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Zddvodnéni podrobného a celkového hodnoceni prace:

The work studies how Qatar and the United Arab Emirates competes in foreign policy in reference to their
health policies. In general, the thesis has a solid and consistent subject. It is also very timely. Besides, it provides
a lot of details about its subject matter. In general, | find it successful and interesting. However, there are some
problems that | would like to highlight. To begin with the work’s proportional content has problems. Rather
than studying health sector as a case to analyze foreign policies of two countries, the thesis sometimes
completely focuses on health care industry. As it is, thus, it sometimes appears as a thesis not on foreign policy
but health policy. The connection between public diplomacy and health sector is not satisfactorily strong. A
second problem is that it relies predominantly on formal documents which might be a problem. Formal
documents may inform about political intentions. However, they would not provide the practical situation on
the ground. On this account, the work is sometimes descriptive. But overall, it is a successful and interesting
work on a highly relevant subject.
| have two questions regarding the work:
1. How has the recent increase in oil prices affected Qatar and UAE in these fields?

2. How is this subject relevant from a European perspective?
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