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Evaluation	

	

Major	criteria:	

The	dissertation	can	be	best	characterized	as	meticulous.	The	author	has	selected	a	
most	current	theme,	actually	a	moving	target	for	any	type	of	analysis	to	be	
performed	upon	it	–	and	has	mostly	overcome	the	implicit	risks	and	pitfalls	with	a	
thorough,	complex	and	highly	dedicated	analysis.		

The	author	successfully	anchors	the	analysis	of	possible	results	of	post-Brexit	
relations	between	Britain	and	the	EU	in	the	defence	domain	in	the	history	of	the	
policy	itself,	British	participation	therein	and	theoretical	reflection	thereof.	Her	
discussion	of	possible	scenarios	of	future	relations	is	superbly	informed	and	surely	
handled.	It	makes	most	out	of	the	declared	interpretative	approach	and,	in	a	good	
way,	ponders	the	multiple	vectors	of	hypothetical	future	development.		

The	only	drawback	is	a	frequent	one	in	master	dissertation	–	the	disconnect	between	
the	theoretical	part	and	the	research	methodology	and	analysis.	The	author	presents	
a	wide	array	of	theoretical	approaches,	applicable	on	the	matter,	but	no	obvious	
clues	(beyond	repeated	reiterations	of	a	commitment	to	conceptual	and	analytical	
eclecticism)	are	presented	as	to	how	these	are	specifically	linked	to	(and	assessed	in)	
the	scenarios.	Still,	in	a	thesis	which	is	otherwise	both	complex	and	nicely	focused,	
this	theory-methodology	disconnect	ultimately	matters	less	the	might	be	expected.	

	

Minor	criteria:	

The	author	did	an	excellent	job	of	presenting	a	thesis	that	is	not	only	empirically	rich	
and	analytically	complex	but	also	very	carefully	crafted,	including	attention	to	
language,	both	in	content-related	and	formal	sense.		
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