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ADDITIONAL WRITTEN COMMENTS

Reviewer 1

This thesis analyses the position of the EU institutions and a representative sample of EU
Member States on an issue of great legal and political importance: humanitarian aid in conflicts,
with particular reference to the recent case of Gaza. In my opinion, the subject is interesting and
original because it might allows us to understand the dividing lines in the political position of the
Union and its Member States on an issue of crucial symbolic importance in international
relations. The author relies mainly on official documents derived from the diplomatic practice of
the actors involved. Journalistic sources have also been consulted. The research questions try to
combine legal and polytological analysis, attempting first to outline how the relevant
international norms apply to the EU, and secondly to determine whether states and institutions are
fulfilling their obligations to then discuss whether the traditional image of the EU as a normative
actor needs to be re-examined. The legal analysis is carried out in a concise but all in all
appropriate manner. On the other hand, there are no convincing answers (nor could there be,
given the sources consulted) as to the extent to which the institutions and member states comply
with the norms of international humanitarian law. I find interesting the section describing how the
position of the EU has been challenged by some third countries, such as Brazil and China.
Overall, the thesis demonstrates the well-known fragmentation among the positions of states and
EU institutions on humanitarian assistance, but it does so through the analysis of significant
declarations.

Reviewer 2

This is a clearly written, well-structured dissertation. Not being a legal expert, a specialist on EU
institutions or the Middle East, I will limit my comments to matters of research design and
presentation, which ultimately motivate my proposed grade.

The exposition of the methodology is too generic. I wishes it were more detailed, explaining the
sources of the data, reasons for selecting them and ignoring others, and ways that ‘qualitative
analysis’ of them bears on the dissertation’s research questions. Without this, research design and
methods seemed too broad, and this undermines the dissertation’s capacity to persuade me that it
does answer its questions well. Alternatives to this design aren’t discussed.

There are some weaknesses of the presentation: the chapters and the conclusion could have been
much clearer in their summaries of arguments that pertain to the research question. The
conclusion, while reiterating the research Qs, does not clearly enough summarise whether these
Qs have been answered. Images aren’t sources or titled. I also found the introduction and some
other parts of the text under referenced.




