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ADDITIONAL WRITTEN COMMENTS

Reviewer 1

The first three chapters of this thesis tend to overlap and often repeat. There was scope to better
integrate them, namely the existing litrature and the research design/conceptual approach. The
second part of the thesis demonstrates very good knowledge of the case study.Yet, the thesis only
superficially engages in critical analysis and examination of evidence. The discussion of spoliers
Is an important take but it is somehow disconnected to the early parts of the thesis. That noted, the
final chapter of the thesis provides a timely and important overview of the obstructing actors to
the peace process, SSR, and peacebuilding in general in Afganistan.

Reviewer 2

While the dissertation is driven by an interesting idea, it rather makes an impression of a first
draft. From language issues to the organization to the "hypothesis”, the dissertation has a number
of shortcomings. To start off, the hypothesis the author presents (a) isn't structured as a
hypothesis, but rather a thesis; (b) in qualitative research, no hypotheses are nominally required,
what matters is a strong research question; (c) the (hypo)thesis itself fails to focus on a direct
relationship between the independent and dependent variables. In fact, in its current state, the
thesis is rather useless. "The process of SSR can play a critical role in the post-conflict
peacebuilding of Afghanistan; however, internal and external actors might likely derail the
process™ is conditional (“can play"); it is not falsifiable/provable as it stands. The author's
conditioning of the conditional thesis by an array of internal and external factors adds little to our
understanding of the phenomenon: as a matter of fact, any SSR might be curbed by internal and
external factors. Second, following the Taliban's takeover of the country, the dissertation makes
an aged impression. The puzzle described by the author implies that SSR is a necessary
precondition of the increased level of violence in Afghanistan, yet the causality beyond this might
be either unrelated to SSR, or rather conditioned by more potent factors, as some authors have
suggested. The dissertation has a number of other weaknesses, as well, but the described ones
belong to the most compelling as they form the basis of a somewhat flawed research design.




