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e  Appropriate word count Yes

ADDITIONAL WRITTEN COMMENTS

Reviewer 1

Generally, the text is very original and interesting piece of academic work. What should be
specially appreciated is wide range of used sources, excellent theoretical framework and used
methodology for the analytical part of work, including explanation of limitations and biases. Of
course, even the geographical territory (Iran) is from the perspective of discussed topic very
interesting. Few identified formal deficiency (e.g. pp. 17, 29, 46, 48, 65, 66) have no impact on
very high grading of this work.

Reviewer 2

Agree with reviewer 1. This is a difficult and under-studied topic and the student should be
commended for exploring it. Trying to get around this by using a wide range of sources and
developing a sound theoretical and methodological approach was important, and the student is
also clearly aware of the limitations in that regard. The analysis is rich and rigorous, and this is
particulaly important as issues of gender in Iran are often portrayed simplistically and crudely.
The student grapples with the politics of gender as well as the politics of intelligence practices
and institutions in Iran very well.




