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1. OBSAH A CIL PRACE (striina informace o préaci, formulace cile):
The work intends to analyze the migration policy-iance under the presidency of Nicolas Sarkozg. Wrk
is centered on the legislative activity between7280d 2012 and reports the public reaction in Feandd
abroad to immigration laws that were submitted amted in the National Assembly.

2. VECNE ZPRACOVANI (narénost, taréi pristup, argumentace, logicka struktura, teoretické a
metodologické ukotveni, prace s prameny a litecatuvhodnost filoh apod.):

The paper (38 p. bibliography included) focus owesy well documented topic, that has attracted gehu
attention both in political and academic spherds Jelection of source is pretty good and perméséstitution

of the main issues of the immigration policy durthg Sarkozy presidency.

The structure follow a chronological progressiord grovide with a presentation of the main debates o
immigration issues.

The theoretical and methodological anchorage ofvibek is not defined. A short presentation of tlerses
used for the analysis gives enough informationafbachelor essay.

The work is based on primary and secondary sowfdtferent kind, from legislative texts (mainlgport from
the Conseil Constitutionnel), to journal and acaideanalysis.

The references are well presented and respecbtinesrwith some minor mistakes that doesnt affeztréading.

No complementary documentation have been add tpaher.

3. FORMALNI A JAZYKOVE ZPRACOVANI (jazykovy projev, sgvnost citace a odkana literaturu,
graficka Uprava, formalni nalezitosti prace apod.):
| am not a slovak native speaker so | cant evalieuality and the style of the written language.
The sources are well cited and the quotations atkingerted in text.

4. STRUNY KOMENTAR HODNOTITELE (celkovy dojem z bakakké prace, silné a slabé stranky,
originalita mysSlenek, nap#mi cile apod.):

The work transmits the principal information andhlgsis about the french immigration policy underkday
era thanks to a good selection of multiple sour&#, the work misses personal analysis. A corapae
approach whether in France during other politicaliged or in an other European country may havedtklp
The books of Noiriel and the history of French raigyn, quoted many times, might have been usefthis
respect. Moreover, little is said about the geneoaitext of the migration policy in Europe in geadegturing
the analyzed period notably on Roma migrationsnekieugh a whole chapter is dedicated to this topic

5. OTAZKY A PRIPOMINKY DOPORUCENE K BLIZSIMU VYSVETLENI PRI OBHAJOBE (jedna aZif):

While restrictions to third countries immigrationecame an important topic on the European agenda,
could you present briefly the position of other Eldmbers that are actively involved in this debaig @ompare
it with the French position you analyzed?

6. DOPORWENIi / NEDOPORWENI K OBHAJOBE A NAVRHOVANA ZNAMKA
(vyborrg, velmi dol¥e, dolse, nevyhoul):



Datum: 6.6.14 Podpis: Bauer Paul

Pozn.: Hodnoceni piste k jednotlivym himd, pokud nepiSete v textovém editoru, pouzifienpdostatku mista zadni stranu
nebo piloZzeny list. V hodnoceni prace se pokustedtitity jeji nedostatky, které jsou, podle vasehadni, obhajobou
neodstranitelné (népchybi kritické zhodnoceni praméen literatury), oddch &ci, které student éize dobrou obhajobou
napravit; ponsr téchto dvou poloZek berte prosim v Gvalfugtanoveni konamé znamky.



