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On the dissertation work of Daniel Pavlov Pantov on the topic "Funeral
practices in the Bulgarian part of Strandzha Mountain during the Bronze and
Iron Ages", in the Doctoral program: Archeology (Prehistory and Antiquity)
with scientific supervisor Assoc. Prof. Ph.D. Petar Mihailov Balabanov - for
the acquisition of the educational and scientific degree "doctor" in a
professional direction: 2.2. History and archeology and field of higher

education: 2. Humanities.

The author of the dissertation, Daniel Pavlov Pantov, is a well-known
archaeologist and researcher of the Strandzha mountain region, including the
Black Sea coast in the Bulgarian section. He is also a recognizable author with
publications in Bulgarian and foreign languages. As a museum expert and
administrator, he is an author, co-author, initiator, and active participant in the
research, documentation, preservation, exhibition, and proclamation of the
cultural and historical heritage of the Strandzha region. He is a participant in
the creation of digital museum programs and the socialization of archaeological
monuments and complexes in a museum environment and outdoors in the
region of the Black Sea Strandzha.

The dissertation submitted for review is 248 pages long. The work is
structured in an Introduction, three chapters, a Conclusion, References,

Abbreviations, and Appendices.



In the Introduction, Daniel Pantov presents his reasons for choosing the
topic of his dissertation work. Outlines the territorial and chronological limits
of his study. It announces its goals and objectives, as well as the working
methods used. It offers an overview of the physical-geographic characteristics
of Strandzha Mountain and the archaeological heritage of the Thracians in the
studied area. He refers to the serious increase in the quality of archaeological
research in the area. Also the use of modern technologies, such as GIS systems,
lidars, ground-penetrating radars, and the large database in the "Archaeological
Map of Bulgaria”". He relies in his work on the dissertation topic of the
interdisciplinary approach. It also notes some of the main deficiencies, such as
the impossibility of providing important and necessary information in the
AOR. It also takes into account the factors for this - the overburdening of
archaeologists and the physical impossibility of carrying out the subsequent
scientific processing of the studied objects. It offers its organization model and

the specific tasks for their implementation and verification.

In Chapter I. Burial Complexes of the Bronze Age, he reviews the
research so far on Early Bronze Age burial facilities in Thrace. Examines the
following objects in detail: in the town of "Kostadin Cheshma" and the burial
mound "Helikon™ in the land of the village of Debelt; grave mounds No. 3 and
4 in the area of Silihlyar and grave mound No. 1 in the town of Stamopolu in
the land of the town of Primorsko; "Brother's Cave" facility in the land of
Brashlyan village. The chapter is composed of 3 points and 6 sub-points. In this
chapter, the author analyzes the processes and dynamics of development from
the time of the appearance of metal tools and the complex processes that
followed this period. The shuffling of the population and the infiltration of new
masses of people left their traces in burial customs. It also affects the problems
of the ethnogenesis of the human populations inhabiting the studied area.
Examines existing hypotheses for this. He is critical of some of them and
defends his opinion based on the results of long-term studies.

The chapter ends with summaries and conclusions.



Chapter 1I. Burial complexes from the Early lron Age present the

different types of burial facilities on the territory of the municipalities of Malko
Tarnovo, Sredets, and Elhovo. The studied dolmens and mounds in the villages
of Zabernovo, Evrenozovo, Belevren, and Golyam Dervent are examined in
detail in 5 points and 5 sub-points. The heading "funeral practices" is repeated
in point 11.2. (p. 106) and 11.4. (p. 126). Considering that in point 11.4. there is a
detailed description of a complete process with participants, actions, rites,
rituals, attributes, inventory, etc., it is probably a custom.
In a separate point, the author examines the phenomenon of dolmens. The
serious analysis carried out shows that the facilities have their specifics, which
distinguish them from those known in the western part of the continent. Not
only in terms of design and construction but chronologically as well. The topic
Is covered with a solid historiographic overview. The role of all researchers in
this phenomenon is reflected.

As required, the chapter also ends with summaries and conclusions.

Chapter Il1. Burial complexes from the Late Iron Age are expanded into
6 points and 12 subpoints. At the beginning, the results of the study and the
necessary empiricism are presented. A separate point is set for consideration
and analysis of historical sources related to funeral customs. Concretely and in
detail, the archaeological researches of the area are presented, covering the
southern part of the city of Burgas, the region of Apolonia Pontiyska, sites
from the territory of the municipalities of Tsarevo, Primorsko, and Malko
Tarnovo. As with Chapter I, a place is devoted to historical sources.
The researches of the main center of the Strandzhan Black Sea coast, Apollonia
Pontica, are followed in detail and the efforts of all specialists are reflected in
them. Individual types of burial facilities are also given sufficient attention
supported by a rich array of study titles and authors. It is also worth mentioning
the history of the study of the emblematic site "Mishkova Niva", one of the

special sites from the interior of Strandzha, about which there will still be



something to say in terms of function and dating. The author, who knows
precisely the area and the object, draws attention to this. The announcement,
which makes and launches the idea of turning this remarkable object, without
an analog until now, into an attractive tourist object is very well founded (p.
160).

