. . "% CHARLES
IMSISS i}-i U_n IVCTSIty fhe UNIVERSITY Erasmus
) :‘I (‘)[ (}]ngO\f\’ DC U ¥ INPRAGUE Mundus

IMSISS Dissertation Feedback & Mark Sheet

Student Matriculation No.

Glasgow 2338657 DCU 18114512 Charles 55970166

Dissertation Title From indigenous peace to sustainable peace: the role of

Indigenous and Afro-Colombian Environmental Defenders in
building an environmentally sustainable peace in Colombia

INDIVIDUAL INSTITUTION GRADING

Reviewer 1 Initial Grade Reviewer 2 Initial Grade Late Submission Penalty

Select from drop down list Select from drop down list Select from drop down list

Word Count Penalty (1-15% over/under = 1gr point; 15-20% over/under = 2 gr points; 20-25% over/under = 3 gr
points; more than 25% over/under = 0 fail)

Word Count: 26423 Suggested Penalty: no penalty

JOINT GRADING (subject to agreement of the external examiner and approval at Joint Exam Board)

Final Agreed Mark. (Following correspondence reviewers should list the agreed final internal grade taking before and
after any penalties to be applied).

Before Penalty: A5 [18] After Penalty: Select from drop down list

DISSERTATION FEEDBACK

Assessment Criteria Rating
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e Appropriate methodology and evidence of effective organisation of work Excellent
e Logically structured argument and flow of ideas reflecting research questions Good

e  Application of theory and/or concepts Excellent
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ADDITIONAL WRITTEN COMMENTS

Reviewer 1

Addresses the security component very well, from both a theoretical and substantive perspective.
The author secured 2 interviews and a written questionnaire response with relevant environmental
activists under difficult circumstances, which was impressive. The discussion is sophisticated and
demonstrates reflexivity having identified a number of shortcomings to the research and
addressed ethical issues effectively. A clear theoretical framework underpinned the dissertation
and the research appeared to be very original, and the scope of the topic very well-defined to a
piece of writing this length. The use of exemplars from the interviews/questionnaire was very
effective in offering evidence in support of the conclusions drawn.

While the historical background on the indigenous peoples appeared entirely appropriate to the
dissertation, some of the discussion relating to the history of the conflict, more generally, seemed
to be addressing an entirely different question. Although on occasion some of the language was
slightly awkward, or the wrong word was used, nonetheless, the sense was always clear and the
discussion was nuanced and very well thought out. Overall, this is an excellent dissertation and a

topic which I would encourage the author to develop further in the future.
Reviewer 2

I am glad I had an opportunity to read this dissertation. It is a very interesting piece, which
aspires to contributed to a growing body of literature about perspectives of ‘omitted’ groups. The
dissertation asks ‘how are indigenous and afro-descendent environmental and land defenders
contributing to an environmentally sustainable peace in Colombia’. By doing that the dissertation
puts together peace, environmental issues and the perspectives of minorities. Overall, | applaud
the dissertation for the originality of its topic, author’s enthusiasm, intrinsic knowledge of critical
security studies literature, and all the effort the author put into writing.

Having said that, | think three specific points limit the dissertation and would warrant further
elaboration. First, the dissertation is clearly limited by data. | am afraid two one-hour long online
interviews with random land defenders do not suffice to allow a deep understanding of the topic.
I understand the data collection was a victim of COVID-19 pandemics. It is an unfortunate and
exceptional circumstance beyond the researcher’s control. However, | do not think the two
interviews are reliable enough to provide solid foundations for any conclusions.

Second, there is relatively little the reader learns about ‘how are indigenous and afro-descendent
environmental and land defenders contributing to an environmentally sustainable peace in
Colombia’. The dissertation extensively introduces various theories and the history of Columbia
with a specific focus on conflict and minorities. The dissertation also outlines what responders
said. This gives the reader a perspective on what responders think and do. However, it does not
prove how they contribute to peace. | think how they contribute deserves more evidence and
analysis.
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Third, 1 think the dissertation is a bit wordy. Extensive discussion of peace research and critical
security studies perspectives in the first half of the dissertation appears a bit redundant and could

be shorted.




