Few Some explanations to the editor based on the his comments he gave me:.	Comment by Tamar Kogman: Are you sure it’s a he?
1. Regarding Kasher’s and Yadlin’s thesis –. iIn contrast to the my dissertation, in the book I write I thoughtchose to raise use it their thesis only as a frame of reference for my own doctrineework that would later lead to the doctrine I sketch. However, I can could also stick to my dissertation. It This would means that iIn Chapter 3, instead of raising only themerely introducing the doctrine, I can would also raise also the main criticism directed against it. 
2. The ethicalEthical issues - –in the case studies after I raise the ethical issues after raising the ethical issues,, I can could analysis analyze each case study according to Kasher’s and Yadlin’s doctrine. In that wayThis would further clarify my own doctrine and enable the reader can to see appraise which parameters can bewere met,, which can not be metwere not, or and which canwere only be met partially met. It makes the doctrine I sketch more clear. The analysis of the e Sri Lanka case study, which I am now re-being submitting to youtted to you again after correction, I made is analyzedhas been revised in this waymanner.	Comment by Tamar Kogman: תוודאי שהמשפט הזה מדוייק. האם התכוונת שהקורא יוכל לראות עד כמה המעורבים עמדו בפרמטרים של הדוקטרינה במקרה הבוחן המסוים הזה, או – שיוכל לראות באילו פרמטרים ניתן בכלל לעמוד, באופן תאורטי (זו המשמעות שעלתה מהנוסח המקורי)





