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Assessment Criteria Rating 

A. Structure and Development of Answer
This refers to your organisational skills and ability to construct an argument in a coherent and original manner

• Originality of topic Good 

• Coherent set of research questions and/or hypothesis identified Very Good 

• Appropriate methodology and evidence of effective organisation of work Good 

• Logically structured argument and flow of ideas reflecting research questions Excellent 

• Application of theory and/or concepts Excellent 

B. Use of Source Material
This refers to your skills to select and use relevant information and data in a correct manner

• Evidence of reading and review of published literature Excellent 

• Selection of relevant primary and/or secondary evidence to support argument Excellent 

• Critical analysis and evaluation of evidence Very Good 

• Accuracy of factual data Excellent 

C. Academic Style
This refers to your ability to write in a formal academic manner

• Appropriate formal and clear writing style Excellent 

• Accurate spelling, grammar and punctuation Good 

• Consistent and accurate referencing (including complete bibliography) Excellent 

• Is the dissertation free from plagiarism? Yes 
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• Evidence of ethics approval included (if required based on methodology) Not required 

• Appropriate word count Yes 

 
ADDITIONAL WRITTEN COMMENTS 

Reviewer 1 

This disseertation looks at the issue of inter-state complicity with international crimes. The 
dissertation asks why would nation states be complicit with and silent vis-à-vis Israel's 
occupation of the OPT, considering that it is a criminal conduct recognised by the international 
law and numerous intergovernmental organisations? The topic is clearly relevant and timely, 
although it is something that scholars have been preoccupied with for a long time. The 
dissertation's question is clear and framed in an appropriate way. To answer this question, the 
dissertation engages a detailed analysis of both material gains and ideological factors. This 
analysis is based on a vast corpus of reliable readings, which are discussed and presented in an 
appropriate and coherent manner by the student. The student clearly has widely read, including 
the most cutting-edge theoretical development in IR and legal studies, demonstratign an ability to 
critically evaluate competing theories and apply relevant theoretical frameworks to guide the 
study. The rich bibliography and the chapters prove that. The student has clearly demonstrated to 
be able to navigate a wide range of readings. Also, the student utilised solid secondary sources to 
back up their claims and analysis, organising the data collected and analysing the findings in a 
competent manner that has allowed for a fluid and logical argument to be presented. The 
dissertation is well strutured and, overall, well written. There are, however, typos. The student 
also addressed the limitation of this study and demonstrated ability for self-reflection.   
  
Reviewer 2 

This dissertation addresses the significant and timely topic of the role of international actors, 
Israel's military-industrial complex, and colonial discourses in the maintenance of Israel's 
occupation of Palestine. The core argument presented—that Israel tests weapons against those it 
labels as terrorists before selling these "battle-tested" weapons alongside a terrorist discourse to 
other nations, who in turn ignore Israel's illegal actions—is intriguing. However, I find myself 
questioning the novelty of this argument. 
 
One area that might benefit from further clarification is the methodology. The description of the 
method in the methodological section and its application throughout the dissertation appears 
somewhat vague. Although the method is identified as document analysis, there is insufficient 
detail regarding which documents are analyzed and the specific analytical techniques employed. 
The dissertation largely compiles existing literature without dedicated analysis of a particular 
document corpus. Moreover, the analytical approach seems to rely heavily on intuition, with 
evidence and arguments occasionally appearing selectively curated. 
 
Additionally, the dissertation could improve by balancing the extensive contextual sections with 
more focused analysis on the interplay between the military-industrial complex, ideology, and 
third-party relationships. Much of the discussion about the military-industrial complex is derived 
from Antony Loewenstein’s "The Palestine Laboratory: How Israel Exports the Technology of 
Occupation Around the World." While this work provides valuable insights, it is a journalistic 
account and should be contextualized as such. A more rigorous analysis could enhance 
understanding of how Israel’s military industrial complex influences third-party support or 
acquiescence. 
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Lastly, the dissertation seems to overstate the importance of purchasing weapons from Israel for 
influential states. For instance, the example of the EU’s bid to purchase Israeli drones for $91 
million is highlighted; however, in the broader context of global arms trading, this amount is 
relatively minor and would not typically suffice for a single new fighter jet. This comparison 
might suggest a need for a deeper engagement with the nuances of the arms trade. 
 
In conclusion, while the dissertation tackles a compelling subject and presents an interesting 
premise, it would benefit from a more precise methodological execution and a deeper, more 
critical analysis of the primary arguments and examples provided. This could significantly 
strengthen the work and its contributions to the field of security studies. 
 

 
 
 


