OPINION
of Prof. Ivan Hristov Hristov, PhD. National Museum of History

about Daniel Pavlov Pantov’s dissertation work on the ‘Funeral practices in the Bulgarian part of
Strandzha Mountain during the Bronze and Iron Ages’ for awarding the educational and
scientific degree of ‘doctor’ in the field of higher education 2. Humanities, professional direction
2.2. History and Archaeology. Doctoral program Archeology (Prehistory and Antiquity) at the
University of Bishop Konstantin Preslavski in Shumen. |

I. Information about the author of the dissertation

Daniel Pavlov Pantov was born on April 26, 1978. in the town of Primorsko. He has
defended three master's degrees at the New Bulgarian University in: Archeology and
Management of Cultural Institutions (Art Management); Numismatics, Expertise and Evaluation
of Cultural and Historical Values at Neofit Rilski Southwest University in Blagoevgrad. He
worked as the chief Cultural Heritage specialist at the Municipality of Primorsko. In 2015 he was
appointed to the position of director in the Historical Museum of Primorsko.

II. Procedure data

According to the PRAS of Shumen University (SHU), the work of Daniel Pantov was
discussed on 8.11.2023 at a meeting of the Department of Histbry and Archeology at the Faculty
of Humanities of SHU. It can be seen from a transcript extract that the Departmental Council
took, with a necessary quorum, a unanimous decision to open a procedure for public defence,
which was approved by the Faculty Council of the Faculty of Humanities. By order of the Rector
of the University (No. RD- 16- 177/16.11.2023 r.), a scientific jury was appointed. It held its
first meeting on 27.11.2023, at which a chairman was elected and the reviewers and authors of
opinions in connection with the upcoming public defence were determined. Under these
circumstances, I consider that there is a legal basis to start the procedure in full accordance with
the provisions of the regulatory documents.

II1. Dissertation and abstract data

The structure of Daniel Pantov's dissertation is tailored to the topic under consideration
and consists of an Introduction, Three Chapters, Conclusion, List of References, with a total
volume of 248 pages. Attached to them are 86 pages of illustrations.

The chosen topic is a dissertationable one. The writing style adheres to the generally accepted
academic style, with a good knowledge of the factual material. Daniel Pantov knows the



Bulgarian part of the Strandzha Mountain very well and has been on the archaeological field as a
member of scientific teams, deputy field research supervisor and supervisor.

In the introduction, the doctoral student states the subject and objectives of his research.
The specific tasks for writing the dissertation and the types of sources of information are
specified as standard. In this beginning of the work, the physical and geographic characteristics
of Strandzha Mountain are presented. The history of explorations in the mentioned mountainous
territory has been followed in a consistent manner.

In Chapter one, burial complexes from the Bronze Age are examined, and in separate
paragraphs the various archaeologically studied sites are interpreted in detail. Based on the
archaeological research, the author presents three main hypotheses about the ethnogenesis of the
population of Strandzha Mountain during the Early Bronze Age. The data on the sizes of the
burial mounds are additionally summarized. The predominant rite is associated with the
inhumation burial, as the dead are placed in grave pits and stone structures with specific grave
goods in them. |

Chapter two presents the data on burial structures from the Early Iron Age in Strandzha.
Here the emphasis falls on the dolmens on the territory of the municipalities of Malko Tarnovo,
Elhovo and Sredets. The summaries and conclusions related to the necropoleis from the Early
Iron Age in Thrace written at the end of the mentioned chapter rather expand the questions about
the appearance and distribution of the dolmens than give comprehensive answers considering the
intensity of archaeological excavations.

The content of Chapter Three, in which the main topic is the burial complexes of the
Hellenistic era in the same geographical region, is oriented towards making a comparison of the
burial practices between the necropoleis of the Hellenic colony of Apollonia Pontica and those of
the inhabitants of the surrounding hinterland. Here Daniel Pantov's basic field knowledge
becomes apparent when commenting on the excavation of several mounds in the area of
Primorsko.

The conclusion of the dissertation is an attempt at presenting in a summary the author’s
main findings. They are summarized in seven general conclusions, to some extent repeating the
structure of the work itself.

IV. Scientific contributions

In his self-reference, Daniel Pantov has singled out ten scientific contributions. In my
opinion, they are all plausible and correctly stated. Within the framework of this opinion, I
consider the doctoral student’s most important contributions to be several. The first is the
summary of the burial structures, rituals and practices during the different historical eras in
Strandzha. Another significant contribution is the proposed comparison of the results yielded by
the studies of necropoleis and separate burial mounds in the area of the Greek colony of



Apollonia Pontica and the surrounding mountainous territory. This comparison makes it possible
to observe the processes of symbiosis of the culture of the two ethnic groups of Thracians and
Greeks during the Hellenistic era. D. Pantov convincingly proves that, regardless of the adoption
of a number of elements characteristic of the life and customs of the new Greek settlers along the
Black Sea coast, the local population basically preserved their funeral customs and practices.

V. Notes and recommendations

Without questioning the qualities of the proposed dissertation work, 1 will allow myself
to make some remarks. If they are taken into account, the future visualization of the dissertation
work, for example in the form of a monograph, will be even more valuable. I recommend:

1. Although the work concerns only the burial practices in the Bulgarian part of the
Strandzha Mountain, more parallels should be sought with studied or partially described
necropoleis in the Turkish part of the mountain, its foothills and the Black Sea coast to the south
of the Rezovska River. ‘

2. The text should undergo a stylistic revision, paying attention to the citation of ancient
authors and a list of abbreviations in the literature.

VI. Conclusion

The work presented by Daniel Pavlov Pantov largely summarizes and illustrates his
practical field work so far. Regardless of the remarks made, this work represents a decently
developed dissertation with contributing points related to the summarization of the results of the
study of burial customs in Strandzha Mountain from the Bronze and Iron Ages. Here I would
like to emphasize on the fact that a number of the author's research works are being published for
the first time in the commented dissertation. On the other hand, the archaeologist Pantov
indicates in a bibliographic reference six of his publications on the dissertation topic, which is a
sign that he is learning the academic way of writing.

All this gives me reason to conclude that the necessary circumstances (scientific and
procedural) exist for Daniel Pantov to be awarded the educational and scientific degree of
“doctor’ in the field of higher education 2. Humanities and professional direction 2. 2. History
and Archeology (doctoral program in Archeology at the Bishop Konstantin Preslavski
University of Shumen). /]
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