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	Odůvodnění hodnocení práce:

The author does a great job at mapping both the background and the events of the invasion while providing the reader with a thesis that is very intriguing to read. This mainly owes to the author’s excellent use of the English language as well as his skilful work with sources and his ability to develop arguments and think critically.
There is, however, a slight trace of bias in the thesis against the U.S. invasion, although this is compensated by various arguments as to why it might have been a just cause.
Parts of the conclusion miss a certain level of clarification of what the author intends to say.
Nonetheless, the author presents a thesis that is well-structured, well-thought-out and provides an interesting look at one of the major events in the U.S. history.
I also highly commend the author’s apparent interest in the thesis as well as his work with an extensive number of sources, some of them even in Spanish, utilizing a wider range of perspectives.


	Otázky k obhajobě:

Can you clarify what you mean by “invasive nature” of the U.S.? Can you provide a proof, examples perhaps, that is was “common practice” for the U.S. to “invade or exercise power over smaller countries”? (page 35) Moreover, can you specify as to when it was common?
What was the international opinion about the invasion in spite of which, you say, the U.S. conducted the invasion? (page 35)
What do you mean by “the apparent misinterpretation of details” and who misinterpreted them? (page 36)
You mention the opinions of the Bush administration and the public in the U.S. What did the Democratic party think about the invasion? Did they voice any opinions in the Congress?
Can you elaborate on the factor of “almost personal motives” involved? (page 35)
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