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1. OBSAH A CiL PRACE (struéné informace o préci, formulace cile):

This work is devoted to the political discursive legitimization for the United States intervention in Libya
in 2011. The main role was played by the political discourse among American officials, who, in light of
the situation in Libya, had to reassess the policy rejecting a permanent American presence in Middle
Eastern countries.

2. VECNE ZPRACOVANI (naro¢nost, tviiréi piistup, argumentace, logicka struktura, teoretické a
metodologické ukotveni, prace s prameny a literaturou, vhodnost pfiloh apod.):

The topic is quite challenging. In my view, the dissertation contains sound argumentation and the
issue is logically tackled with a good theoretical underpinning.

3. FORMALNI A JAZYKOVE ZPRACOVANI (jazykovy projev, spravnost citace a odkazii na literaturu,
graficka uprava, formalni néleZitosti prace apod.):

Insofar as presentation and referencing are concerned, I see no major problems.

4. STRUCNY KOMENTAR HODNOTITELE (celkovy dojem z bakalaiské prace, silné a slabé stranky,
originalita myslenek, naplnéni cile apod.):

The B.A. dissertation presented by Leonard Snopko addresses the American decision to intervene in
Libya in 2011. Leonard has opted to focus on discursive legitimization. The treatise consists of an
Introduction (Chapter 1), five main chapters (Chapters 2-6), and a Conclusion (Chapter 7). In the
ensuing paragraphs, I will offer my comments on each part of the work.

In the Introduction (Chapter 1), Leonard maps out the body of the dissertation. The content of each
chapter is summarized. He states that his work involved analyzing the statements of American public
officials, especially President Barack Obama and Secretary of State Hillary Clinton, concerning the
Libyan crisis and the American decision to intervene. Discourse analysis is used to demonstrate the
process of legitimization. In addition, there is an overview of the most relevant literature. I think that
there is no problem here.

Chapter 2 delves into the specific nature of the theoretical framework. The concepts of respected
authority and securitization are linked. The factors of authority (personal and impersonal),
rationalization, and cosmology (in a religious sense) are explained. I have no problem with this
chapter.

In Chapter 3, Leonard discusses the context of the Arab Spring. In the first section of the chapter, a
synopsis of pre-Arab Spring United States foreign policy is furnished. Subsequently the revolutions in
Tunisia and Egypt are scrutinized. This chapter fulfills its objective.

The outbreak of the uprising in Libya forms the subject of Chapter 4. In particular, the brutal
response of the Kaddafi regime is described in detail. This chapter provides useful factual
background for the remainder of the dissertation.



Chapter S is devoted to the securitization of the Libyan conflict. Leonard states the importance of the
so-called Copenhagen School. Leonard discusses how a problem does not have to pose a threat from
the outset, but rather the discursive politics involved makes a given issue a security problem. The
ideas of Copenhagen School scholars are elucidated here. Five categories of security are identified,
namely military, environmental, economic, social, and political. The role of the securitization actor is
key. Leonard then scrutinizes the criteria for framing the security threat posed by the Libyan crisis.
He provides background information on U.S.-Libyan relations and initial American preventive
diplomacy. Then the role of other actors like the United Nations and France is clarified. The
background leading up to the imposition of a no-fly zone and the formation of the National Transition
Council is also explained. This chapter is very informative.

In Chapter 6, the process leading up to the final decision to intervene is analyzed. The key moment
was the decision of the Arab League to request a no-fly zone in Libya. Then the role of Secretary of
State Clinton in convincing President Obama to act is emphasized as is the adoption of Resolution
1973 by the UN Security Council. Obama finally authorized military action under the so-called
Operation Odyssey Dawn. This chapter is telling in that it demonstrates the importance of
circumstances in reaching final policy decisions.

The Conclusion (Chapter 7) explains that it was Kaddafi’s constant violation of human rights, his
refusal to stop firing on his own people by declaring a ceasefire, and his unwillingness to comply with
Resolution 1973 that provided the legitimization of American intervention in Libya. Another factor
was President Obama’s insistence that American involvement would be brief, not protracted.
Leonard also makes clear that on single theory by itself can explain the U.S. decision to intervene. By
the same token, the conflict required securitization in order to justify the intervention to the public.
The content of the main chapters is recapitulated well.

This dissertation is of excellent quality. I would recommend a classification of A or B contingent on
the quality of the oral defense.

5. OTAZKY A PRIPOMINKY DOPORUCENE K BLIZSIMU VYSVETLENI PRI OBHAJOBE (jedna
az ti):

Do you think the United States would have intervened in Libya without the actions of the Arab
League? Why or why not?

6. DOPORUCENT / NEDOPORUCENI{ K OBHAJOBE A NAVRHOVANA ZNAMKA
(A-F): A or B depending on the oral defense

Datum: 24 August 2020 Podpis:

Pozn.: Hodnoceni piste k jednotlivym bodtim, pokud nepisete v textovém editoru, pouZijte pti nedostatku mista zadni stranu
nebo piilozeny list. V hodnoceni prace se pokuste oddé¢lit ty jeji nedostatky, které jsou, podle vaseho minéni, obhajobou
neodstranitelné (napt. chybi kritické zhodnoceni prament a literatury), od téch véci, které student mtize dobrou obhajobou
napravit; pomeér téchto dvou polozek berte prosim v tivahu pfi stanoveni kone¢né znamky.



