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Ha JMCEepPTallMOHEH TPY/ 3a MPUCHKIaHE Ha 00pa30oBaTe/IHATa U HAyYHA CTETICH
»»JIOKTOP*,

oOact Ha BucIe oOpa3zoBanue 2. XyMaHUTapHU HAYKH,
npodecuoHanHo Hanpasienue 2.1. dunonorus,

JlokTopcka nporpama ,,Micropust Ha ObArapckara aureparypa‘

ABtop: I'eprana UBanoBa AceHoBa, IOKTOPAHT B peoBHA (hopMa Ha 0OyUeHHE

B Karenpa ,,JIureparypa u etnosorus Ha FO3Y ,,Heoput Puncku*

Tema: ,,Moeama 3a poonomo 6 yuebnuxapckama rumepamypa om 60-me coounu

Ha XIX eex 0o [Ivpsama ceemosna souna‘

Hayuen pbkoBoauTes: noi. 1-p Enena A3smanosa - Pynapcka, FO3Y ,,Heodut

Puncku*

JlanHu 3a npoueaypara

Cnc 3anosen Ne 74 ot 19.01.2026 r. na Pexropa na KO3V ,,Heodut Puncku*
ChbM OIpeJIeNieH 3a WwieH Ha HayuHo xypH, KOETO J1a mpoBeie MyOIMYHa 3allluTa Ha
IUcepTallMOHEH Tpya 3a npuckxkaane Ha OHC ,,mokTop® mo qoKTopcka mnporpama
LActopuss Ha Objarapckara jauTepaTypa‘, mpodecuoHaaHO Hampaiienue 2.1.
dwonorus, B 001acT Ha BucIIe oOpa3oBanue 2. XyMaHUTapHU HAayKu. ABTOP Ha

aucepTalMoHHus TeKeT € ['eprana MBanoBa AceHOBa, JOKTOPAHT B peioBHA (hopMa



Ha oOy4eHue B KaTeapara ,,Jlutepatypa u ernonorus‘ Ha FO3Y. Becuuku jokyMeHTH
BbB BpPb3Ka ChC 3alllUTaTa ca B u3lpaBHOCT. OT IpolieaypHa IJIeHA TOYKa HE ca
3a0esi3aHd HapylleHus Ha u3uckBaHuATa, npensujgenn B 3PACPH u BbB
BbTpenHus mpaBWIIHUK 32 pa3BUTHE Ha akajgeMudHus cberaB B O3V Heodur

Puiicku®.
Buorpaguyunu 1aHHM HA TOKTOPAHTKATA

I'eprana lBanoBa AcenoBa e poxena Ha 09.10.1971 r. B rpax Pamomup.
3aBbpiinia € cpeiHo oopazoBanue B poauus cu rpaa B TE , H. . Banapos* nipe3
1990 r., a Bucme obpazoBanue — OKC bakanaBsp mo cnernuanaoctra bearapcka
¢dbunonorus B O3V ,,Heodut Puncku npe3 2018 r. Ot cbiiara roarHa npuTexana
npodecruoHanHaTa KBaIU(pUKALUS ,,YUUTEN MO OBArapCKU €3WK U JHUTeparypa’.
bua e yauten o BEJI 8 CVY ,,Cs. ¢B. Kupuit u Meroauii* B rp. 3emen (2016 — 2020
r.). Ot 2020 r. u B MomeHTa ¢ ctapim yuuten o bEJI B VI CY ,,Cs. cB. Kupun u
Metonnii“ B rpazg [lepauk. Hayunure untepecu Ha ['eprana AceHoBa ca B o0sactra
HAa MCTOpHUSTA Ha OBJrapckara JMUTEepaTypa C akIEHT BBPXY BbB3POXKICHCKATa

