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

The candidate discusses the changes that occured in the Norwegian migration policies after 2011. Drawing from
two theoretical anchorages (Punctuated Equilibrium Theory and Advocacy Coalition Framework) the work
proposes to determine the nature of the legislative changes that define the migration policy in Norway as well as
its social and political origins.

2. VECNE ZPRACOVANI (ndrognost, tvaréi piistup, argumentace, logickd struktura, teoretické a
metodologické ukotveni, prace s prameny a literaturou, vhodnost ptiloh apod.):

The analysis builds at first on legislativ acts. An important part of the development recalls the several elements
of the migration’s law and its changes between 2008 and 2015. Second, the thesis builds on general debates in
the media between 2011 (before and just after the terrorist attack perpetrated by Andres Breivik) and 2015.

Concerning the structure, the thesis opens with theoretical chapters followed with two parts structured
chronologically where the authors develops the legal frame, the political context and the general debates that
occured in the societies just before and after the terrorist attack

The literature on migration is far from being extensive, almost none of the references that make authorities in the
field are quoted. The majority of the articles choosen for the analysis concerns exclusively Norway. For a subject
that is by understood by the recent research as a global issue, the absence of references (but a very few of them
for instance BarSa a BarSova, 2005) dealing with migration studies in transnational or/and comparative views
calls for questions.

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

The thesis is written in Czech. As | am not a Czech native speaker, 1 won‘t comment on the stylistic
characteristic of the work.

The primary and secondary documentation are not very extensive but quoted properly. The general formal
aspect of the work is good.

4. STRUCNY KOMENTAR HODNOTITELE (celkovy dojem z diplomové prace, silné a slabé stranky,
originalita myslenek, naplnéni cile apod.):

If the general impression of the diploma is good, the work calls for some critics that touch the structure of the
text and the content of the results.

To the structure, my remarks concern at first the chapter ,,Vyzkumny ramec:

The logic of this part is not easy to follow, since the terminology and the theoretical anchorage are discussed by

the author before the presentation of the general question and the hypothesis of the thesis. This is particularly

surprising since the theoretical anchorage is supposed to carry out the general demonstration of the processes

(legislative evolution) that is analyzed.

Furthermore, the methodology of the work is pretty short (one page) and evasive, drawing on a set of mysterious
»research criterias® which role for the purpose of the thesis and justification (why those criterias and not
others?) are almost not discussed.




The progression of the development in the detail (visible from the table of contents) doesnt avoid redundancies
between part 2 and 3. Additionnally, some title dont reflect the content: the two chapters for instance ,,Social
and cultural situation in Norway“(2.3 and 3.3) present in reality general issues on migration, integration and
multiculturalism that are discussed in the media and the public scene.

5.OTAZKY A PRIPOMINKY DOPORUCENE K BLIZSIMU VYSVETLENI PRI OBHAJOBE (jedna az t¥i):

I would like to adress two questions to the candidate:

- On the methodology: could you please explain more precisely how your research criterias has been choosen?

- The candidate seems to have a good understanding of the political context in Norway. Migrations policies
can’t be fully understood without refering to the international context and the recent trends followed by
European members states (Norway is not a member state but a Schengen country) concerning migration’s
regulation and integration policies.

Could you please recall them briefly and compare them to the one you observed during your research on
Norway?

6. DOPORUCENI / NEDOPORUCENI K OBHAJOBE A NAVRHOVANA ZNAMKA
(vyborng, velmi dobte, dobte, nevyhoveél):

Doporuéuji k obhajobé. velmi dobie

Datum: 6.6.2016 Podpis:

Pozn.: Hodnoceni piste k jednotlivym bodiim, pokud nepisete v textovém editoru, pouZzijte pti nedostatku mista zadni stranu
nebo pfilozeny list. V hodnoceni prace se pokuste oddélit ty jeji nedostatky, které jsou, podle vaseho minéni, obhajobou
neodstranitelné (napt. chybi kritické zhodnoceni prameni a literatury), od téch véci, které student miize dobrou obhajobou
napravit; pomeér téchto dvou polozek berte prosim v uvahu pfi stanoveni kone¢né znamky.



