
author presents her findings about certain aspects of working conditions of Czech music journalists 
and their writing practices. Therefore, she sheds light on an underresearched topic in the Czech 
environment - how the recent economic and technological changes in the music industry affected 
independent music journalism from the point of view of the workers themselves. 

The basic structure of the thesis is standard, with the main part of thesis consisting of three chapters 
– two theoretical chapters followed by an empirical one. The theoretical chapters 1 and 2 (Culture 
And Music Industries, p. 3-17, and Music Journalism And Its Role in Music Industry, p. 18-28) are 
extensive literature reviews based on current relevant academic titles mainly from popular music 
studies, cultural studies and sociology of music (e.g. McChesney 2001; Thornton 1995; Hracs 2012; 
Forde 2001; Fürsich and Avant-Mier 2012; Baym and Burnett 2009; Hellman and Jaakkola 2011; 
Atton 2009; Negus 1999, Fonarow 2006; Fornas 1995; Holt 2007; Connell and Gibson 2003). The 
author on which the student seems to rely the most is the British music sociologist David 
Hesmondhalgh (eight titles from 1996 till 2019).  

At the beginning of the chapter 3 (Czech Music Media And Independent Journalism, p. 29-54), the 
student aims to connect and contrast the mostly Western European context described so far with the 
Czech context, with the help of a Czech title about the history and current state of the Czech media 
(Bednařík, Jirák and Köpplová, 2011). She also tries to formulate her research statement and 
methodology: “The goal of the case study based on Czech music media is to show and explain the 
journalists’ perspective on the role and functions of music media in the current time, especially in 
relation to economical and technological changes of music industry.” (p. 30) Although although this 
statement could have worked as a preliminary orientation, I consider it too broad as a research 
question for a bachelor thesis, moreover in contrast to the data presented later. Throughout the text, 
we also find research goals formulated slightly differently. The thesis would have surely benefited 
from a more coherent and narrower research statement.  

At the same page 30, we also find student’s attempt to describe her methodology. This is ultimately 
the weakest point of her work: “… qualitative research based on the data collected from the 
interviews with Prague music journalists and content analysis of the studied media with some 
statistics about journalists’ employment. My research includes ethnographic method of data 
collection and analysis of statistical data.” Although I could agree with her about the qualitative 
character of her work based on interviews and qualitative content analysis of documents, I haven’t 
found any presented data which could be understood as clearly ethnographic (no field descriptions 
based on participant observation), nor have I found any statistical analysis. I believe that it is an 
omission from her previous unsuccesfull attempt, but still this issue should be adressed during the 



oral defense. The statement about statistics is a clear mistake and the ethnography is questionable. 
Although ethnography is a broad term covering more research techniques, the most distinctive one is  
the participant observation. During the defense, Yuliya Yurchuk should explain in detail how exactly 
did she carried out her research. Mainly, she should adress following points: her choice of interview 
type, construction of sample, when and how were the interviews carried out, in which language, how 
were they transcribed and analyzed, the ethical considerations, the considerations of the limits of her 
work including her research position. So far out of these important points, the student adresses only 
briefly her construcion of sample (p. 30, 32).  

Nevertheless, we can see from her presented data in the format of quotations from the interviews 
and her attempts to interpret them that she was basically doing the right things, despite the fact that 
her data are still somewhat “thin” and her interpretations are mostly descriptive and rather vague, 
only rarely and loosely tight with the theoretical chapters. To conclude, I am convinced that Yulia 
Yurchuk has proven that she is able to find an appropriate research topic based on current academic 
debate, to collect relevant and interesting new data and to and to interpret them meaningfully. 
However, the fact that she is too non-transparent in her descriptions how this data were constructed 
and analyzed should be considered as a mistake.  

The reviewed work fulfills all the standard formal requirements of a BA thesis. It is of an appropriate 
length and structure, the references are made well, as well as the list of secondary sources at the end 
(more titles of one author should be listed choronologically). The only thing I am missing is connected 
to my main reservation - the list of primary sources (e.g. a list of interviews with the date, place, 
etc.). The style of writing is appropriate without any fundamental problems. The text would have 
surely benefited from proofreading. Nevertheless, the small amount of typographic and language 
mistakes is acceptable. 

To conclude: despite my comments above, I consider Yuliya Yurchuk’s bachelor thesis acceptable, I  
recommend it for the oral defense and propose to evaluate it as good. 
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