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1. OBSAH A CÍL PRÁCE (stručná informace o práci, formulace cíle): 
The aim of the work is to ascertain the impact of the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) on 
US immigration policy towards Mexican migrants by the end of the 1990s. 
 
2. VĚCNÉ ZPRACOVÁNÍ (náročnost, tvůrčí přístup, argumentace, logická struktura, teoretické a 

metodologické ukotvení, práce s prameny a literaturou, vhodnost příloh apod.): 
The work contains good argumentation based on numerous sources. In addition, there is a theoretical 
framework. 
 
3. FORMÁLNÍ A JAZYKOVÉ ZPRACOVÁNÍ (jazykový projev, správnost citace a odkazů na literaturu, 

grafická úprava, formální náležitosti práce apod.): 
I have no problém with the formal presentation or referencing.  
 
4. STRUČNÝ KOMENTÁŘ HODNOTITELE (celkový dojem z bakalářské práce, silné a slabé stránky, 

originalita myšlenek, naplnění cíle apod.): 
Kateřina Konečná has written her BA dissertation on the impact of NAFTA on US immigration policy  
towards  Mexico in the second half of the 1990s. The treatise is divided into an Introduction (Chapter 1),  
two main chapters (Chapters 2-3), and a Conclusion (Chapter 4). I quite like the way the work is  
organized. In the following paragraphs, I will offer my comments on each part of the work. 
 
In the Introduction (Chapter 1), Kateřina clearly spells out the aim of the work. The methodology is  
explained and there is a literature review. Most importantly, she provides a clear idea as to what the 
reader can expect to learn in the body of the text. Moreover, the topic is placed in historical context with  
an overview of previous US immigration policy. 
 
Chapter 2 evaluates NAFTA and its relevance for immigration policy. NAFTA is characterized as a free  
trade agreement between the United States, Canada, and Mexico. The main arguments of American and 
Mexican proponents of NAFTA are elucidated with an emphasis on the idea that the new trade  
arrangement would provide greater opportunities in Mexico and, in the long term, discourage Mexicans  
from migrating to the United States for socioeconomic reasons. However, proponents did concede the  
likelihood of a short-term increase in illegal migration. Kateřina then delves into classical trade  
theory and its associated concept of relative advantage. The treaty was based on the idea that the  
synchronization and integration of the American and Mexican economies would result in greater  
economic development. Thus, trade flows would replace the need for Mexicans to migrate to the US in  
search of work.   Kateřina correctly assesses the arguments of both proponents and opponents of NAFTA  
and she is correct that populists like Ross Perot and organized labor had objections to the treaty based on  
fears that American jobs would be lost. Article 16 of the treaty provided a new basis for the issuance of  
temporary work visas to qualified workers. However, each country reserved the right to choose its general  
immigration policy. This chapter is informative and lead smoothly into Chapter 3. 
 
Kateřina discusses US immigration policy up until the end of the 1990s in Chapter 3. She begins by  
explaining Operation Gatekeeper, which President Clinton implemented in 1994. The aim was to use  
physical barriers and electronic surveillance methods to prevent illegal migration across the US-Mexico  
border. The aim was not only to stop illegal migration as such, but also reduce the flow of illegal drugs  
across the frontier. Though Operation Gatekeeper (and the similar Operation Safeguard and Operation  
Rio Grande) did reduce levels of migration in certain areas, illegal migrants found other routes to cross  



the border. The number of illegal migrants increased in the 1990s largely because of internal  
developments in Mexico like the uprising in Chiapas. Also, Operation Gatekeeper is linked to the loss of  
many lives. Also discussed is the growing call by ascendant Republicans in the US Congress for tougher  
immigration enforcement. California’s Proposition 187 basically criminalized illegal immigration and, on  
the federal level, the Personal Responsibility and Work Opportunity Reconciliation Act (PRWORA) was  
designed to prevent abuse of American social welfare benefits by illegal immigrants. Likewise, the Illegal  
Immigration Reform and Responsibility Act (IIRRA) sought to tighten the restrictions imposed by  
PRWORA. Both pieces of legislation can be seen as restrictive in intent. In the end, it is correct to state  
that, despite increased spending on border protection and immigration enforcement, illegal immigration  
increased and the estimated number of illegal immigrants residing in the US was 8.6 million in 2000 as  
opposed to 5.3 million in 1995. Despite a number of recommendations by the Commission on Immigration  
Reform, no further significant immigration legislation was passed by 2000. This chapter successfully  
analyzes the migration situation in the United States in the 1990s. 
 
The Conclusion (Chapter 4) recapitulates the main points presented in the body of the text. Kateřina  
explains how NAFTA influenced US immigration policy in the second half of the 1990s, but emphasizes  
that other factors, including internal developments in Mexico also contributed to the rise in illegal  
immigration, something beyond the scope of this study. I think the Conclusion is in line with the  
arguments presented in the preceding chapters. 
 
This work meets the requirements for a successful BA dissertation. Depending on Kateřina’s performance  
in the oral defense, I recommend a B (lower excellent) classification.           
 
5. OTÁZKY A PŘIPOMÍNKY DOPORUČENÉ K BLIŽŠÍMU VYSVĚTLENÍ PŘI OBHAJOBĚ (jedna až tři): 
How has US immigration policy changed since the 1990s? Has there been any significant improvement? 
Please compare the policies of the George W. Bush, Barack Obama, and Donald Trump presidential 
administrations.  
 
6. DOPORUČENÍ / NEDOPORUČENÍ K OBHAJOBĚ A NAVRHOVANÁ ZNÁMKA 
 (A-F): B (contingent on a solid oral defense) 
 
 
Datum: 11 January 2021     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. 