JIUTEeparypa.
AKTYaJIHOCT HA TeMaTa

JucepranMoHHOTO u3cienBaHe Ha ['eprana HMBaHnoBa AceHOBa Ha Tema
wHoeama 3a poonomo 6 yueonuxapckama aumepamypa om 60-me coounu na XIX
sex 0o Ilvpsama ceemoena 6olina € TpUMEp 3a TOBAa KaK €IWH JIeHCTBAIIl
npenoaaBares B ObATapcKo CPEAHO YUMIIHINE IPOSBIBA CEPUO3HH MPOPECHOHATHA
CIIOCOOHOCTH, HW3CJICIOBATEIICKA yMEHUS, HAy4YHO JIFOOOMUTCTBO M HEMAJIKO
Tpyloyro0ue Mmpu pa3pabOTBAaHETO Ha MHTEpPECHA M aKTyallHa 3a ChbBpEMEHHaTa
OBJIrapucTHKa JUTEPATYPHOMCTOPUYECKA, KYyIATypHOOOpazoBaTenHa u (HE Ha

MOCJCIHO MSICTO)  COIMOJNIOrMYecka TmpoOsemMaruka. M3mon3Baiku — yMelo



WHCTPYMEHTApUyMa Ha JHENTHUTE XYMAHUTAPHU HAYKH, aBTOPKaTa Ha 0OCHKIaHUS
TPyl MPaBU 3abJIOOYEH U IEJICHACOUYECH OUAXPOHEH aHAIUu3 Ha ABIBI TEPUO] OT
pa3BUTHETO Ha OBJTapCcKaTa UCTOPHUS, TUTEpaTypa U odpasoBarenHo neno (ot 60-te
roaunu Ha 19-Tu Bek 10 [TbpBaTa CBETOBHA BOiTHA), 33 1a TOCTUTHE 10 MHOBATUBHU
KOHCTaTallMu 3a MSCTOTO, (DYHKIIMUTE U 3HAYEHUETO HAa KOHILIENTa ,,pOJHO B
KHI)KHUHATA, YUETO MIPETHAZHAYCHHE € J1a CIIY KU 3a 00y4YeHHE U caMOOOy4YEeHHE Ha
YUYEHHIIM TIpe3 nocodyeHus nepuoja. C mpaBo MoOe /a ce OTOENek U, Ye BBIIPEKH
HaJMYUETO Ha HeMadbKk Opod mNyOJMKalMu 10 OTACIHM acCleKTH Ha
BB3POKICHCKATA TUTEpATyPHA, KyJITypHA M 00pa3oBaTeiiHa UCTOPHS, J0Cera TakoBa
CUCTEMHO, Hay4yHO OOOCHOBaHO M MPOGECHOHAIHO U3MBIHEHO IMPOYYBAHE HA
3aCTBIICHUTE B JUCEpPTAllMATa UJIEU, TE3W U KOHIIENTH HE CE€ € MOSBSIBAjIO B
OBIATaPCKOTO HAYYHO M 00pa30BaTeNIHO MPOCTpaHCcTBO. HampaBeHaTta koHcTaTaus
MU JlaBa OCHOBaHME Ja OIpejaess HamucaHoTo OT ['‘epraHa AceHoBa KaTo
CTOMHOCTEH MPUHOC KbM KHIDKHHHATA, MIOCBETCHA HA mpobiieMu Ha bwiarapckoTo

BBb3paKJIaHe.
OO0 npeacraBsiHe HA TEKCTA HA JUCEPTALMATA

JlucepTallMOHHUAT TPpYH ..MOesma 3a pooHomo 6 yueOHUKapckama
aumepamypa om 60-me coounu na XX eex do [Ivpsama ceemosna otina* ChabpKa
234 cTpaHWIIM Hay4YeH TEKCT — YBOJ, TPW TJIaBH, 3aKIIOUCHHWE, MOCICABAHU OT
HaydyHa OuOmuorpadguss u Oubnmorpadus Ha U3MNOA3BAHUTE HM3TOUYHHIIM.
W3cnenBaneTo ce xapakTepusHpa C >KaHPOBHTE OCOOCHOCTH Ha IUCEPTalUATa —
MpUTEKaBa BCUYKU OTIMYUTEIHW YEPTH HA HAy4YCH apTyMEHTATHBEH TEKCT B
M3UCKYEeMHs 3a MpoleaypaTa 00eM, KONTO uMa KadecTBa (Cie/ MOJIy4aBaHETO OT
aBTOpa Ha Hay4YHaTa U 0O0pa3oBaTeHa CTEIEeH ,,JJOKTOP ) Aa ObJe OTIedaTaH KaTo

MOHOTpa(pUIHO U3CIICBAHE.



