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ADDITIONAL WRITTEN COMMENTS

Reviewer 1

This dissertation makes a good attempt at applying a fairly sophisticated method of text analysis to reveal
the complex make-up of the concept of ‘peace’ applied during the NATO mission in Afghanistan under
discussion. Nevertheless there are a few missing parts in the work, and on occasion the writing is rather
confused. This begins in the introduction, which should have introduced the discussions around the
concept of peace, which would avoid the circular logic apparent in naming peace as the objective of the
dissertation as well as naming it as a constructed concept. The literature review in chapter two however
does do a good job of this, though based on a rather limited number of sources. The chapter on the
history of recent conflict and intervention in Afghanistan is not well written and not well linked in with the
rest of the dissertation, though clearly it needs to be in the work it should be situated and its information
used in the analysis.

The most important part of the work is of course the text analysis, and the student describes this in quite
minute detail. What is missing however is more reflection on why the choices described were taken: why,
what the drawbacks and advantages are, how the source texts were chosen, how the ideas of peace
theory were operationalised etc. Without clear information on how and why the codes were applied to the
source material, and what exactly the source material is argued to display in terms of discourses of peace,
the findings are difficult to judge. How should we interpret the present of discourses directly opposed to
one another according to the literature review — what does this mean? The discussion of the analysis
gives a great overview of the content of the discourse, but does not do so much to open up into what it
means. This would require more thought/explanation of both the theoretical significance tied into the
method, and linking into the history of the case. There is a little of this right at the end of the work in the
observation the small spaces opened for peace for the purpose of propagating further peace is interesting,
but left hanging rather than discussed in depth and in connection with other literature, e.g. Mary Kaldor’s
work.

Overall while | appreciate a very good effort and a well -developed method, there are some gaps in the
work that leave it open to critique.

Reviewer 2

I think this is an interesting dissertation. It takes inspiration from critical peace studies and tries to analyze
NATO’s Resolute Support mission in Afghanistan through the theoretical lenses of critical peace studies. |
applaud this dissertation for its analytical ambitions. While | applaud the analytical ambitions of this
dissertation, | am afraid it would benefit from several critical improvements.

Most importantly, the dissertation would benefit from providing more rationale for itself and for its
theoretical and methodological choices. The dissertation usually describes what it does (and often in
excruciating detail) but does not provide the rationale for it. So having read it, | was often wondering “so
what” and “why is this being done”.
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The problem is most concerning in the introduction and in the methodological part. The introduction could
articulate more clearly what contributions the dissertation makes and what can the readers take from
reading it. The methodology should then justify the choices made.

Second, | was not really convinced by the combination of critical theory and positivist (and | think quite
mechanical) textual analysis. | think how these two could work together could be better explained. Last, |
was often unsure how familiar is the dissertation with the empirics. It appeared to me that the Resolute
Support mission (or more specifically the texts which are analyzed) is seen as a separate case (hot as a
successor of ISAF and OEF as if the mission parachuted to Afghanistan when ISAF and OEF ended) and
a vital empirical context is omitted. The analyzed texts then (and their analysis) appeared to be detached
from the situation on the ground.

Having said that, | must note that the dissertation needs to be recognized more for the effort than for the
results. It was refreshing to read an analytical dissertation and not just a descriptive one.




