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Zduvodnéni podrobného a celkového hodnoceni prace:

For his bachelor thesis, Mr. Dutko has chosen a highly up-to-date topic related to ,,lone wolves*
phenomena. The research question was formulated as follows , iow does the causal mechanism
behind creation of Islamist “lone wolf” look? *, and as the author noted, ,, the thesis itself will provide
detailed explanations of each part of the causal mechanism.* (p.8). From my point of view, | cannot
evaluate Mr. Dutko’s effort throughout writing his thesis. However, 1 appreciate the author’s
ambition ,, o propose a causal mechanism of Islamist “lone wolves”’, which begins with the terrorist
organization becoming international and ends with creation of “lone wolf” (Ibid.). However, there
are several insufficient | would like to address.

Firstly, there is a broader scientific discussion around the chosen topic. However, the author used
minimal effort to scrutinize the current academic debate in scientific journals such as Studies in
Conflict & Terrorism or Terrorism and Political Violence. The author not only missed significant
contributions by Ramon Spaaij (author cited only Spaaij’s work, even though he has been doing very
systematic research on this topic for a lot of years) or other recent contributions, e.g. Schuurman et al
(2019) in which authors argue that ,,lone wolf* typology should be fundamentally reconsidered.
Moreover, the author also overlooked a contribution by Czech security analysts and scientists like
Miroslav Mare$ or Emil Aslan. I can imagine that much more attention should be paid to subchapter
1.1

The same critique could also be addressed to the methodological part of Viktor’s thesis. On the one
side author claimed that ,,method of process tracing is in recent years growing in popularity among
scholars of political science and international relations, on the other hand, in subchapter 1.2. the
author cited only one monograph (Punton & Welle, 2015). Only around 3-4 sources were used
throughout the methodology chapter. The other parts like setting boundaries of research, selecting
cases, or collecting the evidence were justified and described sufficiently. Finally, a one-page
conclusion is insufficient because a lot of information was mentioned in the previous parts of the text.
The author could consider merging this part with the last chapter, where the results and proposed
mechanism were discussed. | must also appreciate the author’s effort to write the thesis in English

To sum up, Mr. Dutko’s bachelor thesis is very solid. | suggest a grade C.

In Olomouc, May 20, 2022
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