[Ile 3amoyHa cBOA mperje] Ha docmouHcmeama Ha TUCEPTALMOHHUS TPYI C

oTOeJII3BaHe HA HAKOJIKO HETOBHM BaKHU OCOOEHOCTH.

[IspBaTa ocobeHoct € mexuuyecka. Ts ce OTHACA 10 TBBPAE rojeMusi 00eM OT
W3CIIC/IBAHU JIUTEPATYPHH U UCTOPUUECKUA U3TOUHUIM — noseue om 110, xouto ca
OCHOBA 32 KOHCTpyUpaHe Ha BCUYKHU WJIEH, TE3H, PA3CHKICHUS U 0000IICHUS Ha
JOKTOpaHTKaTta. M3BbpIeHa € JOCTOMHA 3a yBakeHHe (W Bb3xuineHue!)
MPOYYBATEJICKA JEUHOCT, KOSITO OCUTYpsiBa HAy4YHO OOOCHOBAHM MPEINOCTABKU 32
KPUTUYECKU ,,[IPOYMUT HA 3HAYMMU 32 YTBBPXKJABaHEC HA KOHIENTA ,,pOAHO

BPCMCBH, JIUTCPATYPHU N YUUJIIUIIHU ITPAKTHKHU.

BTopaTa 0COOCHOCT € Memooonocuyecka. Ts e CBBbp3aHa C HAYMHA HAa MUCJICHC
Ha aBTOpPKaTa, C M3UUCTCHATA KOHCTPYKIUS Ha CTPYKTYPHHTC 4aCTHW Ha TCKCTA4, C

HCTOBHUTC HﬂeﬁHH U IIparMaTUu4Hu 0a3uCcHHU IIpeAOCTaBKHU, OTHACAIIH C€ I0.

® ceneanocus Ha IPOOJIIEMUTE — ,,0TYETIMBOCTA HA IEPUOJU B XPOHOTONA
Ha UCTOPUYECKOTO Pa3BUTHE Ha ObJTapcKkaTa yueOHUKapCKa JIUTepaTypa

[Ipe3 YIIOMEHATHS NIEPUON;

® mopgonocus Ha TpobieMHTE - cucTemara oT (urypu, obpasu u
CUMBOJIM, KOUTO (popMuUpaT BB3POXKIECHCKATa M TOCTBB3POKICHCKATA
npecTaBa 3a poj, HACJIEACTBO, MATPUOTU3IBM; XUIIOCTa3H HA POJTHOTO —

OalllMHO OTHUILIE, MalUMHA TMIECEH, MPUPOJIa, TEPOUKa U Ap.

® mexHonocus Ha TPOOJIEMUTE — KOHKPETHH TEKCTOBE B OYKBapH,
YUTAHKHU, XPUCTOMATUH, TIOMarajia;, CTpyKTypHH MOJIETTU Ha TEKCTOBETE;

PCTOPUYHHN CPCACTBA 3d U3JITBbYBAHC HA ITATPUOTHUYHU UMITYJICH U IIP.



TpetaTa ocoOEHOCT € pemopuuecka. ABTOpKaTa U3CIe/IBa TEKCTOBE OT €10Xa,
KOraTo OBJITapCKUAT €3WK € B IMEPUO/] Ha MPEX0] U YCTPOHUCTBO, KOETO € NMPUYHNHA
TOM Ja ce OTIMYaBa OT CHBPEMEHHUTE OBJIrapCKU HAYMHU Ha KHI)KOBHO
n3paszsBaHe. E3MKOBHAT yceT W mpodecroHaaHaTa KBalu(uKamus Ha IIKOJyBaH
JUHTBUCT W JUTEpaTypoBea, omnuteH mpenogaBaren mo BEJI, obGaue naBa
BBb3MOXKHOCT Ha l'eprana AceHOBa Ja NPEAJIOKH AHAIU3ALMOHEH TEKCT, KOWUTO
HE3aBUCHUMO OT ,,CTAPMHHUTE" €3MKOBU M3TOUYHMIM, KOMTO TS 4YECTO LIUTHpA, Aa
,»3BYUH'* €CTECTBEHO W YBJIEKATEIHO HAa ChBPEMEHHMSI YMTATENl M Ja NPEBpbIIA
oOlryBaHETO C€ TEKCTa Ha JUcepTalusiTa B HCTHHCKO HHTEIEKTYaTHO

MMPCAN3BUKATCIICTBO.

