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1. Biographical data on PhD students.

Plamen Kirov Ivanov was born on October 23, 1963. He has a bachelor's
degree in Social Pedagogy, specialization in Social Administration and
Psychology (1988-1991) and a Master's degree in Tourism (2002-2004), obtained
at the Konstantin Preslavsky — University of Shumen. Since 2010 he has been a
Doctor of Theory of Education and Didactics (Social Work) with a diploma from
the Higher Attestation Commission.

He started his teaching career in 2003-2004 as a part-time assistant in the
Department of Social Pedagogy at the Faculty of Philosophy at the Konstantin
Preslavsky — University of Shumen, then he was a full-time assistant and chief
assistant (until 2012). From 2012 to 2016 he was an associate professor of Theory
of Education and Didactics (Social Work), and since 2017 he has been a professor
of social, economic and legal sciences.

His professional interests and teaching at University of Shumen are in the
field of Methodology of social work, Prevention of aging, Conflictology,
Metallurgy, Applied aspects of machine science in technological training,
Training - Communication skills, Training - Formation of social skills and
Training - Working with children and families.

I believe that the long-term professional realization of Mr. Plamen Ivanov
has played the role of a favorable basis for a deeper understanding of the issues
of his doctoral dissertation, and in turn the development of the dissertation will
deepen the content of his lecture at University of Shumen.

1. Structural and content analysis of the dissertation.

The dissertation is structured in: Introduction; Relevance of the problem;
two heads; Conclusion; Conclusions and Literature, with a total volume of 221

pages.



In the Introduction, the author draws our attention to the special status of
the concept of communication as a "universal concept" in which individual
sciences find “their own unique object or aspect", outlining a wide range of
interpretations - "On the one hand there is a narrow sociological concept of
communication, and on the other hand, extremely broad summaries”. The doctoral
student also declares his intention in his work to redefine to all of them his
"understanding of communication as a special kind of cognitive process" with
which to go "beyond the classical notions" (p. 3).

Actuality of the problem can be considered as a continuation of
Introduction-a status of staging part of the dissertation. Because here the author
actually makes a retrospective analysis of the origin and development of opinions
about the phenomenon and concept of communication, formulates a hypothesis,
defines the object and subject of research, its goals and objectives, and presents
the research methods and approaches used.

In Chapter One. SYMBOLIC MEDIA COMMUNICATIVE
KNOWLEDGE the author analyzes several topics:

1. Forms and ways of communication as a basis of the theory of
communicative and mental systems. Here are the concepts of the Austro-
American psychologist Fritz Haider for media surveillance; the developments of
the English logician J. Spencer-Brown; J.'s identity theory. Smart and J. Place; the
theoretical-reductionist approaches of K. Hooker and E. Nagel; the ideas about
the semantics of the possible worlds of S. Kripka.

2. Communicative means for dissemination of knowledge - language
and writing. This part of the study analyzes one of the important socio-
technological communicative transformations: the transition from the technique
of spreading the communicative meaning (noise, light, sound, language, writing
and printing) to social technologies to achieve communicative Success
(communicative means - truth , power, money, etc.). It is proved that the technique
of writing and printing as a special social technology are conditions for
communicative success (with special emphasis on the phenomena of technology,
social technology and communication technology).  The possibilities for
observation and cognition embedded in the language (digitization, binarization,
negation, perspective and connection between the sentences, complications and
reductions of complexities) are presented, which are fixed in their roles for
integration and disintegration of language societies.

3. Knowledge/ignorance as axes of communicative differentiation. In
this paragraph, the author characterizes communication as independent of the
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culture, era, ethnicity and group to which its participants belong. Based on the
conclusion about the fundamental ambivalence of outward-oriented
communication, he draws the conclusion of two types of solidarity: solidarity
based on the collective initially known knowledge (collective ideas, traditions,
themes) and solidarity based on the exchange of individual knowledge. These two
types of communication and the solidarity based on it are designated as
motivational-integrative and informational types, respectively.

4. The telecommunication environment of modern societies. In this
paragraph, the author discusses the peculiarities of modern communication,
arising from the existence of "communication tools based on electricity and
electronic data transmission" (p. 67). The author concludes that this new
communicative environment is contradictory. On the one hand, electronic
communication restores the lost through writing and printing spatial-temporal
coordination between the sent messages (reports, films, programs) and its actually
observable in space and time prototypes (actual events). On the other hand, the
opportunities for mutual influence between the two communicating parties - the
editorial offices and the recipients - are lost.

