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ADDITIONAL WRITTEN COMMENTS

Reviewer 1

This is an excellent thesis on a topic, which deserves attention but has been somehow
understudied, i.e. Georgia and mainly Baltic states” response to Russian hybrid destabilization
campaign in these theatres. The key concepts used are hybrid warfare, grand strategy, and
resilience aka the whole of society defense. The author delimits the research problem well, and the
lit-review part allows him to prepare the main conceptual building-blocks. Research design of the
study is solid, as well as its application. The case of Georgia is used as a necessary context to
understand the Near Abroad Grand Strategy of the RF, and is traced back to the Primakov
Doctrine. The Baltic preparation to Russian subversion id delimited by diplomatic, information,
military and economic dimensions and thus justifies both the focus on hybrid warfare (RF) and
whole of society defense (the Baltics). I value to balance of conceptual discussion, its richness, as
well as empirical analysis contained in the thesis. As for the formatting, style, formal
requirements, all is in order here.

Reviewer 2

I thought there was a certain degree of structural and analytical confusion underpinning this
dissertation. The argument is somewhat clear, yet its contextualisation appears mostly opaque,
mostly due to the structural and stylistic weaknesses that I detected in the sighted draft. What
mostly concerns this reviewer, however, is the poor triangulation between argument, literature and
the insufficient methodology you designed for this piece. I am not sure how the case study
selection results from the methodological approaches you used here and, most importantly, how
focus on Georgia and the Baltics is conducive to address the gap you identified in the literature.