Pa36upa ce, kakTo ca kazanu apeBHHUTE pusiocodu, XyOaBOTO HOCH cliel cee
CH BUHATM W HSAKOW HenoOpw mnocienunii. OpUTHHATHUAT CTPYKTYPEH MOJEN Ha
paborara, MpeArnoyeTeH OT JOKTOpaHTKaTa, € MPUYMHA M 3a OTIEIHU HErOBH
HeraTuBHU edeKTh. Te He ca ChIIECTBEHU 3a KPAaHHOTO MOJIOKHUTEITHO BIICYATIICHHUE
OT JAUCEPTAIMOHHUA TEKCT, HO a3 ChbM JIIBXKEH Jia TM mocova TyK. Taka Hampumep
pasnpeeieHueTo Ha WH()OPMAMOHHUTE sApa IO JHMHUATA Ha UCMOPUYECKU,
munono2uiecku 1 ouocpaguunu ocobenocmu MpPe3 U3CIEIBAHUS NMEPUOJ Ch3/1aBa
NPEANOCTaBKM 32 HEMAJKO BBTPEIIHM MOBTOPEHHS, 3a HacjarBaHe Ha CXOJIHA
uHopmarms, 3a ,,KOHIEHTPUYHH KPBIroBe, KOWTO BKJIIOYBAT CIHU M CHIIH
cbouTHs, nna, pakru, neitnoctu (Cs. ¢B. Kupun u Meronuit, I1. Xunenmapcku, H.
Puicku, H, Bo3eenu, I1. P. CnasetikoB u jap.). Pa3oupa ce, Te3u 3a0es3aHu OT MCH
HECHBBPILICHCTBA HA TpyJa a3 ce cTapas Ja ,,O0HEBUHA C MOETO METOJIMYECKO
MUCJICHE OTHOCHO TOHSTHETO ,,JUAAKTUYECKO MOBTOpEHUE U ,,IpPUHIIMIIA Ha
cnupasiata® — KbM BeU€ Ka3aHHW Hella 3a Xopa U CbOUTHS ce T0OABAT HOBU (PaKTH,

HOBH BJICHHA B HOB KOHTCKCT, KOMTO HMMAT HOBO 3HA4YCHHC 3a OTCUCCTBCHATA



UCTOpHU, JuTeparypa W oOpa3oBarenHo neno. Ho Ha mecrta ,,4yBCTBOTO® 3a

IMOBTOPACMOCT, 3a CbKAJICHHUC, OCTaBa...

Hemo BaxHO, 3a KOETO JOTYK HE CTaHa AyMa. BbB BCHYKO HANMUCAHO —
CHUCTEMaTU3HUpaHa dakTorornyHa uHbopMaIus Wi OpUTMHAIIHUA
JIMTEPATyPOBEICKU/KYITYPOJIOKKA ~ Pa3ChKICHHS — sCHO JIMYM Oorararta
TEOpETUYHA OCBEJIOMEHOCT Ha aBTOpKaTa IO MpoOJIeMUTE Ha U3CleIBaHaTa
TeMaTHKa. 3a MEH OCHOBAHUE 3a JOBEPUE U YBEPEHOCT B IIMPOTATa HA MUCIICHE U B
JIOCTOBEPHOCTTa Ha METOJIOJIOTUYHUTE OCHOBU Ha pa3paboTkaTa ca MpUMEPUTE Ha
4eCTO MO30BABaHE HA TPYJOBE HA M3THKHATU HAIU CTHCIHAIUCTH O MPOOIEMUTE
Ha BBIrapckoTo Bb3pak/1aHe KaTO UCTOPUYECKHU, TUTEPATYPEH, COLIMOJIOTHYECKU U
KYJATYypOoJIOTHUYeH (PEHOMEH, M3UTrpall BakHa poJid 3a (OpPMUpPAHETO HA HallaTa
HaIlMOHAJIHA UICHTUYHOCT, a UMeHHO npod. Hukomnait Aperos, npod. Bepa bonesa,
nor. OrusHa [eoprueBa-TeneBa, mpod. Crunmusan CrostHOB, no1. Enena
AsmanoBa-Pynapcka u p. OcoOeHo BrieuaTiieHHe MU HarpaBu GakThT, ye ['eprana
AceHoBa T03HABa U IIUTHPA MOS YUUTEI IO Bb3poxkAeHCKa utepatypa B CY npod.
Jlouo JIekoB - BCENpu3HAT ABTOPUTET, HO €/IBa JM JHEC € MOMYJISIPEH Cpel Io-

