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The research design was sensible and delineated with confidence. One could well argue that this 
ought to have been more rigorous in linking the hypotheses with how each individually was going to 
be tested: the design was somewhat generic in this regard, if ultimately well informed. There might 
similarly have been greater reflection on the sources of the data (the relevant appendix wasn't 
especially instructive) as well as the mechanism used to deduce levels of liberalisation rather than 
their mere ranking. But this was otherwise very good.  

The introduction to this impressive thesis provided a very clear route into the topic and made a 
commendable attempt to identify a gap in scholarship. There were admittedly a few moments in the 
opening paragraphs where the argument was a little repetitive – this was similarly true for the first 
section of the literature review covering pp. 4–6. The research question was nevertheless well 
contextualised and the rationale behind it robust, with the hypotheses emerging logically and 
organically from the literature.   

The consulted data was deployed with awe-inspiring ease, all neatly presented and convincing. The 
hypotheses admittedly got a little lost: these weren't referred to again until p. 24, when some of the 
discussion risked feeding into the positive/negative dichotomy which had been so markedly criticised 
in earlier sections of the piece. The overall conclusion – that liberalisation tends to be positive but 
that its impact is context-dependent – was however sound. 
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Scholarly apparatus was perfect and structurally the thesis was expertly presented (although did this 
need a contents page?).  

This was an informed judgement of high calibre. Leaving aside those few moments of repetition and 
underdevelopment, the was a convincing piece which more than succeeded in justifying the question 
and approach and presenting and discussing with conviction the evidence collected. Well done.   


