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ADDITIONAL WRITTEN COMMENTS

Reviewer 1

Initial chapters very clearly outlined the significance and originality of the study from the outset. The work
was also very well situated in relation to different literatures and contexts. There was a mostly logical and
coherent setting out of the Framing Theory methodology, structure, and approach for the chapters — in
places the method in terms of juxtaposition of the two different EU bodies.

Case studies were well-qualified and analysed in the chapters, making very good use of the sources and
literature, in arguments around the different frames involving economic, social, and political security. There
were instances in which points could have been improved by some analytical development (such as further
extending the otherwise interesting arguments about certain findings, including within Political Security on
decision-making transparency and the different kinds of Al challenge cited).

The dissertation was well presented, including in links between sections and chapters. A few
typographical/formatting changes would enhance otherwise well-formulated sections. The conclusion
provided a very good summary of different areas explored.

A well-researched and effective dissertation, original in its angle and engaging well with a range of sources
and reading. It could be improved by selective development of analysis and formatting, but otherwise makes
an effective contribution to this significant and under-explored area of scholarship on EU Al policymaking.

Reviewer 2

The dissertation compares how the European Commission and Parliament frame Al security policies. The
research design is clear, which positively contributes to the dissertation’s readability. Further, both the
conceptualization and operationalization are done well and prepare a solid ground for empirical analysis,
interpreting the content of the selected documents. It is also clear that the author managed to connect the
analysis with a broader context of Al security issues, which nicely complements everything. From the
conceptual point of view, Framing Theory seems a fitting choice to examine the institutional policy stances
towards Al. That being said, an explanation of what motivates the comparison should be more
elaborated, and this is a considerable shortcoming given the fact that a different treatment of Al is
expected when comparing the positions of the European Commission and Parliament. Additionally, the
promised content analysis is not fully unpacked in the dissertation. Despite the above-mentioned
shortcomings, this is still a solid piece of work on Al EU policies, which will prove to be a vibrant research
area in the future.