MJIQJINTE U3CJIEA0BATENIN HA Bb3POKACHCKUS MIEPUOJ KATO UCTOPHS U JIUTEPATYpA.

HpI/IeMaM CIIpaBKaTa C IIPUHOCH, U3TOTBCHA OT NOKTOPAHTKATA U IIPHUJIOKCHA B

Kpasa Ha JUCCPTAaINOHHHA TCKCT.

ABTOpedepaThT U B ChOTBETCTBUE C TO3M BUJI )KaHP U OTrOBaps Ha OCHOBHUTE

MMOCTAaHOBKM B OCHOBHUSI TEKCT.
KputuuHu 0ese:ku 1 NpenopbKH

1. JlokTopaHTkaTa HE TMpaBU paslidka MEXIy obexm W npedmem Ha

JTUCEPTAllMOHHOTO u3chensane. [lutupam: ,,Ocnosen obexm u npedmem e



JUMepamypHusim mexkcm 8 yueOHukapckama KHudxchuua', ¢.5. Hama kak
00EKTHT M MPEAMETHT HA €MH W3CIEAOBATEIICKH MPOOJeM Ja ca €IHO U

ChI0 Hero!

2. JlucepTallMOHHUAT TEKCT HAMa SICHO 3asiBEHA HayyHa xunomesd. JKaHpbT

obOaue ro usucknal
3. B Tekcra uMa HepemaKTUPAHU NYHKMYAYUOHHU epeturu!
[punocu

I'eprana AceHoBa mpejasiara CBOW MPOYUT HA BB3POKIECHCKH JUTEPATYPHU
TEKCTOBE, KOHWTO, W3MOJ3BaHM B Y4YyeOHM momarajga — OyKBapu, YHTAaHKH,
XpUCTOMATUU U JIp. — MPEACTABAT AUPEPEHIUATHU OCOOCHOCTH Ha KOHIIENTa

,,DOTHO B 0OT€YECTBOTO HU TIpeu U ciieq OcBoOOXKIeHHEeTO Ha cTpaHara (1878 r.).

HampaBeH € oOpuWruMHaleH JUTEpaTypOBEACKH, HCTOPUYECKH U KYJITYPHO
oOpa3oBareyieH aHalIW3 Ha CbOUTHS, TBOPOM M OOpa30BATENHU MPAKTUKHU, KOUTO
o0oraTsiBaT MpejcTaBaTa 3a MPOIECUTE Ha AYXOBHO M3pacTBaHE Ha ObJATapuTe B

CI10XaTa Ha IMpexoa OT pO6CTBO KbM CBO6OIIa.

