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1. OBSAH A CiL PRACE (stru¢na informace o praci, formulace cile):

This work addresses the issue of immigration policy in the United States and the Republican Party. The author of
the B.A. dissertation analyzes the opinions of different factions among the Republican members of Congress
representing the State of California. The aim of the author is to analyze the reasons for the different approaches
of the Republican congressmen of California to the issue of both legal and illegal immigration.

2. VECNE ZPRACOVANI (niro¢nost, tvar&i piistup, argumentace, logickd struktura, teoretické a
metodologické ukotveni, prace s prameny a literaturou, vhodnost pfiloh apod.):

Lucia Vaculova has chosen quite a demanding topic considering the fact that this is just a B.A. dissertation. Her

presentation of the facts is accurate and her argumentation is both sound and valid. In addition, there is evidence

of Lucia’s ability to work with multiple sources. I have no problem whatsoever with Lucia’s methodology.

3. FORMALNI A JAZYKOVE ZPRACOVANI (jazykovy projev, spravnost citace a odkazi na literaturu,
graficka uprava, formalni nalezitosti prace apod.):

Though I am no expert on the Slovak language, my knowledge of Czech enables me to understand and read

Slovak. I feel that Lucia’s presentation is quite clear and her vocabulary is obviously advanced. The referencing

is fine and the bibliogaphy demonstrates the wide plethora of sources (primary and secondary) consulted.

4. STRUCNY KOMENTAR HODNOTITELE (celkovy dojem z bakalaiské prace, silné a slabé stranky,
originalita myslenek, naplnéni cile apod.):
Lucia Vaculova has produced a commendable B.A. dissertation dealing with the issue of immigration in the
United States and the Republican Party. The work is divided into an Introduction, four main chapters, and a
Conclusion. Not only is the topic difficult, but it also required the consultation of primary sources.
In the Introduction, Lucia clearly spells out the structure and the content of the dissertation. She informs the
reader that the treatise is a case study and utilizes Petr Druldk’s definition of what constitutes a case study. In
addition, Lucia briefly critiques the literature. The Introduction is well conceived.
In Chapter 1, Lucia discusses the Republican Party after the 2010 congressional elections. It is pointed out that
the Tea Party-supported Republicans are much more conservative than the previous generation of Republicans.
Despite a modest setback in 2012, the Republicans held on to their majority in the House of Representatives and
the ideological shift to the right continued. Lucia describes well the factions existing within the Republican
congressional caucus. This chapter is well conceived and I have no problem with it.
Chapter 2 represents Lucia’s analysis of immigration policy. First, she identifies the categories of immigrants
admitted to the United States and visa policies and restrictions. Second, Lucia analyzes attempts at immigration
reform, various aspects of proposals, and why the proposals were not passed by the House of Representatives.
Though brief, this chapter is to the point.
In Chapter 3, Lucia presents her case study, in which she scrutinizes in detail the views on immigration reform of
Republican members of congress representing California. California is the most populous state of the U.S. and it
contains the largest number of immigrants, both legal and illegal. Three factors that have the greatest impact on
the voting decisions of congressmen when it comes to immigration issues are the voting base of the individual
congressmen, interest groups and their influence, and the political convictions of the individual congressmen.
Great attention is paid to each factor and Lucia manages to point out how each factor influences lawmakers. I
feel that this chapter fulfills its purpose.
Chapter 4 demonstrates the differences of opinion among Republican congressmen concerning securing the
border with Mexico, illegal immigration, and legal immigration. Lucia uses the factors mentioned in the previous
paragraph in her assessment. What she basically shows is just how particular circumstances influence support or
lack thereof when it comes to immigration proposals. The matter of illegal immigration is most divisive, whereas




almost no conflict among Republicans is visible when it comes to securing the Mexican border or legal
immigration. The chapter is aptly written.

In the Conclusion, Lucia recapitulates her main points and points out which factor is most relevant in voting
decisions on specific issues. Her findings are sound and, in my view, valid.

This B.A. dissertation deserves to be defended and I recommend an excellent classification.

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

What impact is the current international security situation likely to have on Republican attitudes toward both
legal and illegal immigration?

6. DOPORUCENI / NEDOPORUCENI K OBHAJOBE A NAVRHOVANA ZNAMKA
(vyborné, velmi dobfie, dobte, nevyhovél): VYBORNE

Datum: 31.8.2014 Podpis:

Pozn.: Hodnoceni piste k jednotlivym bodiim, pokud nepiSete v textovém editoru, pouzijte pti nedostatku mista zadni stranu
nebo ptilozeny list. V hodnoceni prace se pokuste odd¢lit ty jeji nedostatky, které jsou, podle vaseho minéni, obhajobou
neodstranitelné (napft. chybi kritické zhodnoceni prament a literatury), od téch véci, které student mize dobrou obhajobou
napravit; pomér téchto dvou polozek berte prosim v Givahu pii stanoveni koneéné znamky.



