Abstract

The thesis deals with the decision of the Senate of the Parliament of the Czech Republic not to
ratify the Council of Europe Convention on preventing and combating violence against women
and domestic violence almost eight years after the signing of the treaty. It aims to analyse the
way the Istanbul Convention was framed in the speeches of the Czech senators during the
ratification negotiation, and to identify the most recurrent themes in the frames themselves. It
first introduces the reader to the context, specifically the origins of the Istanbul Convention, its
content, its acceptance in the Czech Republic and the world, and finally summarizes the public
debate that took place before the Senate’s negotiation. It describes the concept of gender
ideology and the related anti-gender discourse, which is important for the understanding of the
debate. In relation to the stated aim, it then identifies through framing analysis which aspects
of the Istanbul Convention were highlighted during the ratification negotiations, which were
discredited, how did the proponents and opponents argue, and which arguments were most
common. As a result, four frames are presented, with all of them having their functions detailed.
Those function are what the senators framed as the problem that needed to be addressed by the
decision, what the causes of the problem were, how the frames morally evaluated the Istanbul
Convention for its implications, and finally what they proposed as a solution to the problem
they identified. With the functions, it is also mentioned what the senators talked about most

often, and which topics dominated.