Upe3s yMenmo MpUIIOKEHHWE HA  JIMTEPATYPHOMCTOPUYECKHS W HA
CBIIOCTABUTEIIHUSA W3CIEJOBATEIICKM METOJ aBTOpPKaTa HAy4yHO OOOCHOBAaHO U
npo(eCUOHATHO METOJWYECKH OCMMCISA MpoOJIeMH U HPOLECH C TroyisAMa
IIPOCBETUTEIICKA, HALIMOHATTHO-KOHCOIUANPAIA, UACOIOTHYECKA U COLIMOKYJITYPHA
CTOMHOCT, B pe€3yJITaT Ha KOETO KOHUENTyalu3upa U KOHTEKCTOBO W3SCHSBA
audepeHIMaIHUTe TPU3HALK Ha MOHSATUETO 3a ,,pOJTHO B CJIOKHUS UCTOPUUYECKH,
COLIMATHO-UKOHOMUYECKH, OOIIECTBEH H KyJATypHOOOpa3oBaTelieH eTam oT

Pa3BUTHUCTO HaA 6’bJIPapCKaTa AbPIKABHOCT.



Pa3paboTkara naBa waed 3a HAYMHHU HAa MAaTPUOTHYHO BB3ACHCTBUE BBPXY
CBhbBPEMEHHUTE MJIaau ObArapu 4pe3 UCTOPHs, IUTEepaTypa, MOpasl U UACHTUYHOCT

B JHEIIHOTO HU OOIIECTBO.
3aka0ueHne

JlucepTalluOHHUAT TPYA Ha TeMa ,.[oesama 3a poOHOMO 8 yYyeOHUKapckama
aumepamypa om 60-me coounu na XIX eex 0o [Tvpsama céemosra otina* MOKa3Ba,
ye noktopaHT ['eprana MBaHoBa AceHOBa MNpuTeX)aBa TEOPETUYHU 3HAHUS H
W3CTICIOBATEIICKM  YMEHHUS, KaTo JEeMOHCTPHpa OTJIWYHH CIIOCOOHOCTH 32

CaMOCTOSATCIIHO IPOBCIKIAHC HA HAYYHO TUCCPTATNOHHO ITPOYYIBAHC.

B pesynrar Ha HalpaBeHHs aHAJIU3 HA AUCEPTALIMOHHUS TPYyJ IpeajgaraM Ha
nountaemMoto HayuHo *Xypu Aa mpuchau oOpas3oBaTeliHaTa M HAay4yHa CTENEH
,JOKTOp* Ha I'eprana MBanoBa AceHoBa B 00JlacT Ha BHCIIEC OOpa3oBaHHE 2.
XyMaHUTapHU HAayKHy, NpodecuoHaNHO Hanpasienue 2.1. dumosorus, no Hay4yHarta

crenuanHocTt ,,Micropus Ha Obarapckara aureparypa‘.

12.02.2026 r.

PeneH3eHT: ..o,

(mpod. a-p A. IletpoB)



REVIEW
by Prof. Dr. Angel Marinov Petrov, Lecturer
at the Department of Methodology, Faculty of Slavic Studies — Sofia University
“St. Kliment Ohridski”

of a dissertation submitted for the award of the educational and scientific degree
“Doctor (PhD)”,
Field of Higher Education 2. Humanities,
Professional Field 2.1. Philology,

Doctoral Programme “History of Bulgarian Literature”

Author: Gergana lvanova Asenova, full-time doctoral student at the Department

of Literature and Ethnology, South-West University “Neofit Rilski”

Dissertation Topic: “The Idea of the Native in Textbook Literature from the
1860s to the First World War”

Academic Supervisor: Assoc. Prof. Dr. Elena Azmanova-Rudarska, South-
West University “Neofit Rilski”

Information on the Procedure

By Order No. 74 of 19 January 2026 of the Rector of South-West University
“Neofit Rilski”, 1 was appointed as a member of the Academic Jury to conduct
the public defense of a dissertation for the award of the educational and scientific
degree “Doctor (PhD)” in the doctoral programme “History of Bulgarian
Literature”, Professional Field 2.1. Philology, Field of Higher Education 2.

Humanities. The author of the dissertation is Gergana Ivanova Asenova, a full-



time doctoral student at the Department of Literature and Ethnology of SWU. All
documents related to the defense are in proper order. From a procedural
standpoint, no violations of the requirements stipulated in the Academic Staff
Development Act of the Republic of Bulgaria and in the Internal Regulations for
the Development of the Academic Staff at South-West University “Neofit Rilski”

have been observed.

