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ADDITIONAL WRITTEN COMMENTS

Reviewer 1

This is an excellent dissertation on an important topic, with well-defined research questions. It is
written very well and clearly (with only very minor grammatical issues), and provides a well-
researched insight into the issues at hand. The author recognises the strengths and limitations of
the theoretical approaches of securitisation and human security as they apply to the research
questions, and justifies their choices sufficiently. The tables and charts included in the
dissertation were helpful. The conclusion is strong; however, | would have liked to see some
further discussion of the central findings.

Like Reviewer 2, | concur that this dissertation could be adapted for publication. However, there
is a substantial lack of referencing in a number of sections which should be addressed. The
bibliography also requires some formatting.

Reviewer 2

The reviewed dissertation is an excellent piece of research. It is timely and well-researched. It is logically
structured, well-written, and innovative. It presents clear research questions that are analytically
addressed throughout the text. It is guided by two theoretical approaches - of securitization and human
security - that are adequate and spot-on with regard to the researched phenomenon. It draws on good
knowledge of the literature. It is based on a sound use of methods and is factually accurate.

My only criticism relateds to the use of literature that contains to references to Russian and local
knowledge resources which might skew the findings.

Other than that, | consider the dissertation one of the strongest, both in terms of empirical data and formal
organization. | suggest the author publishes his or her findings in a peer-reviewed journal as it would be a
shame not to publicize this important research.




