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

The work studies the migration dynamics in contemporary Sahara region and tries to understand the various risks
migrants are facing during their travel across the desert. More precisely, the author tries to determine whether
there are any factors that may increase the likelihood that they will experience dangerous situations. (p.6)

In the first part, the work outlines an overview of the current literature on Sahara migration. Follows an overview
of the theoretical concepts used in the work and a methodological chapter presenting the procedures chosen for
the analysis the object.

The analysis is structured into two parts. The first one examines in detail the risks and dangers that migrants
meet during their journey to Europe through the Sahara, and the role of various actors related to those risks, be it
smugglers, human traffickers, but also security forces of transit and destination countries. In the second part, the
work tries to find out if they are demographic, economic and social factors that could predetermine the higher
vulnerability of migrants facing the various dangers during their perilous migration.

2. VECNE ZPRACOVANI (narognost, tviréi pfistup, argumentace, logicka struktura, teoretické a
metodologické ukotveni, prace s prameny a literaturou, vhodnost pfiloh apod.):

From a conceptual point of view, the work draws from work on migration studies and human trafficking in
Saharan and sub-Saharan context.

And from a methodological point of view, the work follows a qualitative analysis of a chosen documentation
composed of reports from the UNHCR, from Human Rights Watch, Amnesty International and the research
center Mixed Migration Centre.

The state of the art is a bit too short. It could have been a little more developed, notably toward the extensive
sociology of migration, refugee, and the experience of exile or toward the sociology of risk and danger, as the
two notions are central to the project.

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

From a formal viewpoint, the text is well structured and easy to read. As I am not a Czech native speaker, I
won’t comment further on the style.

4. KONTROLA ORIGINALITY TEXTU

Prohlasuji, Ze jsem se seznamil/a s vysledkem kontroly originality textu zavére¢né prace v systému:
[ ]Theses [ ]Turnitin [ ] Ouriginal (Urkund)
Komentai k vysledku kontroly: 2/100

5. STRUCNY KOMENTAR HODNOTITELE (celkovy dojem z bakalaiské prace, silné a slabé stranky,
originalita mySlenek, naplnéni cile apod.):



The general impression is good. The thesis is clear, the author makes a good use of primary and secondary
sources. The part 3 is well elaborated, and the testimonies inform about the horrific conditions of Saharan and
sub-Saharan migrations.

The part 4 is however more a paraphrasing of a couple of articles than a real analysis. It does not bring any
further analysis than the ones presented in the chapter 3. The last chapter could have been dropped off the
thesis.

6. OTAZKY A PRIPOMINKY DOPORUCENE K BLIZSIMU VYSVETLEN{ PRI OBHAJOBE (jedna aZ tfi):

In chapter 3, the distinction between the subsection 3.2 Political risks, and 3.3, Smuggler risks, is pretty vague.
Could you please elaborate on the difference between those factors of risks?

7. DOPORUCENT / NEDOPORUCENI{ K OBHAJOBE A NAVRHOVANA ZNAMKA
(A-F):

A or B according to the defense.

Datum: 23.5.2023 Podpis: Paul Bauer

Pozn.: Hodnoceni piste k jednotlivym bodtim, pokud nepisete v textovém editoru, pouzijte pii nedostatku mista zadni stranu
nebo pfilozeny list. V hodnoceni prace se pokuste oddélit ty jeji nedostatky, které jsou, podle vaseho minéni, obhajobou
neodstranitelné (napf. chybi kritické zhodnoceni pramenti a literatury), od téch véci, které student mize dobrou obhajobou
napravit; pomeér téchto dvou polozek berte prosim v tvahu pfi stanoveni konecné znamky.