Biographical Information about the Doctoral Candidate

Gergana Ivanova Asenova was born on 09 October 1971 in the town of
Radomir. She completed her secondary education in her hometown at the
Technical School “N. Y. Vaptsarov” in 1990, and her higher education —
Bachelor’s degree in Bulgarian Philology at South-West University “Neofit
Rilski” in 2018. Since the same year, she has held the professional qualification
“Teacher of Bulgarian Language and Literature.” She worked as a teacher of
Bulgarian Language and Literature at Secondary School “St. St. Cyril and
Methodius” in the town of Zemen (2016-2020). Since 2020, and currently, she
has been a Senior Teacher of Bulgarian Language and Literature at VI Secondary
School “St. St. Cyril and Methodius” in the city of Pernik. Gergana Asenova’s
research interests are in the field of the history of Bulgarian literature, with a focus

on Revival literature.

Relevance of the Topic

The dissertation research of Gergana Ivanova Asenova on the topic “The
Idea of the Native in Textbook Literature from the 1860s to the First World War”
Is an example of how an active teacher in a Bulgarian secondary school
demonstrates serious professional competence, research skills, scholarly
curiosity, and considerable diligence in developing an interesting and relevant
literary-historical, cultural-educational, and (not least) sociological issue within

contemporary Bulgarian studies.



Skillfully employing the tools of today’s humanities, the author of the
dissertation conducts an in-depth and purposeful diachronic analysis of a long
period in the development of Bulgarian history, literature, and education (from
the 1860s to the First World War), in order to reach innovative conclusions about
the place, functions, and significance of the concept of the “native” in literature
intended for teaching and self-education of students during the specified period.
It can rightly be noted that despite the existence of a considerable number of
publications on individual aspects of Revival literary, cultural, and educational
history, such a systematic, scientifically grounded, and professionally executed
study of the ideas, theses, and concepts addressed in this dissertation has not yet
appeared in Bulgarian scholarly and educational space. This observation gives me
grounds to define Gergana Asenova’s work as a valuable contribution to the

scholarship devoted to issues of the Bulgarian National Revival.

General Presentation of the Dissertation Text

The dissertation “The Idea of the Native in Textbook Literature from the
1860s to the First World War” comprises 234 pages of scholarly text — an
introduction, three chapters, a conclusion, followed by a scholarly bibliography
and a bibliography of the sources used. The study demonstrates the genre-specific
characteristics of a dissertation — it possesses all the distinctive features of a
scholarly argumentative text within the required scope for the procedure, and it
has the qualities (following the author’s award of the educational and scientific
degree “Doctor”) to be published as a monographic study.

I will begin my review of the merits of the dissertation by noting several
important features.

The first feature is technical. It concerns the very large volume of literary
and historical sources examined — more than 110 — which form the basis for
constructing all the ideas, theses, reflections, and generalizations of the doctoral

candidate. A research effort worthy of respect (and admiration!) has been carried



out, providing scientifically grounded premises for a critical “reading” of
temporal, literary, and educational practices significant for the consolidation of
the concept of the “native.”

The second feature is methodological. It is related to the author’s way of
thinking, to the clear construction of the structural parts of the text, and to its

conceptual and pragmatic foundational premises concerning:

» genealogy of the problems — the “distinctness” of periods in the
chronotope of the historical development of Bulgarian textbook literature
during the specified period,;
» morphology of the problems — the system of figures, images, and symbols
that shape the Revival and post-Revival notions of lineage, heritage, and
patriotism; hypostases of the native — the paternal hearth, the mother’s song,
nature, heroism, etc.;
 technology of the problems — specific texts in primers, readers,
chrestomathies, and teaching aids; structural models of the texts; rhetorical

means for conveying patriotic impulses, etc.

The third feature is rhetorical. The author examines texts from an era when
the Bulgarian language was in a period of transition and formation, which
accounts for its differences from contemporary literary expression. However, the
linguistic sensitivity and professional qualification of a trained linguist and
literary scholar, and an experienced teacher of Bulgarian Language and Literature,
enable Gergana Asenova to offer an analytical text which, regardless of the
“archaic” linguistic sources she frequently cites, sounds natural and engaging to
the modern reader and turns engagement with the dissertation into a genuine

intellectual challenge.



