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Reviewer 1

The dissertation argues that there is a convergence between symbolism/intertextuality of QAnon
and that of Evangelical circles in the context of gendered experiences. The conceptual framework
is highly innovative and draws on Feminist Political Theology. The dissertation’s theoretical part
is exceptionally well written and engages with all relevant academic pieces. More than 5,000
discursive artefacts from well-known community sites were collected and analyzed. The collected
sample is used in a highly creative way to produce an insightful interpretation of the data. Among
many pieces on QAnon, this dissertation stands out by providing a genuinely interesting
conceptual understanding of some parts of the movement. All in all, an exceptionally well-

executed piece of research on an important topic.
Reviewer 2

Although I am not familiar with most feminist approaches to understanding lived experiences, |
was thoroughly impressed with the author's argumentation and the novelty of this project. The
methodology is careful, but I do wonder whether the author's hard work could have been better
exploited. Perhaps summary tables of key terms--the work is so diligent, but focuses mostly on
narratives--a few summary tables in terms of the codes and how they appear/die off would have
expanded this outstanding work into a mixed methods dissertation. If the author chooses to
continue to further academic work, can I commend them at already having the skills of a doctoral
student to come up with novel arguments grounded in a rich theoretical background. Their skills
would be enhanced by learning advanced methods of text analysis, both quantitative and
qualitative. There is so much more emerging methods could do to exploit the strong
argumentation and findings of this project!




