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ADDITIONAL WRITTEN COMMENTS

Reviewer 1

This is an original and ambitious dissertation. The structure is logical and the argument easy to
follow. The dissertation is well embedded in the topical literature and demonstrates the Author's
familiarity with key debates in the field (even though the discussion of the concept of insecurity
could have been more concise and focused). The counter-intuitive choice of case studies is well
justified. Both the case studies and their comparison demonstrate a nuanced approach to the
problem. The analytical framework could have been applied more systematically in empirical
chapters. The Author is aware of limitations of the research.

Reviewer 2

The dissertation investigates how supposed security practices create instead new insecurities.
Critical theory on securitization and other theories are nicely used to capture the issue
conceptually. The main problem is that the links between a well-prepared conceptual framework
and the empirical analysis are rather weak. The theoretical discussion is too broad and lacks a
focus, which would allow it to be applied to the particular cases without frictions. That being
said, the analysis of Xinjiang and OPT are exceptionally well done. Overall, both parts,
theoretical as well as empirical, are done well, however, more could be done in creating a robust
connection that would allow the dissertation to fully unpack how security practices can be turned
into new insecurities for oppressed peoples.




