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ADDITIONAL WRITTEN COMMENTS

Reviewer 1

This thesis is very much a missed opportunity. The candidate did an excellent work in thinking of
a relevant, intriguing puzzle, conducted a very impressive work of literature contextualisation,
and presented their argument through a very engaging narrative and readable prose. What
remains unconvincing, however, is the structural organisation through which the core argument
of this thesis unfolds. There is no better way to highlight the candidate's undeveloped planning
skills than by noting that Chapter 5--the segment that was meant to introduce a discussion of the
relevant issues presented hitherto in the draft--is only page long. Surely the reader deserves a
more extensive treatment of the different links connecting the argument introducted in over
20000 words of text. In this sense, some significant editorial work was indeed needed before
submission, as a significant number of sub-arguments (and indeed words) could have been cut
from the initial chapters, in order to beef up the discussion segment of this thesis.

Reviewer 2

The thesis is guided by an original idea; it's ambitious in its goals, draws on solid knowledge of literature
and related concepts. Yet while its premise is compelling, its realization is not without structural problems.
First, the author anchors the thesis in a multiple number of concepts, theories, and ideas that make the
main idea heavy and difficult to follow. Second, and quite expectedly, the author's central arguments gets
lost in a great many concepts, theories, and ideas, with the organization of the thesis, murky as it is,
making the final product troublesome. Third, the author engages in a number of arguments that distract
from their main argument and are unnecessary. A more focused, straightforward, without much
unnecessary conceptual and theoretical ballast, and with a fine-grained methodological approach, would
have been better suited for the thesis to achieve its goals.