Of course, as ancient philosophers have said, the good always carries with
it some less favorable consequences. The original structural model of the work
preferred by the doctoral candidate also leads to certain negative effects. They are
not substantial in relation to the overall positive impression of the dissertation,
but I am obliged to note them here. For example, the distribution of informational
cores along the lines of historical, typological, and biographical features during
the examined period creates preconditions for a number of internal repetitions,
for the layering of similar information, for “concentric circles” encompassing the
same events, figures, facts, and activities (St. St. Cyril and Methodius, P.
Hilendarski, N. Rilski, N. Bozveli, P. R. Slaveykov, etc.). Of course, | attempt to
“justify” these observed imperfections through my methodological understanding
of the concept of “didactic repetition” and the “spiral principle” —to already stated
facts about people and events are added new data, new phenomena in a new
context, which acquire new significance for national history, literature, and
education. Yet in some places, unfortunately, the “sense” of repetition remains...
Something important that has not yet been mentioned. In everything written —
whether systematized factual information or original literary and cultural
reflections — the author’s rich theoretical awareness of the issues within the
researched topic is clearly evident. For me, grounds for trust and confidence in
the breadth of thinking and in the reliability of the methodological foundations of
the study are the frequent references to works by prominent Bulgarian scholars of
the Bulgarian National Revival as a historical, literary, sociological, and cultural
phenomenon that played an important role in shaping our national identity,
namely Prof. Nikolay Aretov, Prof. Vera Boneva, Assoc. Prof. Ognyana
Georgieva-Teneva, Prof. Stiliyan Stoyanov, Assoc. Prof. Elena Azmanova-
Rudarska, and others. | was particularly impressed by the fact that Gergana
Asenova is familiar with and cites my teacher in Revival literature at Sofia

University, Prof. Docho Lekov — a universally recognized authority who is hardly



popular today among younger researchers of the Revival period as history and
literature.
| accept the statement of contributions prepared by the doctoral candidate

and attached at the end of the dissertation text.

The abstract complies with the requirements of this genre and corresponds

to the main theses of the dissertation.

Critical Remarks and Recommendations

1. The doctoral candidate does not distinguish between the object and the
subject of the dissertation research. | quote: “The main object and subject
is the literary text in textbook literature,” p. 5. The object and the subject of

a research problem cannot be one and the same.

2. The dissertation text does not contain a clearly formulated research

hypothesis. However, the genre requires it.

3. The text contains unedited punctuation errors.

Contributions

Gergana Asenova offers her own reading of Revival literary texts which,
used in teaching aids — primers, readers, chrestomathies, etc. — present differential
features of the concept of the “native” in our homeland before and after the
Liberation of the country (1878).



An original literary, historical, and cultural-educational analysis has been
conducted of events, works, and educational practices that enrich our
understanding of the processes of spiritual growth of Bulgarians in the era of

transition from bondage to freedom.

Through the skillful application of the literary-historical and comparative
research methods, the author scientifically and methodologically interprets
problems and processes of great educational, nation-consolidating, ideological,
and socio-cultural value, thereby conceptualizing and contextually clarifying the
differential features of the notion of the “native” in the complex historical,
socio-economic, social, and cultural-educational stage of the development of

Bulgarian statehood.

The study offers ideas for ways of exerting patriotic influence on
contemporary young Bulgarians through history, literature, morality, and identity

In our present-day society.

Conclusion

The dissertation entitled “The Idea of the Native in Textbook Literature
from the 1860s to the First World War” demonstrates that doctoral candidate
Gergana lvanova Asenova possesses solid theoretical knowledge and research
skills, and shows excellent ability to conduct independent scholarly dissertation

research.

As a result of the conducted analysis of the dissertation, | propose that the
esteemed Academic Jury award the educational and scientific degree “Doctor

(PhD)” to Gergana lvanova Asenova in Field of Higher Education 2. Humanities,



Professional Field 2.1. Philology, in the scholarly specialty “History of Bulgarian

Literature.”

12.02.2026

Reviewer: .......coooeviiiiinin.n,
(Prof. Dr. A. Petrov)
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