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The supervisor introduced the candidate to the committee.
Subsequently, the candidate presented the thesis and continued by
reading the reviews by the committee.

Defense:

- Supervisor found the topic important. The structure was also
appropriate. The method was appropriate, but there were some issues
in presenting the findings qualitatively. It should be more elaborative
qualitatively.

- Opponent mentioned there were few remarks in terms of
methodology. The changes from the proposal were mentioned by the
author, but the opponent found the method was still the same (which
was quantitative framing). Apart from that, the writing was clear, as
well as a theoretical framework. The author also understood the
relevant literature, which was appreciated.

- To summarize, the opponent mentioned that the author
misunderstood the difference between quantitative and qualitative
methods. Thus, it brought the objection to the theoretical framework
which did not provide the knowledge background to conduct
qualitative research

- The student explained the comparison of media (print and digital)
to answer the opponent's question about the importance of media
study in India.

- The student defended the theories and methodology he used by
explaining media framing theory, how to code (axial to thematic
coding), and why he used the methodology to get an in-depth
overview of the phenomena. The most important was the finding was
still robust.

- The committee members asserted the author was more quantitative.
It could be switched but the paradigm would be problematic. But the
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robust findings were appreciated.

Result of defence: very good (C)

Chair of the board: doc. PhDr. Alice Némcova Tejkalova, Ph.D. ........cccoeeienennnen.
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