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1. OBSAH A CIL PRACE (struéné informace o préci, formulace cile): The aim of this B.A. dissertation is to
determine whether the election of Lula da Silva influenced the continuity of Brazilian foreign policy towards the
United States.

2. VECNE ZPRACOVANI (naro¢nost, tvari piistup, argumentace, logicka struktura, teoretické a
metodologické ukotveni, prace s prameny a literaturou, vhodnost ptiloh apod.): I have no problem with the
topic, which is demanding. The work demonstrates evidence of research and the argumentation is sound and
valid.

3. FORMALNI A JAZYKOVE ZPRACOVANI (jazykovy projev, spravnost citace a odkazd na literaturu,
graficka uprava, formalni ndlezitosti prace apod.): I have found no major problems with presentation or
citation of sources.

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

Julie Chmelikova has devoted her B.A. dissertation to the issue of Brazilian foreign policy towards the United

States. More specifically, she poses the question of whether the election of Lula da Silva as president had an

impact on the continuity of Brazil-United States relations. The work contains an Introduction, four main

chapters, and a Conclusion. A number of tables are present in the text as well. In the next paragraphs, I shall

comment upon individual section of the dissertation.

In the Introduction, Julie states her research aim (stated above) and she clearly outlines the overall structure of

the dissertation. As she writes, the study is a comparative one. She provides a brief overview of the available

literature as well. I think that the Introduction is informative and of appropriate length.

Chapter 1 discusses in detail the notion of autonomy. The term is defined and expanded upon in the Brazilian
context. Three types of autonomy are mentioned, namely autonomy through distance, autonomy through
participation, and autonomy through diversification. President Cardoso favored autonomy through participation,
whereas President Lula da Silva preferred autonomy through diversification. Julia makes it clear that autonomy
in the Brazilian context cannot be applied to other Latin American countries. This chapter is fine.

Julie analyzes the Brazilian political system in Chapter 2. The system tends more towards the presidential when
it comes to foreign policy. When Lula da Silva won the presidency in 2002, he continued in his predecessor’s
(Cardoso’s) style of presidential diplomacy. The chapter is good in that it shows the change from protocol to
presidential diplomacy and how this gave more power to the president, power that had previously been reserved
for the foreign ministry.

Chapter 3 deals with Brazilian relations with the United States. Under Lula da Silva efforts were made to
strengthen international norms through participation in international organizations and diversifying Brazil’s
interests. Autonomy through participation gave way to autonomy through diversification. Individual sections
deal with the United Nations, presidential visits to other countries, the support of democracy in South America,
and security issues. Also, the timing of Lula da Silva’s presidency (the George W. Bush years) played a role.
This chapter is quite comparative, which adds greatly to its quality.




In Chapter 4, Julie discusses economic cooperation between Brazil and the United States. Under Lula da Silva,
China became Brazil’s most important trading partner. Brazil also helped to form groups like BRIC, which
symbolized a new openness to non-traditional trading partners.

In the Conclusion, Julie states that Lula da Silva’s presidency represented discontinuity in the economic sphere,
but continuity in the political relationship between Brazil and the United States. No great leftist revolution in

Brazil transpired and its prosperity was aided, not hindered by the multilateral approach.

This work is nicely written and the structure is very good. I recommend an excellent mark.

5.0TAZKY A PRIPOMINKY DOPORUCENE K BLIZSIMU VYSVETLENI PRI OBHAJOBE (jedna az tfi):
1. How do you see Brazil’s role in the world today?

6. DOPORUCENI / NEDOPORUCENI K OBHAJOBE A NAVRHOVANA ZNAMKA
(vyborné, velmi dobte, dobte, nevyhovél): I recommend an excellent classification.

Datum: 5.6.2015 Podpis:

Pozn.: Hodnoceni piste k jednotlivym bodiim, pokud nepisete v textovém editoru, pouzijte pii nedostatku mista zadni stranu
nebo piilozeny list. V hodnoceni prace se pokuste oddélit ty jeji nedostatky, které jsou, podle vaseho minéni, obhajobou
neodstranitelné (napft. chybi kritické zhodnoceni pramend a literatury), od téch véci, které student mtize dobrou obhajobou
napravit; pomér téchto dvou polozek berte prosim v Givahu pfi stanoveni kone¢né znamky.