In Chapter Two. TRUTH AND KNOWLEDGE AS AN
ENVIRONMENT FOR COMMUNICATIVE SUCCESS subject to analysis
are:

1. Truth as an environment for communicative observation and its
genesis on value attitudes. In this paragraph, the author considers the specifics
and functions of truth and values as a generalized symbolic communicative
environment. N. Luhmann's statement that "every cognitive situation and
communication is described by two distinctions - variables: actions / experiences
and Ego / The Other" (p. 82) is analyzed. It is also proposed that “the
communicative message is necessarily oriented towards two fundamental goals:
on the one hand to information and information (which is the subject of the
message) and on the other to solidarity and cohesion of society or group (involved
in communication between Ego and the Other. ) ”- p. 82. Furthermore, truth, as a
bilateral form, is likened here to "other means or forms of communication: money,
power, laws, faith, law, which are presented as analogous generalized symbols of
economic, political, religious communication” (p. 85). The author also proposes
a scheme of possible combinations of the constituent parts of communication
actions/experiences, Ego/other, and the conclusion that “truth and values are
related motivations that do not oppose each other, but have a common function,
which can be called authentication function. of the common knowledge, to certify



the common experiences of the Ego and the Other ”(p. 86). There are also a
number of issues related to the status of values in the concepts of environment,
proposing the finding that "written and printed, especially critical verbalizations
of values, lead to the loss of their universal character" (p. 89).

2. For the sociality of truth. Here the author examines the popular
epistemological theories of externalism and relayabalism, as well as the
relationship between the concepts of truth and knowledge in terms of
communicative understanding of the observation process. The author launches
the thesis to supplement the criterion features of knowledge with a special
property - its social character. This feature requires consideration of the context
of the statements, ie. the fact that a statement may be false in relation to a certain
situation, to a certain space-time period and an observer, and that the possibility
of the existence of different observers is allowed, for whom the same statement
may prove to be correct. , as well as an incorrect form of knowledge.

3. About the sociality of knowledge and the possibilities for its
determination. Here the author focuses on the problem of defining the
phenomenon of knowledge and its typology.

4. Scientific knowledge in the individual and in the system-
communicative perspectives. This section analyzes the binary observational
perspective in scientific knowledge. It can be seen, on the one hand, from the point
of view of the person making the statement (with his limited cognitive abilities),
on the other - as knowledge valued in the broadest context of science as a whole.
The conclusion is that:

1. The decision of the STS, confirming the need for "normative" social and
political control over the production of scientific knowledge over the "cognitive"
attitudes of scientists, is unsatisfactory due to the predominance of cognitive
attitudes and expectations in science. -

2. The fact that the actor's network approach allows preserving the
autonomy of science, fixing, on the one hand, its "own vectors" and on the other,
"giving the word" to the real objects themselves, which at some key moments act
as a stabilizer of knowledge , limit it from chance and save it from the paradox of
"anything goes".

5. Different points of view of scientific observation. Here is a universal
concept of understanding, characteristic of both science and other forms of
communication. According to the author, there is understanding in those cases
when it comes to fixing the difference (1) of the explicit and obvious words of the
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message and the motives of the communicator behind them, (2) the distinction of
the data with the obviousness of the syntactic forms and the diversity of their
semantics, the distinction between the signifier and the signified. It is concluded
that: natural-theoretical descriptions, descriptions of the most diverse forms of
everyday life and sociality, as well as historical descriptions can be equally
generalizing (nomothetic) and unique (ideographic); understanding in scientific
communication, as well as understanding in all other forms and systems of
communication, is determined twice; the choice of theories and their
interpretations largely depends on the difference in observational perspectives - it
is these differences that cause mutual misunderstanding. Scientists cannot
understand each other because they are in different dimensions, recognize
different orders, adhere to the different poles of the basic communicative
distinctions.

6. Theoretical forms of social knowledge. In this paragraph, based on the
system-communicative and socio-epistemological approach, the author analyzes
the general and the different in the.theoretical forms of natural-scientific and
social knowledge.

In Conclusion, the author makes a kind of retrospective of the results of
each paragraph of the two chapters.

The conclusions are available 11 summarize as a conclusion of the analysis
throughout labor.

3. Qualitative analysis of the dissertation work.

The scientific merits of labor can be summarized in the following areas.

1. The topic is extremely relevant and through his work the author
contributes his share in its contemporary interpretations.

