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1. OBSAH A CÍL PRÁCE (stručná informace o práci, formulace cíle):  
This work deals with the relationship between the United Kingdom and the United States during 
the tenure of Prime Minister David Cameron and President Barack Obama. While 
acknowledging the closeness of the relationship, the student aims to answer the question whether 
the relationship can still be referred to as “special.” 

 
 

2. VĚCNÉ ZPRACOVÁNÍ (náročnost, tvůrčí přístup, argumentace, logická struktura, teoretické a 
metodologické ukotvení, práce s prameny a literaturou, vhodnost příloh apod.):  
Though the relationship between the United Kingdom and the United States has been written 
about quite extensively, the student covers fairly recent events. I have no problem with the topic 
or with the methodological approach of the student. 

 
 

3. FORMÁLNÍ A JAZYKOVÉ ZPRACOVÁNÍ (jazykový projev, správnost citace a odkazů na literaturu, 
grafická úprava, formální náležitosti práce apod.):  
The work satisfies requirements regarding citations, bibliography, etc. Additionally, the work is 
well structured and the points made by the student are easy to follow. 

  
 

4. STRUČNÝ KOMENTÁŘ HODNOTITELE (celkový dojem z bakalářské práce, silné a slabé stránky, 
originalita myšlenek, naplnění cíle apod.): 
Michaela Novákova has chosen the U.K.-U.S. “special relationship” as the subject of her B.A. 
dissertation. The work is properly structured and the argumentation is sound. In all, Michaela 
has divided her treatise into an Introduction, two main chapters, and a Conclusion. In the 
paragraphs that follow, I will provide some brief comments about each part of the dissertation. 
The Introduction sets out the aims of the work and discusses some of the relevant publications 
concerning U.S.-U.K. relations. Methodologically, the dissertation is labeled as a descriptive 
analysis. The structure and content of individual chapters are clearly spelled out. I have no 
problem with the Introduction. 
In Chapter 1, the historical background of the “special relationship” is recapitulated. The main 
turning points of U.S.-U.K. relations are placed in the overall context of the international 
sociopolitical situation in given periods. The high and low points of the relationship are 
emphasized. As the relationship matured during the Cold War, specific events like collective 
security, the Suez Crisis, Britain’s nuclear capabilities, and Britain’s entry into European 
structures (EEC-EC-EU) and their respective impact on the relationship are highlighted as are 
affinities (or lack thereof) between specific prime ministers and presidents. The post-Cold War 
period is also covered in detail. I think that this chapter provides excellent background and 
encourages the reader to continue reading. 
Chapter 2 represents the main focus of the work. This lengthier part is divided into sub-sections 
and there is always a brief conclusion at the end of each respective section. The first section 
addresses U.K.-U.S. relations in the diplomatic sphere in the era of Cameron and Obama. First, 
Michaela discusses the bilateral collaboration between both countries. The following conclusions 
can be drawn from this section: Though Britain and the United States did have good bilateral 
relations in the period discussed, President Obama assigned greater priority to Germany as the 
key player in Europe and the fact that Obama chose Germany as his last European destination as 



president underscored this fact. Michaela addresses U.S.-U.K. relations from the perspective of 
collaboration within the framework of international organizations. The international 
organizations mentioned are the United Nations, NATO, G8, and G20. She analyzes the nature of 
U.S.-U.K. relations (both bilateral and multilateral) in these institutions. The conclusion of this 
section indicates that both countries tried to test the special nature of the relationship, but, 
generally, multilateralism took precedence over bilateralism. Michaela is correct in her 
assessment that, particularly with regard to economic issues, Britain’s ability to act was limited 
because of its EU membership. The second section addresses the security aspect of the “special 
relationship.” Matters, such as the contribution of each country to NATO, how to deal with 
threats posed by conflicts in Syria, Iraq, Afghanistan, the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, etc. Once 
again, international organizations generally provided the forum for the British-American 
relationship.  In the matter of nuclear cooperation, Britain has demonstrated its wish to remain a 
nuclear power and needs the Americans in order to maintain and upgrade its nuclear weapons. 
Both countries also need to consult one another on the issue of states like Iran and North Korea 
and their ambitions to become nuclear powers. Even regarding this sensitive issue, the 
collaboration takes place within a multilateral context. In the third section, Michaela goes on to 
discuss the collaboration of British and American intelligence agencies, which dates back to the 
UKUSA Agreement of 1946. These bilateral relations were demonstrated to have declined 
according to Wikileaks. The publication of Wikileaks caused problems, but it does not seem to 
have shaken the fundamental U.K.-U.S. intelligence collaboration. The fourth section scrutinizes 
the depth of U.K.-U.S. economic collaboration. This collaboration is rather informal and is based 
on similar norms regarding work, economic values, etc. Michaela provides a number of 
impressive charts and graphs that demonstrate that the U.S. is a more important partner for the 
U.K. than the U.K. is for the U.S. Nonetheless, the relationship has been kept on a strong footing 
by import-export considerations, as well as direct foreign investment. Due to Britain’s EU 
membership, there is a multilateral aspect to the collaboration, which cannot be overlooked. The 
fifth (and final) section pertains to U.K.-U.S. cultural collaboration. Michaela’s main argument is 
that there are strong historical roots of this collaboration and that both countries overlap in the 
cultural sphere. This chapter is very well written and convincing evidence supports Michaela’s 
findings. 
In the Conclusion, Michaela makes the point that the “special relationship” between the United 
Kingdom and the United States persevered even in the Cameron-Obama period. She points out, 
however, that this is because both countries see long-term advantages in the relationship. All 
being said, the Obama-Cameron time was not the high point of the U.S.-U.K. relationship, which 
will continue to exist because of similar long-term concerns in the areas covered by the 
dissertation. 
This dissertation is of excellent quality. Michaela has obviously done plenty of research and 
invested much effort. I recommend an EXCELLENT classification. 
 

  
 
5. OTÁZKY A PŘIPOMÍNKY DOPORUČENÉ K BLIŽŠÍMU VYSVĚTLENÍ PŘI OBHAJOBĚ (jedna až tři): 
How will Brexit affect the U.S.-U.K. relationship? 
 
If forced to choose, will the United States give priority to Britain or the EU? Explain. 
 
6. DOPORUČENÍ / NEDOPORUČENÍ K OBHAJOBĚ A NAVRHOVANÁ ZNÁMKA 
 (výborně, velmi dobře, dobře, nevyhověl): I recommend an EXCELLENT classification.  
 
 
Datum: 3 September 2017      Podpis: 
 
 
 
Pozn.: Hodnocení pište k jednotlivým bodům, pokud nepíšete v textovém editoru, použijte při nedostatku místa zadní stranu 
nebo přiložený list. V hodnocení práce se pokuste oddělit ty její nedostatky, které jsou, podle vašeho mínění, obhajobou 
neodstranitelné (např. chybí kritické zhodnocení pramenů a literatury), od těch věcí, které student může dobrou obhajobou 
napravit; poměr těchto dvou položek berte prosím v úvahu při stanovení konečné známky. 
 
 