The summaries and conclusions are generally related to the necropolises
of the Classical and Hellenistic eras in Thrace Pontica.
In the Conclusion, Daniel Pantov makes reasonable and well-argued
conclusions on the subject of his dissertation. Moreover, based on the
accumulated information, some of the conclusions shed new light on topics
beyond the set goals. These are the population density along the coastal zone
and the northern slopes of Strandzha. Clear traces of trans-sea trade,

technological specifics of processing, and construction instruments are visible.

In the dissertation work, the author used 231 titles, of which 197 in
Cyrillic and 34 in Latin. Another 8 works are digital titles from the Internet.
There are 40 abbreviations used, of which 39 are in Cyrillic (Bulgarian) and 1
Is in Latin.

Appendices include extremely rich material covering 133 images:

Maps, map schemes; excerpts from Google map;

Graphic recordings of objects, profiles, stratigraphy, tachymetry, plans, finds,
details, etc.;

Geodetic surveys of the surface before exploration and of stratigraphic ribs
during the exploration process;

Photographic photos, including from a drone of objects in the situation and the
dynamics of the study, artifacts, and details;

Extremely rich and detailed applications allow the full perception and

understanding of the text.



The author Daniel Pavlov Pantov has 18 publications independently or
in co-authorship. Of these, 16 are in Bulgarian, one is in English, and one is

bilingual.

Characteristics of Daniel Pantov's dissertation:

A major factor in the author's work is his excellent knowledge of the
area and the objects under consideration. Even more important is the effect of
his participation in the archaeological investigations, or a large part of them.
They are indisputable and are reflected in his publications. The general picture
of the objects in the paper, (the empirical material, the results of the
comparative analyses, and the conclusions) is extremely saturated and allows
other researchers and interested parties to use the observations and conclusions
for related research.

The focus on the most conservative custom along with the rites and
practices associated with death, namely the funeral, uncovers information
stored deep in community tradition and memory. The results are available and
give a new impetus to research on one of the most important customs during
the Bronze and Iron Ages in Strandja.

The work has been developed professionally and according to academic

requirements.

Scientific and theoretical contributions:

1. A new interpretation of generally accepted ideas in world science about the
development of culture during the Bronze Age in Eastern Europe is offered.
The work can be attributed to the group whose results can influence the theory
of specifying the historical development models of ancient societies.;

2. A comparative analysis of the commonalities and differences of funeral
practices in Northern Strandja and the central part of Ancient Thrace was

carried out;



3. New or additional information is provided on changes like burial practices
and chronological boundaries during the Bronze, Early Iron, and Hellenistic
Ages;

4. The author's research confirms the role of Thrace Pontica, as a contact zone
of the local population and newcomers. The processes of coexistence and
rapprochement between natives and foreigners in the region of Apollonia
Pontica have been traced based on the study of necropolises and burial mounds.
However, the conclusion is that the local population retains the main
specificities in its funeral customs and practices;

5. In addition to contributions of a general nature, specific ones are also
offered, such as the presence of a probable center for jewelry production; data
on the formation of aristocracy during the Hellenistic era;

6. A reasoned dating of the dolmens in Strandzha and their function as family
tombs is proposed;

7. Unpublished data and conclusions from archaeological and field studies,
carried out under the supervision of the doctoral student in the territorial and
chronological scope stated in the dissertation, are disclosed. An important
contribution is the presented overall picture of the studied objects, which is the
result of the synthesis carried out by the author and his participation in the

studies.

Contributions of practical importance:

1. A detailed map of sites is proposed, allowing the use in the preparation of
routes and areas of related sites between the coast and the interior of Strandzha
for cultural and scientific tourism;

2. Information is provided for use in the local museum network - explanatory
texts and illustrations for expositions, advertising materials, etc.

3. The work provides an opportunity to prepare training materials for learners.
Notes and recommendations:

| have no substantive comments, but it would be useful to include some

important titles on the subject. For example, related to the criticism of one of



the hypotheses about ethnogenesis - the commented book of M. Gimbutas
(with 24 and 38) in the passages about the three hypotheses can be cited and
finally included in the literature used;

To specify the spelling "funeral practices", which is repeated verbatim in points
I1.2. and I1.4. Probably in II1.4., which is generalizing should remain customs;

I would recommend that before the work is published, the text should be
reviewed once again for stylistic and technical inaccuracies, including the
spelling of the used literature - for example, choosing whether to spell a page

or not. Now both options are found in labor.

Conclusion:

[ am familiar with the work and activities of the dissertation student Daniel
Pavlov Pantov as a researcher, museum expert, and socially engaged person
with an excellent reputation. I say this outside the scope of the work I have
reviewed only to add information about him.

After getting acquainted in detail with the proposed dissertation work, the
abstract, and all documents attached to them for the dissertation candidate
Daniel Pavlov Pantov, I found:

There is no evidence of plagiarism and the indisputable authorship of
the dissertation student can be established.

The abstract meets all the requirements and gives a correct idea of the
work as a whole.

Daniel Pavlov Pantov meets and exceeds the minimum national
requirements for obtaining the educational and scientific degree of "doctor".
Based on everything found and said so far, I believe that Daniel Pavlov Pantov
should be awarded the educational and scientific degree "doctor" in a
professional direction: 2.2. History and archeology and field of higher

education: 2. Humanities. I will vote for this with conviction and without

hesitation. -
Sofia = /
16.12. 2023 Signattir ¢



