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1. OBSAH A CÍL PRÁCE (stručná informace o práci, formulace cíle): 
This B.A. dissertation represents a comparative analysis of the anti-terrorist approaches of Presidents 
George W. Bush and Barack Obama. 
 
 
2. VĚCNÉ ZPRACOVÁNÍ (náročnost, tvůrčí přístup, argumentace, logická struktura, teoretické a 

metodologické ukotvení, práce s prameny a literaturou, vhodnost příloh apod.): 
I think that this work is well argued and logically structured. 
 
3. FORMÁLNÍ A JAZYKOVÉ ZPRACOVÁNÍ (jazykový projev, správnost citace a odkazů na literaturu, 

grafická úprava, formální náležitosti práce apod.): 
The dissertation is well written and the referencing and bibliography are good.  
  
 
4. STRUČNÝ KOMENTÁŘ HODNOTITELE (celkový dojem z bakalářské práce, silné a slabé stránky, 

originalita myšlenek, naplnění cíle apod.): 
Kristýna Mikšovská has decided to devote her B.A. dissertation to comparing the anti-terror strategies of  
George W. Bush and Barack Obama. The treatise is divided into an Introduction, three main chapters, 
and a Conclusion. The time scale is straightforward. In the ensuing paragraphs, I shall comment upon 
each part of the work. 
The Introduction explains how after 9/11 the security situation changed how terrorism and the means to  
fight it have evolved. Kristýna rightly begins a bit before 9/11 as the international security situation began  
to change already in the 1990s.  Insofar as the structure is concerned, Kristýna discusses the content of the  
three main chapters. A subsection dealing with security strategy and the foreign policy direction of the  
United States provides the reader with direction and places American security priorities within the  
context of democratization (Bush) and creating peace (Obama). The author argues that Obama’s words  
about peace differ from his actual policies, which were not all that different from those of Bush. The  
literature overview indicates that Kristýna has consulted the most important literature on the topic. My  
overall impression of the Introduction is positive.  
Chapter 1 represents Kristýna’s analysis of the relevant documents concerning presidential doctrine.  
First, she scrutinizes the documents produced during the Bush Administration. Key here is the National  
Security Strategy of 2002, which was a consequence of the 9/11 terrorist attacks on the United States. The  
role of the newly created Department of Homeland Security was institutionalized. The Quadrennial  
Defense Report is also mentioned as it provided for a change in the entire American concept of security.  
Likewise, the National Defense Strategy of 2005 and its emphasis on the Muslim world. The emphasis  
on intelligence, surveillance, and reconnaissance as the strategy against Al Qaeda is also highlighted. The  
second section likewise scrutinizes the National Security Strategy reports and Quadrennial Defense  
Reports of the Obama White House. Both sections are highly analytical and Kristýna demonstrates and  
applies her knowledge of the views of various scholars concerning the topics at hand. In the third section  
of Chapter 1, Kristýna examines the crucial American legislation regarding the War on Terror, namely  
the Authorization for Use of Military Force and the Patriot Act. This chapter demonstrates impeccable  
analysis on Kristýna’s part. 
In Chapter 2, Kristýna analyzes the American struggle against Al-Qaeda. The first section deals with  
Operation Enduring Freedom, which lasted from 2001 until 2014. This is noteworthy because Operation  
Enduring Freedom was prosecuted by Bush as well as Obama. The interpretations of various phases by  
different scholars once again show how deeply acquainted Kristýna is with the works of leading scholars.  
In the following section of Chapter 2, Kristýna evaluates George W. Bush’s approach to the War on  



Terror. The focus on democratization in Muslim countries is discussed and is widely acknowledged to  
have failed. Afghanistan and the experiment with President Hamid Karzai is a case in point. The third  
(and final) section of Chapter 2 evaluates Obama’s approach to the War on Terror. The killing of Osama  
Bin Laden in 2011 and other Al Qaeda leaders is touted as a success that occurred during the Obama  
presidency. Also, the increased use of drones by the Obama Administration is mentioned, as is the  
increase in the number of civilian casualties in comparison with the George W. Bush Administration.      
The actual comparison of the Bush and Obama Administrations forms the subject of Chapter 3. The  
findings greatly depend on which authors one considers to be more convincing. However, it is clear that  
Democracy building under the Bush Administration did not work. Bush Administration strikes using  
drones killed more rank-and-file Al Qaeda members, whereas Obama focused more on leaders.  In a  
section devoted to Obama’s approach as opposed to that of Bush, Kristýna concludes that Obama’s initial  
ideals concerning the fight against terrorism did not find success. His strategy relied on working with local  
people on the ground and preventing terrorist recruitment. At fault is Obama’s failure to define  
clearly his concept of how to prevent terrorist recruitment. This chapter is excellent. 
In the Conclusion, Kristýna emphasizes that there was more continuity than discontinuity in the War on  
Terror policies of Bush and Obama. Bush’s strategy wreaked much havoc and failed to “democratize” the  
region, but Obama differed more in word than in actual deed in his own approach. 
This treatise represents a solid piece of work that, in my view, far surpasses the requirements for a  
Bachelor’s dissertation. I recommend an excellent classification of A or B depending on the quality of the  
oral defense.    
 
5. OTÁZKY A PŘIPOMÍNKY DOPORUČENÉ K BLIŽŠÍMU VYSVĚTLENÍ PŘI OBHAJOBĚ (jedna až tři): 
  
 
6. DOPORUČENÍ / NEDOPORUČENÍ K OBHAJOBĚ A NAVRHOVANÁ ZNÁMKA 
 (výborně, velmi dobře, dobře, nevyhověl): A či B 
 
 
Datum: 3 June 2018       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. 
 
 


