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e Appropriate methodology and evidence of effective organisation of work Good
e Logically structured argument and flow of ideas reflecting research questions Very Good
e Application of theory and/or concepts Good
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ADDITIONAL WRITTEN COMMENTS

Reviewer 1

This thesis has a clear research question, is well organised, and makes a strong argument for a
causal connection between natural resource wealth and the ability of authoritarian regimes to stay
in power. The case studies are appropriate and properly justified in the methodology. Data are
gathered from relevant sources, despite language limitations (which are already noted in the
thesis as a limitation).

There is a coherent and logical analysis, and well-argued conclusions, pointing to a link between
exploitation of natural resources and how the regime manages to extend its time in power.

Overall, it is an excellent piece of work.
Reviewer 2

The research question is relevant and clearly defined and it is placed in the strand of literature on
the resource curse hypothesis.

The literature review is very good, but it is missing some relevant and seminal paper at the
frontier between the economy and the political science (such as van der Ploeg, 2011).
Methodology: in my view, it is not fully clear what is the main hypothesis that is assessed
through the case studies. Despite the candidate justify the choice of the qualitative analysis, this
methodology does not fully allow to trigger a real critical thinking from the student, since it is
difficult to extract common lessons or factors that could have driven different outcomes. In the
end, the analysis section appears as a complete and in-depht systematic review of what happened
in the two countries instead than providing a contribution on how reading the causal linking
between the explored variables. On the other hand, exlcuding native language documents is a
recognized shortcoming, but remains a limitation in a qualitative research.

Nevertheless, | enjoyed reading the dissertation, and | think that its main contribution is providing
details on the relationship between natural resource wealth, authoritarian big men and corruption
in two countries, Equatorial Guinea and Cameroon, for which we have poor evidence and
literature. The Academic style adopted is overall very good.

My suggestions to improve the quality of this dissertation is to insist on a comparative type of
analysis, starting from lessons learnt from other case studies and identyfing common drivers or
peculiarities of the explored nexus in the two coutnries.




