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1. RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN RESEARCH PROPOSAL AND THESIS (mark one box for each row)
Conforms to
approved
research
proposal

Changes are
well explained
and appropriate

Changes are
explained but
are
inappropriate

Changes are not
explained and are
inappropriate

Does not
conform to the
approved
research
proposal

1.1 Research
objective(s)

X ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐

1.2 Methodology ☐ ☐ X ☐ ☐
1.3 Thesis

structure
X ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐

COMMENTARY (description of the relationship between the research proposal and the thesis. If there are
problems, please be specific):      

Some changes were made compared to the research proposal. These include deviations in the selection of the
newspapers and the time frame. Furthermore, the methods were changed. The presented study proposes to use
QUAL news frame and source analyses instead of the QUAN framing analysis and CDA, as suggested in the
original proposal. Arshu John explains deviations in the Introductory chapter. The changes in methodology are
not appropriate as the presented analysis dost not give QUAL results. On the contrary, the findings stick to the
QUAN approach.

2. EVALUATION OF THE THESIS CONTENT
Use letters A – B – C – D – E – F (A=best, F= failed)

Grade
2.1 Quality and appropriateness of the theoretical framework   C   
2.2 Ability to critically evaluate and apply the literature  D  
2.3 Quality and soundness of the empirical research  D  
2.4 Ability to select the appropriate methods and to use them correctly   E   
2.5 Quality of the conclusion   D   
2.6 Thesis originality and its contribution to academic knowledge production   B   

COMMENTARY (description of thesis content and the main problems):   
In the Introduction, the author clarifies the main concepts of the thesis. The writing is clear and to the point.
Arshu John outlines the theoretical framework. Research objectives and aims, including the research question,
are formulated. The structure of the thesis is described. The following theoretical chapters provide a literature
review of religious conversion in India and media framing.



Arshu John provides a detailed description of the socio-historical-political reality of religious conversions in
India. This seems appropriate when considering the thesis topic and would be fitting for CDA analysis. The
author reflects relevant primary and secondary sources. These are examined and assessed considering the
research problem, and the candidate clearly understands and is familiar with the relevant literature.

In contrast, chapter 2.3, Theoretical Framework, is relatively brief. Arshu John should have provided a more
profound context here. E.g., in chapter 2.3.1, Framing theory is superficial and provides only a partial ground
for the thesis objectives. More background could be supplied in the media construction of reality, gatekeeping
approach, and agenda setting. Additionally, a candidate could have discussed each of the issues outlined in the
theoretical framework more extensively to provide a solid reflection of media framing research and its origins.
Furthermore, some more recent studies on the topic could be provided. The same objections apply to
subchapter 2.3.2 Media Framing in India. My impression is that the candidate wants to be done with this
subchapter as soon as possible, providing a concise and monotonous list of studies-summaries without
discussing the implications of their results. Consequently, the provided list needs to be more closely connected
to the objections of the empirical research. The lack of solid theoretical frameworks leads to misunderstanding
in the Methodology, Findings, and Analysis chapters.

The chapter Methodology and research design describes the methods used. Arshu John proposes to use a
mixed method approach and intends to combine QUAL media frame and QUAL source analysis. The
determination of the media frames and modus operandi of the study builds upon the methodology described
by Linström and Marais (2012). Therefore, five frames are deductively derived from the literature. However,
the candidate creates two media frames inductively before the coding process. How these frames were derived
from selected texts and their context is unclear. Identifying the media frames inductive during the initial
QUAL analysis of a small representative text sample would be more suited.

The chapter describes the sampling process and coding process. By the end of chapter four, hypotheses are
provided. While reading the methodology, the reader is in constant doubt about the qualitative nature of the
study. The sampling procedure, coding of news frames, and hypotheses would better fit the quantitative
analysis.

The following chapter – Findings and Analysis, follows the doubts from the previous chapters. Therefore, I
have a severe objection to the methodology inaccuracy. Disregarding the candidate’s claim about conducting
the QUAL analysis, the findings manifest a quantitative approach. The frames are defined as qualitatively
categorical variables and coded in quantitative content analysis. Based on quantitative procedure, research
counts the occurrence of the frames and sources/actors by measuring the frequency of the specific lexical
items by answering YES x NO to a set of questions related to the particular media frame. The candidate is
thus asking for the presence/not-presence of variables and sources/actors. To sum up, the conclusion relies on
the occurrence of pre-determinate categories. The candidate misunderstood the methodology and the
difference between QUAN and QUAL analysis. This brings me back to my objection to the thesis’s
theoretical frameworks, which do not provide the knowledge background to conduct correctly carried out
qualitative analysis.

