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ADDITIONAL WRITTEN COMMENTS 

Reviewer 1 

This is an excellent thesis which deals with a popular topic of EU strategic culture (its presence, 

nature, and manifestations). While the general topic has been proliferating in academic, and 

especially "EU Studies" circles, the approach here is set differently and more interestingly: the 

nexus between EU strategic culture and the bloc's hard power strategy and projection 

willingness/capabilities. As for the empirical scope, three cases were selected: Operations Althea, 

Artemis and Sophia/Irini. First, the thesis benefits from a clear structure which is clear, 

symetrical and yet comprehensive. The balance between theory/concepts/methods and the 

empirical material is exemplary here, which is rarely the case to this extent. The literature review 

is robost, as is the research design of the thesis. When it comes to the empirical analysis, it is 

being situated within the wider terrain of EU security and defence policy, and the related politics. 

The empirical examination of the three cases benefits from clear, light, yet effective structure 

contained in each of the cases. I find the synthesis and generalization featured in the conclusion 

relevant, stimulating and well-thought through. In short, this is a quality thesis which deserves, in 

my opinion, high marking as it looks as a benchmark MA thesis should.   
Reviewer 2 

This dissertation was very clearly presented, structurally, in terms of sections and headings and 

summaries and provided a very detailed synthesis of the relevant literature. The discussion was 

very well-written and appeared well-informed. Perhaps the research question could have been 

unpacked more to present ‘sub-questions’ or ‘sub-areas’ that might have helped better frame the 

research? Also a clearer definition of what and how the author identified an 'EU Strategic culture' 

would have been helpful.  

 

The nature of the procedure for document analysis & discourse analysis was not really unpacked 

in the methods section to tell us how empirical evidence was collected from these materials. So, 

the dissertation demonstrated an excellent overall understanding of relevant events and the 

literature but could have engaged more in discussion of concepts and also more clearly identified 

how the research was conducted to draw the conclusions found.  
 

 
 
 


