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• Appropriate word count Yes 

 
ADDITIONAL WRITTEN COMMENTS 

Reviewer 1 
This thesis is appropriately titled and sub-titled. The front matter, composing a cover page and 
lengthy and detailed ToC, are all in order. The Abstract is of an appropriate length and synopsises 
the project relatively well.  
 
The thesis is focused on far-right parties targeting of specifically youth via social media. In this 
case, the far-right party is Spain's Vox and the paltform studied are Instagram and TikTok. 
Despite the importance of far-right online targeting of youth, there is relatively little research 
focused on this important issue to-date and most of it, as poined out in the thesis, is concerned 
with Twitter activity, rather than platforms heavily trafficked by youth, including Instagram and 
TikTok, so this research is wholly novel in that respect.  
 
The Introduction supplies the reader with clear and thorough context for the work, contains a 
clearly stated core research question and three sub-questions, and describes the thesis' overall 
structure accurately. 
 
The literature review considers the appropriate literatures on political parties utilisation of social 
media, Spanish politcal parties social media activity, VOX's origins and rise, and VOX's use of 
social media.  
 
The thesis' theory section is adequate, but would have benefited from a drawing togther of its 
different elements and a clear statement of how the topics described and issues raised would bear 
upon the author's research on VOX's social media-based youth-targeting. This could have been 
done in the chapter's Conclusion, which is basically missing: the chapter just ends without any 
summing-up.  
 
The thesis would also have benefited from more detailed description of the visual methodology 
employed in the Methodology section! It is actually described at some greater length, though still 
not sufficiently, in the Data Collection section.   
 
The data is sufficiently well-described, which is important for work of this type, though a table 
synopsising the data would have been very helpful.  
 
The Results and Discussion sections are generally well laid out, detailed, and insightful, though 
the explanation of what constitute "Youth-centric elements" (p.43) should have come prior to the 
findings about them.  
 
 Overall, this work has some worthwhile things to say about VOX's targeting of youth via social 
media.  
 
  
Reviewer 2 
The dissertation aims to present the content of of the youth-targeted communication of the radical 
right party Vox in Spain. The topic has been widely studied in the literature in relation to other 
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radical right or populist radical right parties, although the focus on young people has been 
somewhat less investigated. One main problem of this dissertation is its very descriptive and 
exploratory character, which has informative potential but not much analytical value. The 
dissertation provides detailed information about the content of communication, but its ambitions 
are very limited. It can hardly fill a gap in the literature with this exploratory study especially 
when its conclusions are in line with much of the earlier research on the topic (see, for example, 
the cases of Hungary or Poland).  
 
The literature review includes several authoritative sources and makes some good points related 
to the content of the targeted communication. However, it is underdeveloped and does not 
provide a solid basis for discussion because:  
1) it does not substantiate the key issues related to content because it misses important theories 
and arguments from political communication. For example, one strand of literature refers to 
framing and focuses on how the message is conveyed to the audience. There are also studies 
referring to priming, which means what is presented first to the audience, while other studies 
focus on the emotions used by radical right parties. The literature used by the dissertation is too 
basic to help providing a comprehensive and persuasive answer to the question.  
2) the literature review is summative rather than integrative: it highlights several points from the 
literature, but these lack coherence, they go in many directions (echo-chambers, disinformation, 
micro-targeting, and Internet culture) and are not connected by a common thread. Equally 
important, the literature review addresses to a limited extent the debates in the literature. The 
dissertation gauges to a limited degree the current concerns about the communication of radical 
right parties.  
 
The dissertation does not provide an analytical framework that could help answering the research 
questions. The student identifies four elements but it remains unclear how and why these were 
outlined and not others especially when previous studies focus on many other components of 
communication that matter.  
 
Overall, the methodology is good but has several problems: the case selection (Spain and Vox) is 
not explained appropriately, the choice of the social media (Instagram and TikTok) is not 
explained – we do not know how important they are for the party, there is biased selection in 
choosing the five most liked posts, how the variables analysed during the data collection were 
selected (what criteria, what theoretical considerations etc.), it remains unclear what method of 
data analysis was used once the data was collected (how is the content interpretation done).  
 
The empirical evidence is very descriptive and does not bring contributions to what we know 
about the communication of radical right parties from other studies. The credibility of the 
evidence is limited because the procedures used to interpret the data were not presented. The 
points made in the section about theories of Vox’s success – it remains unclear how success id 
defined or measured – are confusing; there is no evidence basis for this discussion. It is surprising 
that the dissertation does not present some visual elements / graphs with the number of posts and 
videos associated to each variable. The dissertation fails to engage with the literature when 
interpreting the results, to illustrate what it brings new / how it complements previous studies.    
 

 
 
 


