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ADDITIONAL WRITTEN COMMENTS

Reviewer 1

The thesis is centered around an idea that is not innovative. That the intervention of Russia to
save the Assad regime has been effective, along with the engagement of Iran and Iran-backed
Shiite militias, has been a well-known fact for anyone following the developments in Syria. Apart
from a non-original central idea and RQs, the thesis sits on two unrelated goals: while the first
one is the analysis of Russia's involvement in the Syrian Civil War (and its impact, which is
somewhat sidelined in the actual analysis), the author goes an extra mile to explicate the causes
of the Western non-engagement in the War and an array of factors that led to the Assad regime's
success. The disconnect between the two goals permeats the thesis, which is unfocused, at times
descriptive, theoretically uninformed, and in spite (or because of) its empirical richness, fails to
deliver a coherent message. The resultant thesis is thus a mere repetition of well-known empirical
truths put together without actual contribution. On the other hand, | appreciate the effort put by
the author to make sense of an extremely complex phenomenon. While it has little to offer in
terms of its innovative contribution, the thesis offers a relatively well-written summary of the
causes of Russia's involvement, Western failure to engage in the conflict in a thoughtful way, and

the general causes conducive to the fiasco of the revolution.
Reviewer 2

This is an exclusively descriptive thesis that tries to make sense of a very complex issue through
a rather inadequate methodological approach. The main problem here is that the research puzzle
appears to be too wide for scope and purposes of a Master's thesis. This fundamental weakness,
to my mind, results in the production of a draft that is empirically rich, yet makes little to no
effort to contribute theoretically or in any original way to the comprehension of a very complex
issue.




