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	Justifications for evaluation (strengths and weaknesses of thesis):

This is a good thesis overall, with a clear research question and concomitant structure. The topic is important and (C)DA is a useful approach to such narratives as these, with applicability beyond “cults” or “victims”. The author displays understanding of the DA literature and concepts utilized in the analysis, and the methodology of analyzing auto-transcribed YouTube videos is well executed.    

There are some weaknesses in the thesis. The formatting is quite inconsistent, especially with regard to paragraphs and commas; the formatting of in-text citations is mostly adequate but the references are a mess and should have been formatted according to Chicago according to the instructions. I would like to emphasize that all students should be using reference management software such as Zotero in order to avoid such errors and save enormous amounts of time. 

Please do not cite dictionaries (e.g., p15, 28, 38); they are completely irrelevant unless you are writing about lexicography or something similar.

The JW coinage disfellowshipping is used (p24) before it is mentioned. That’s quite interesting, but the terms to shun and apostate are both completely general and not specific to JW or LDS. It’s also very interesting and certainly relevant that LDS members say “church” whereas JW members are more cagey with vaguer terms like “the organization”. I wish that had been elaborated more, perhaps in future work?

The author counts and compares instances of “the word fear”, but does not explain why other semantically related lexemes couldn’t also be counted—e.g., what about anxiety*, nervous*, terrify*, and so on? 

In general, the grammatical observations are superficial at best; it’s a pity because a better linguistic analysis could have strengthened the discourse analysis. For example, the author notices the use of sarcasm (p33), which is a good discourse analytic observation, but the invocation of syntactic “passives” is extremely problematic throughout. The author states that (p30) “The use of passive construction “was told” indicates a passive viewpoint as Grenfell is in the position of a recipient rather than being the agent.” In addition to being tautological, that is simply not what a passive means at all—passives are about grammatical functions, where objects are promoted to subject position, but crucially the semantic roles are unchanged. In other words, a Recipient in an active clause is still the Recipient in the corresponding passive clause. Indeed, the author does not comment on the (putative significance of) several passives used by Chris Stuckman (e.g. pp36, 38), but still draws the conclusion that “The frequent use of passives further indicates the way power is delegated and the undeniable authority of the church and if one digresses from this system, they are faced with isolation, avoidance, and ignorance from their closest ones.” That is a reach, to put it mildly. 


	Questions to be answered by student:

1. I am not convinced by the definitions of “cult” that are provided (e.g. “Cults are defined as religious groups that promote belief systems contrasting more traditional religions, such as Christianity, Hinduism, Judaism, Islam, or Buddhism, that most people are familiar with (Melton and Moore, 1982, 15)”. Both LDS and JW are explicitly Christian! It’s pretty dubious to call LDS a cult—they have not thousands but over 17 million members worldwide according to my Google search. So what is a cult? Here’s a question: please explain why the Roman Catholic Church is not a cult, by the same criteria according to which LDS is a cult.  

2. According to the author (p36), “The use of progressive “is telling you” indicates that the organisation is the sole authority, establishing the rules.” What does the progressive aspect have to do with authority and rules etc.? If there is a connection between progressive aspect and some element of discourse, where is the comprehensive analysis of progressive in all of the narratives? I would ask essentially the same question about passives, but there the connection with discourse at least appears plausible on the surface (even if I don’t think it is in fact very significant or sinister in English, where passive is mundanely used for information structuring, like making a constituent into the Theme or Rheme).
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