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• Appropriate word count Yes 

 
ADDITIONAL WRITTEN COMMENTS 

Reviewer 1 

In terms of originality, coherence of the research questions, and the methodology chosen, this is 
an excellent dissertation. The author has engaged at a deep level with the prior literature and 
identified an appropriate body of theory to guide the hypotheses. The dissertation is extremely 
well written, referencing is accurate  and the style is appropriate. On these criteria, it certainly 
merits a distinction. 
 
I do have a number of minor criticisms. First, in the Introduction, I was expecting some kind of 
preview of findings and of the structure of the dissertation to tell me why it was original and what 
the main contribution was. Second, the Literature Review explored hypotheses in the literature, 
but then developed new ones in a separate chapter on Theory. I found this confusing, as I 
expected the relevant theory to be covered in the Literature Review, and for the hypotheses to 
emerge directly from it. Third, I am not generally in favour of Background chapters. Much of the 
relevant information could have been folded into the Introduction, which would have become 
more substantial and interesting. Fourth, the Empirical Analysis chapter could have been broken 
into several smaller chapters, as it is quite long, and 'Empirical Analysis' as a heading is not very 
informative. In short, a bit more thought could have gone into the structure, with less reliance on 
generic headings. 
 
The Conclusion also is rather brief. It essentially just notes the conclusions and points to those 
which the author finds interesting. In a piece of this length, I would have expected a longer 
exploration of the implications of the findings, whether for policy or for academic research, and a 
more thorough, reasoned explanation of items for further study. 
  
Reviewer 2 
An original, engaging, and excellently written dissertation on an important subject. The author 
demonstrates their knowledge of and fluency in existing issues in nuclear proliferation, and the 
relevant institutional bodies charged with overseeing same. The author ably demonstrates the 
added-value of their dissertation to the existing literature, and effectively argues for its originality 
and contribution to the area. The chosen methodological approach is explained well. The author 
also convincingly shows that the tested hypotheses do not seem to hold up in explaining Chinese 
civilian nuclear cooperation.   
 
There was, however, a lack of criticality in some areas. For instance, 'the West' and its 'norms, 
values and ideals' are mentioned numerous times in the dissertation, but at no stage is the (often 
amorphous) 'West' defined, and nor are its norms, values and ideals described. Similarly, the 
author refers to Chinese 'norms, values, and ideals', which, presumbly, the author believes to be 
different than those of 'the West'. I would have liked to see more specificity in these areas, and 
more critical engagement with these ideas.  
 
Further reading would have been beneficial, as there was a lack of referenced sources in some 
areas, and an uncritical overreliance on a number of the sources used. It would also have been 
useful to consider some of these issues from the procurer's point of view re: cooperating with 
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China for nuclear energy, or at least to read some of the literature in this area, in which work has 
been done. 
 
These small criticisms should not take away from the fact that I think this is an excellent 
dissertation (which I enjoyed reading), and a valuable one at that.  
 

 
 
  


