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Comments of the referee on the thesis highlights and shortcomings (following the 5 numbered 
aspects of your assessment indicated below).

1) Theoretical background:
The point of departure of Ms Ramesh's thesis is a thorough review of the literature on the subject 
matter  which leads her to the identification of failures  in the current policy of the Indian state 
regarding organ trade (as judged against the background of analogical policies implemented in other 
parts of the world). What follows is a cumulative argument in favour of not so much a radical 
change of the direction  (India has already banned organ trade),  as further legislative  steps that 
would complement the existing legal framework and lead to (a) closing the loopholes in the way the 
ban  is  implemented,  and  (b)  encourage  organ  donation  (which  would  be  consistent  with  the 
dominant ethical culture of India). This cumulative argument has basic theoretical cogency (its first 
aspect  being  based  on  an  uncontroversial  consequentialist  reasoning,  while  the  second  aspect 
backed by an analysis  of  the predominant  Hindu ethical  beliefs).  Having said that,  the overall 
treatment does lack the ultimate scholarly finish and leaves the reader with an impression some 
sections of the thesis are closer in nature to a policy paper, rather than to a thorough scholarly 
treatment.  This  is  certainly  true  when  it  comes  to  the  treatment  of  the  ethical  considerations 
regarding organ trade in the Indian context (something I'm more familiar with than with some other 
- less philosophical - aspects of the thesis). It is not just that the discussion of this matter is brief 
(which  might  have  been  unavoidable),  but  given  that  India  is  officially  a  liberal  democracy 
inhabited by some 200 million citizens who are not Hindu practitioners, addressing the question 
whether appeal to an explicitly ideologically partisan beliefs in policy making on ethically sensitive 
matter  would be appropriate would be expected in a work that  would be expected to meet  the 
highest scholarly standards. However, given that this an ambitious Master thesis that covers a lot of 
ground, I consider this lack of ultimate scholarly finish far from fatal.

2) Contribution: 
I find the contribution of Ms Ramesh's thesis very impressive, given that her important and realistic 
policy recommendations appear to be original. However, like in point (1), at times I sensed that the 
force of her recommendations may appear limited by the lack of scholarly finish and occasionally 
sketchy  treatment  of  some  of  the  points  she  is  making.  The  lack  of  realistic  predictions  how 
implementations  of her recommendation would influence the situation "on the ground" when it 



comes to illegal organ trade in India (bearing in mind that we are talking about international trade) 
does also make the relevance of her policy recommendations difficult to estimate.

3) Methods:
The hypotheses put forward by Ms Ramesh are clearly formuled and skillfully defended. No doubt 
some  issue  might  be  analysed  at  greater  depth  (as  already mentioned  above).  One  element  of 
methodology I was - as the supervisor - uneasy about is the scarcity of the empirical data regarding 
the facts  concerning the organ trade in India and elsewhere which might  shed light  on the all-
important relation between various legislative approaches to the problem of organ trade and the 
resulting increase or decrease of the cases of ethically problematic cases of organ trade. If such data 
would be available, the quantitative aspect of Ms Ramesh's thesis would be much more prominent. 
However,  for  understandable  reasons  (since  we are  dealing  with  illegal  or  semi-legal  activity) 
reliable data are in this field are simply unavailable to a broad public (including such researchers as 
Ms Ramesh), hence the entire methodology of her thesis has to be adapted to allow her to address 
competently these aspects of the phenomena under consideration, shifting the focus towards policy 
analysis  (in  Part  II)  and  ethical/philosophical  considerations  (in  Part  III).  Given  the  above 
mentioned limitations I judge the methods she adopted adequate to the task at hand.

4) Literature:
Ms Ramesh used an extensive literature from a number of interrelated fields of research. She made 
an effort to identify the most relevant and most recent sources which was far from easy in the Indian 
context, hence I commend her for her efforts in this area of her research.

5) Manuscript form: 
Ms Ramesh thesis is indeed a "thesis:  very clearly formulated right from the start,  with a plan 
clearly structured and consequently executed (and the reader is helpfully reminded repeatedly about 
the underlying logic of the thesis). Ms Ramesh paid close attention to the manuscript form and (on 
my request) did a lot of work to adapt her manuscript to the Anglo-American standards (which 
turned out to be different in a number of respects from the ones adopted as standards in the Indian 
academia).
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The referee should give comments to the following requirements:

1)  THEORETICAL BACKGROUND:  Can you recognize  that  the  thesis  was  guided by some  
theoretical fundamentals relevant for this thesis topic? Were some important theoretical concepts  
omitted? Was the theory used in the thesis consistently incorporated with the topic and hypotheses  
tested? 
Strong Average Weak
20 10 0 points

2) CONTRIBUTION:  Evaluate if the author presents  original ideas on the topic and aims at  
demonstrating critical thinking and ability to draw conclusions based on the knowledge of relevant  
theory and relevant empirical material. Is there a distinct  value added of the thesis (relative to  
knowledge of a university-educated person interested in given topic)? Did the author explain why 
the observed phenomena occurred? Were the policy implications well founded?
Strong Average Weak
20 10 0 points

3) METHODS: Are the hypotheses for this study clearly stated, allowing their further verification  
and testing? Are the theoretical explanations, empirical material and analytical tools used in the  
thesis relevant to the research question being investigated, and adequate to the aspiration level of  
the study? Is the thesis  topic comprehensively analyzed and does the thesis not make trivial or  
irrelevant detours off the main body stated in the thesis proposal? More than 10 points signal an  
exceptional work, which requires your explanation "why" it is so).
Strong Average Weak
20 10 0 points

4) LITERATURE REVIEW: The thesis demonstrates author’s full understanding and command 
of recent literature. The author quotes relevant literature in a proper way and disposes with a  
representative bibliography. (Remark: references to Wikipedia,  websites and newspaper articles  
are a sign of poor research). If they dominate you cannot give more than 8 points. References to  
books  published by  prestigious  publishers  and articles  in  renowned journals  give  much better  
impression.
Strong Average Weak
20 10 0 points

5) MANUSCRIPT FORM:  The thesis is  clear and well structured. The author uses appropriate  
language  and  style,  including  academic  format for  quotations,  graphs  and  tables.  The  text  
effectively refers to graphs and tables, is easily readable and stimulates thinking. 
Strong Average Weak
20 10 0 points
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