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Reviewer 1

This is an original piece of high-quality research. The author identified an interesting research direction
and produced a meaningful contribution to the existing literature. However, not always does this
dissertation maintain a clear line of argument throughout the text, sometimes jumping back and forth. The
discussion of the link between SDI and NEOSs, including in conceptual terms on which this dissertation is
based, could have also been more elaborate as it is supposed to be the core of this study. The concluding
section is also rather short and does not engage systematically with the key research questions.

Reviewer 2

This dissertation seeks to address an original and potentially significant topic. There is strong evidence of
wide-ranging reading and critical thinking. However, the design of the project is not fully coherent, notably
because there are two distinct research questions that have been identified, rather than one. The
dissertation then has two parts that do not fully relate to each other: a somewhat normative and speculative
discussion concerning the threat from NEOs in future and an analysis of the SDI in the 80’s. There is a
significant gap between these two issues that never gets entirely bridged. The project would have been
more coherent if it had focused on the SDI and had been embedded in that literature. Moreover, although it
was a good idea to try and use securitization theory, one would have expected the dissertation to also
engage with the academic discussions on the normative aspects of securitization (e.g., Floyd) and those
problematizing and reflecting on the issue of the ‘extraordinary’ in securitization processes (e.g., Neal,
Huysmans) given their relevance for the topic.