Despite the misunderstanding of QUAL research, the results of QUAN content analysis bring interesting
findings. Based on the frequency of the occurrence, Arshu John interprets the research results.

The chapter Discussion and Conclusions reflect each hypothesis. However, I would appreciate discussing the
findings with a literature review and theoretical framework. Additionally, the candidate does not reflect the
RQ he is asking in the chapter Introduction. Insufficient theoretical foundations downgrade the quality of
argumentation and conclusions.

3. EVALUATION OF THE THESIS FORM
Use letters A – B – C – D – E – F (A=best, F= failed)

Grade
3.1 Quality of the structure   A   
3.2 Quality of the argumentation   D   
3.3 Appropriate use of academic terminology B 
3.4 Quality, quantity and appropriateness of the citations (both in the theory part and in the

empirical part)
A  

3.5 Conformity to quotation standards (*)   A   



3.6 Use of an academic writing style, and correct use of language (both grammar and
spelling)

  A   

3.6 Quality of the textual lay-outing and appendices   A   
(*) in case the text contains quotations without references, the grade is F; in case the text contains plagiarised
parts, do not recommend the thesis for defence and suggest disciplinary action against the author instead.

COMMENTARY (description of thesis form and the main problems)
     

4. OVERAL EVALUATION (provide a summarizing list of the thesis’s strengths and weaknesses):

Arshu John examines the media frames and sources used to cover religious conversion in selected
Indian newspapers. I consider the main shortcomings of the presented thesis to be:
1) Insufficient anchoring of media construction of reality and media framing theory.
2) Misunderstanding of the methodology and principles of qualitative research.
3) Mistaking quantitative research for qualitative.
4) An absence of discussion of research results in the context of relevant literature (literature review)
and proposed theoretical framework.
5) Ignoring the proposed research question.

However, Arshu John brings research with a serious topic that deserves academic attention. The way
the media constructs reality fundamentally influences public opinion. Therefore, studying how the
media apply specific frames and discourses is necessary. A correctly performed analysis of media
frames is a suitable tool for studying the construction of reality through media. In his quantitative
research, Arshu John brings interesting insights that, if further elaborated, could bring critical
findings.

The use of a mixed-methodology approach to frame analysis would be a more appropriate approach.
The quantitative findings would describe overall trends in large data sets. Simultaneously, the
qualitative techniques would examine framing effects in more detail. An alternative research design
could include the following steps:
1. Methodology: 5 frames deductively selected from the theoretical framework and previous codebooks
2. QUAL analysis I: media frames are inductively identified and described during the initial analysis of
a small representative sample of texts. E.g., using open coding and axial coding based on the constant
comparative.
3. QUAN analysis: All frames are coded in a quantitative content computer-assisted analysis that
identifies significant trends in the larger data sets. The proposed research design could be expanded by:
4. QUAL analysis II: The manifestation of frames in the studied text is tested and described, e.g., CDA
analysis.

5. QUESTIONS OR TOPICS TO BE DISCUSSED DURING THE THESIS DEFENSE:
5.1  Given the weakened position of printed outlets worldwide, I wonder what the reach of the studied

newspapers is compared to online news in India.
5.2 Can you provide more details on the two media frames created inductively?
5.3      
5.4      

6. ANTIPLAGIARISM CHECK

☐ The reviewer is familiar with the thesis‘ score in plagiarism analysis in SIS.

If the score is above 5%, please evaluate and indicate problems:
6.1 The overall similarity indicated by SIS (Turnitin) is 87 %. The duplicate of the actual thesis causes this.

However, the second anti-plagiarism indicates a 5% similarity. Similarities were identified mainly in the
direct quotations, diploma thesis template, and general phrases. Therefore, I did not identify any
significant problems related to plagiarism.



7. SUGGESTED GRADE OF THE THESIS AS A WHOLE (choose one or two)
A ☐
B ☐
C ☐
D X
E ☐
F ☐

If the mark is an “F”, please provide your reasons for not recommending the thesis for defense:
     

Date:   June 16, 2023   Signature: Sandra Lábová
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