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• Appropriate word count Yes 

 
ADDITIONAL WRITTEN COMMENTS 

Reviewer 1 

In general I thought this was an excellent and highly sophisticated dissertation. The research 

puzzle was set out expertly and it was clear that you were offering an important an innovative 

approach to the question of disinformation. You were able to speak elegantly of the need to 

bypass certain normative and epistemological pitfalls that have traditionally plagued the study of 

disinformation. This is especially true when Russia is involved in the analysis. As such, this 

dissertation provided a smart approach that examined the securitisation moves and the discourses 

of both NATO and Russia. 

  

Your discussion of securitisation theory was fluent and demonstrated keen awareness of long-

standing and more recent debates in this field. Additionally, I was constantly impressed by your 

knowledge of the Russia and NATO-specific literatures and other supporting literatures. This 

ensured that the thesis was consistently grounded in the academic literatures.  

 

It is true that we cannot consider NATO and Russia analogous for many reasons. This was 

perhaps one of the potential issues with this thesis. However, you were able to assuage concerns 

about your case selection with a series of intelligent observations, while admitting the limitations 

of this approach. Overall, there can be little doubt that your approach was fruitful.  

 

The methodological section was also intelligent and well thought through. However, it would 

have been useful to have seen the list of documents in the main text rather than in the appendix. 

Sometimes it was difficult to know which document was being referenced based on the acronyms 

that were used.  

 

The analysis was sharp. Your data highlighted various differences in the NATO and Russian 

approaches and these were explained through the prism of securitisation theory nicely. For one 

thing, the universalism/cultural relativism issue was soundly tackled. This demonstrated the 

ultimate futility of claims to universal truth that lie at the heart of much of the NATO discourse 

that was examined. You were also skilfully able to examine the domestic context for Russia’s 

(authoritarian) control of information.  

 

The only section that was a little weaker than the rest of the thesis was Chapter 8. There is no 

doubt that the Kosovo case is illustrative when discussing these issues. However, more time could 

have been spent introducing it and explaining why it was so important – it felt like a rather sudden 

inclusion in light of the general methodological approach of the thesis. Also, a little more work 

could have been done in this chapter (and, to a certain extent, in the rest of the thesis) to remind 

the reader of the central arguments and how these sections contributed to your main layers of 

argumentation.  

 

Fortunately, this was brought together nicely in the conclusion. Here, we returned to some of the 

key areas and you were able to tie things together with a sophisticated set of concluding remarks. 

Overall, this cemented the impression, gained throughout the thesis, that you had worked 

extremely hard on this project. The final result is an excellent dissertation that contributes to and 

engages meaningfully with the extant debates in this field.        
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Reviewer 2 

It is always a pleasure to read a dissertation that exhibits features of a mature academic text. It is a 

greater please still when such demonstration of analytical ability and research craftsmanship is 

performed elegantly, confidently and surely – all of which is true of the text under this review. I 

can thus claim at the very beginning that this is an excellent dissertation in all of its dimensions. 

 

The authors starts with a clearly outlined research problem and an ensuing set of research 

questions. The ‘parallel’ case study of NATO’s and Russia’s securitization of disinformation may 

rise some eyebrows (certainly among those participating in the process on the Western side), but 

the author ably defends his choice of the cases, deftly ensuring that this is not a case of empty 

parallelism or moral relativism, but a useful and shrewd analytical turn. While the eventual 

findings concerning Russia (i.e. the use of securitization of disinformation for the purpose of 

internal political control) are rather predictable, the nuanced evaluation of the risks of 

securitization of disinformation in liberal democratic societies (including a fair assessment of 

NATO’s effort to mitigate such a danger) are both revealing and highly relevant.  

 

The author achieved the persuasive final results by flawlessly combining an appropriate 

theoretical framework (Copenhagen School’s securitization theory, which is efficiently and 

concisely introduced) with a simple, but highly effective methodology based on coding the 

selected dataset of strategic documents from both sides of the contemporary geopolitical divide. 

The main key to the success of the dissertation, however, lies in the author’s determination to not 

only dissect the securitization processes, but also doggedly search for the possible reasons thereof. 

It is in this additional layer that the text truly differentiates itself from many other dissertations 

which only mechanically apply a theory or a concept, without actually knowing what to achieve 

with it.  

 

To conclude, I have lots of appreciation for the dissertation, not the least because of the current 

policy (and political) relevance of the conclusions the author reaches. Also (but by no means not 

only) because of this, I would recommend the author to try to publish the dissertation’s findings in 

the form of a research article. 
 

 
 
 