2. The formulation of the research (in the Introduction and Actuality of the
problem) is acceptable in this form. The distinction between the object and the
subject is logical, the hypothesis and the tasks are clearly formulated. The
structuring of the two chapters through the paragraphs thus proposed satisfies the
achievement of the author's preliminary ideas.

3. The main advantage of the work is the presence of comprehensiveness
in considering the individual subtopics. In fact, the proposed 10 paragraphs in
both chapters represent separate, independent aspects of the complex
phenomenon of communication; analyzing them, the author presents us with a
complete picture of him and the way he interprets it. Thus, the reader gradually
forms the belief that against such a background (multifaceted interpretation of
communication) it is unnecessary, if not impossible, to offer an unambiguous
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definition of the concept of communication as its working. Probably this was the
argument of the author not to address this issue (proposing a working definition).

4. The conclusions and summaries made at the end show that the goals and
objectives of the study have been successfully solved.

5. The literary sources used as a basis for analysis are in a large historical
range - from the end of the 19th century to 2020, in Bulgarian and foreign
languages, which speaks of the desire for comprehensiveness of the analysis.
(Against this background, surprisingly, we do not find Internet sources).

All this proves that the author - Prof. Plamen Ivanov, has the necessary
competencies, scientific erudition and established skills for scientific analysis and
interpretation, both in general and the problem of communication in particular.

4. About the Author's abstract, publications and contributions of the
dissertation.

The Abstract repeats the structure of the original dissertation, with the
emphasis on the two production parts, the Conclusion and the Conclusions, while
the content of the two chapters is presented concisely. In this form, it is an
independent scientific work that can guide the reader about the author's ideas on
the issue under consideration. |

For review, the author has submitted 11 publications, of which 6 in
Bulgarian (one co-authored) and 5 in a foreign language. They study empirically
and interpret theoretically relevant and at the same time interesting topics for both
specialized and mass audiences (for example, the contradictions between
generations, the relationship between nutrition and aggression in children, etc.).
These scientific papers have been published in prestigious publications, which
means that they have received the approval of the critical opinion of the college.

The contributions indicated by Prof. Pl. Ivanov are actually available.

5. Remarks on the work, questions and suggestions to the doctoral
student.

Questions:

1. In such a context, what is his personal opinion about the nature of
phenomena such as: gestures (including the signals of the regulator, the Hitler
greeting, the greeting of the Bulgarian pioneers or the finger sign vistory); signals
with fires (including the birth of a heir to the throne or the election of a pope);
sound signals (with a military trumpet, cannon salutes, a hunting horn, a bell
ringing, the Morse code used by radio operators in the army in the past); colors
(flares, traffic lights), as well as musical forms, dances and instrumental works
carrying messages. As phenomena, are these types, forms and means of



communication or communication? Do they belong to the subject of the
dissertation and in that sense do they have a place in some of the paragraphs of
the dissertation or would you create new ones, especially for them, in a subsequent
work?

2. What are the arguments in the paper to prefer the concept of disciplines
(scientific disciplines) instead of science? (For example: "It turns out that there is
no humanities that do not study communication. History, economics, linguistics,
sociology, literature, social psychology and social philosophy, ethics and
aesthetics, logic - all these disciplines offer their own reconstructions and
formalization of communication between people ”(p. 3); "The concept of form is
one of the ancient philosophical and scientific concepts used in a large number of
scientific disciplines: mathematics, physics, biology, sociology, linguistics and
cognitive sciences ..." (p. 22, etc.).

Suggestions. To Prof. Pl. Ivanov I have the following two suggestions:

1. The hypothesis formulated (on p. 19) is logical, but it presupposes an
empirical test. I recommend the author to check it in an empirical study, which
will be a natural continuation of the doctoral thesis.

2. In case of possible future publication as a separate monograph, to
eliminate some technical errors, misspelled words and expressions. (For example:
"Main conclusions from the first paragraph to the first paragraph" - p. 39;
solapsism - p. 10; casual connection and casual dependence - p. 23; casual-
specific event - p. 34, etc.). It is possible that vague expressions and, especially,
misspelled scientific concepts may lead to erroneous conclusions in some readers.

Conclusion: I believe that the dissertation has indisputable scientific merits

and is another proof of the quaiities of a researcher in its author - Prof. Plamen
Ivanov. Therefore, | propose to the esteemed scientific jury my positive vote to
be awarded the scientific degree "Doctor of Economics" in the field of Science:
3. Social, economic and legal sciences, professiénal field 3.4. Social activities.
Scientific specialty: Organization and management outside the field of material
production (social activities).
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