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Comments from Defence Committee on Student Defence 

Very clear presentation, some good reflection on feedback and also on her own reading of the 
thesis with some distance.  
 
Q: Does migration more unite or divide the right, besides the clear divisions you show over on 
issues of legality? 
A: More divided than they want to acknowledge publicly. Coalition negotiations revealed a lot of 
tensions. (This was answered well.) 
Q: What drives the parties – more coalitional dynamics, external pressures or something else? And 
you may want to differentiate among the parties.  
A: Interplay of these versus one of them. 
Q: Principal-agent theory – seemed an odd theory to invoke in this case. 
A: Used this because nearest she could come to in terms of an explanation for party behaviour. 
Wanted to explain minister’s role – minister = the principal, coalition = the agent. Explained to the 
student that this does not work, that better to have looked at something like collective cabinet 
responsibility (if that applies in coalitions). Student accepted this, expressed her intention to find a 
framework through which to understand the minister’s role versus the coalition otherwise. 
Q: Can you please clarify the BBB’s position and strategy in coalition negotiations vis-à-vis the PVV 
(with which it shares an approach of strategic ambiguity) but is the smallest party whereas the PVV 
is the largest party.  Also in reference to differences between NSC and BBB, being the newer 
parties. 
A: NSC had some continuity in person of its leader, Peter Omtzigt. Had policy-benefits-driven 
approach – accounts for their success in translating policy preferences into outcomes. BBB less 
sure-footed, lacked detail on policy measures, led to weaker negotiating strategy, had to rely on 
more destabilizing approaches. (Showed good understanding of the parties.) 
Q: Possible to generalize? 
A: Scandinava, especially Denmark. Possibly Germany – though different party system. Benelux 
and France are often talked about together in the literature. 
Q: Leftist parties – some anchoring here would have been useful? 



A: Agrees, this would have been good and definitely worth looking at in future research –  
especially because the leftist parties are “catching up”. 
 
Overall, a decent defence of the thesis. We would have liked to see more reflection on feedback 
but we also appreciated the fact that the student did not get defensive, admitted when she did 
not know something and still took notes and expressed continued interest in the topic and what 
was said about it.  
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