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ADDITIONAL WRITTEN COMMENTS

Reviewer 1

This is a well-researched dissertation on an important topic, which demonstrates the student's
good knowledge of the key facts pertaining to the subject. A wide number of sources have been
consulted. However, there is some confusion from the start of the dissertation. The literature
review should have led to a clear research question, seeking to address a clearly identified gap in
the literature. Here, the aim of the dissertation remains too broad as it is stated that it "seeks to
undertake a comprehensive historical analysis of the diplomatic relations between Spain and
Morocco in order to gain a deeper understanding of this subject". The literature review chapter
should not have included any discussion of the theoretical framework either, as it is a separate
issue. The theoretical framework should have constituted a separate chapter or should have been
combined with the methodology. As a result of the lack of a clear research question, the
dissertation makes some insightful points on the way (and again in the conclusion), but it fails to
develop a clear, over-arching argument clearly answering a specific research question.

The dissertation could have also been better presented, as some sections are in the Times New
Roman font and others in the Calibri font.

Reviewer 2

This is a good piece but can be taken further with a bit more focus and a more specific argument
that runs throughout the dissertation as the central thread. Looking at underlying diplomatic
relations between Spain and Morocco was clearly a logical entry point to understanding what
happened in 2022, but at times the link could have been made clearer, and again, putting forward
a specific and consistent argument as to how these two are connected would have taken the piece
further and allowed the student to make some more important analytical contributions. Overall
though, this is a good piece, the student makes incisive points on the topic, and they have
engaged with a wide range of material.




