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1. OBSAH A CIL PRACE (struéné informace o préci, formulace cile): Ms Mutiizovd has delivered excellent
master thesis analyzing the manners with which the Russian state, particularly through its most important
institutions, has applied its ‘economic statecraft’ logic and instruments on the Armenian foreign and domestic
policies between 2013 and 2018. The main aim of Ms Mutiizova in this thesis to not only to analyze the case of
Armenia, from this perspective, but also demonstrate, convincingly, how unlike the conceptual terms of geo-
economy that underscores the ‘negative’ instruments of economic sanctions used by states in international
relations, ‘economic statecraft’ captures both the ‘positive’ logic of ‘carrots’ and the negative logic of ‘stick’s
with regard to Armenia.

2. VECNE ZPRACOVANI (naro¢nost, tviréi pfistup, argumentace, logicka struktura, teoretické a
metodologické ukotveni, prace s prameny a literaturou, vhodnost piiloh apod.): This is a sophisticated, well-
structured, well-sourced thesis, well-embedded in a theoretical and methodological framework. Mutuzova’s
creative approach stands in the fact that there she found an appropriate conceptual framework to analyze the
multi-faceted contemporary relations between the Russian Federation and its strategic partner the Republic
of Armenia. Mutuzova’s argument is clear and well-articulated and factually grounded, namely, that in the
given timeframe, Russia appears to have used both positive and negative instruments in relation to Armenia’s
foreign and domestic policy. The sophistication of her approach stands in that she analyzed both the
applications of these instruments in foreign and domestic policies, insightfully noting that while in the former
the two countries are in much more agreement as to how Armenia, in the latter the situation is more
complicated. In addition, the work is extremely well-organized, starting with a clear introduction in which she
lays out the scope, context, the research question, the state of the art (though I would have preferred that he
references some of the sources from the beginning of the introduction), the theoretical and methodological
approach (of the case study) and the thesis’ argument. Then she proceeds with Chapter one, in which engages
full on with the conceptual nuances of ‘economic statecraft’ and covers well the theoretical literature
surrounding it. Then in the ensuing chapters, she builds up the case study of how Russia behaved geo-
economically in the post-soviet space, how Armenia sought to orient itself between the EU and Russia’s
economic platform of the Eurasian Economic Union, and more insightfully, in the last two chapters how
Russia reacted and acted to Armenia’s external and domestic developments. In fact, the last chapter
represents a clear synthesis of the use of conceptual framework and the empirical input. As regards to her use
of sources and literature, Ms Mutuzova does a great job in covering the ground by using both primary and
secondary sources and utilizing both qualitative and quantitative data.

3. FORMALNI A JAZYKOVE ZPRACOVANI (jazykovy projev, spravnost citace a odkazii na literaturu,
graficka uprava, formalni nalezitosti prace apod.):
Ms Mutuzova uses an easily accessible academic language, cites properly and has a good number of graphs
to illustrate her points.

4. STRUCNY KOMENTAR HODNOTITELE (celkovy dojem z diplomové price, silné a slabé stranky,
originalita mysSlenek, naplnéni cile apod.): The originality of Ms Mutizova’s thesis stands in that she
identified a conceptual framework which offers an original analytical account of the recent Russian-
Armenian relations. This is an excellent work which has no weak points..

5.0TAZKY A PRIPOMINKY DOPORUCENE K BLIZSIMU VYSVETLENI PRI OBHAJOBE (jedna az ti):



Is it not the fact that Russia has penetrated and controls most of the Armenian economic life and that it is
strategic partner that Russia applies also its ,carrot‘ approach towards Armenia, otherwise it could have
applied only the ,sticks ‘ approach? Elaborate

You identified in your introduction, page 6, that the academic literature has analyzed Russia ‘s use of economic

statecraft towards Ukranine and Belarus. Having analysed the Armenian case, how would you compare it these
two cases?

6. DOPORUCENI / NEDOPORUCENI K OBHAJOBE A NAVRHOVANA ZNAMKA (A)

Datum: Podpis:

23.08.2019 Adrian Brisku

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.



