REVIEW

by prof. Rumyana Balinova Todorova. PhD
English Studies Department. Faculty of Humanities
Konstantin Preslavsky University of Shumen

In connection with the selection procedure for the educational and academic degree of Doctor
of Philosophy in the area of:

higher education: 2. Humanities

professional field: 2.1, Philology (Germanic Languages, Modern English)

English Studies Department, Faculty of Humanities,

Konstantin Preslavsky University of Shumen

In the procedure for awarding the educational and academic degree of Doctor of Philosophy in
the area of 2. Humanities, educational and academic degree of Doctor of Philosophy,
professional field: 2.1. Philology (Germanic Languages, Modern English), announced with
order No PJT-16-188/12.12.2023 by the Rector of Konstantin Preslasky University of Shumen,
there participated one candidate — Ivaylo Lozanov Gorchev, a full-time PhD student (since
2020) at the English Studies Department, Faculty ‘of Humanities, Konstantin Preslavsky
University of Shumen. He graduated from Konstantin Preslavsky University of Shumen and
got a BA degree (1998-2001), speciality English Studies and an MA degree, speciality English
Studies and Mass Communications (2017-2018). He has worked as a teacher in English at
Nikola Yonkov Vaptsatov Language High School in Shumen since 2003,

The candidate’s academic interests are in the field of English linguistics as well as cognitive
linguistics, translation and foreign language teaching.

The PhD student’s professional activities are as follows: he has practical English classes with
high school students (full time) as well as with English Studies students at Shumen University
(part time).

Ivaylo Gorchev’s academic activities are oriented to participations in of collected papers, 3
altogether, out of which 2 in the English Studies Department’s collected pz;pers with an impact
factor and 1 paper published in Faculty of Humanities Annual of Shumen University, which is

enough for getting his PhD degree. The three publications, also presented in the Summary, have



-

a direct reference to the topic of his PhD thesis ,,Anamus na Obirapckust ¥ Ha Gpuranckus
MEIHEH TNCKYPC 32 KaTaCTPOGUYHH CHOUTHS (CHIIOCTABHTEIHO nscnensane) (Analysis of the
Bulgarian and the British media discourse on catastrophic events (a Comparative Study)*.
These publications together with his PhD thesis are enough as they meet NACID’s criteria for
acquiring the educational and academic PhD degree.

Ivaylo Gorchev has participated in university and high school projects.

His PhD thesis, presented for the procedure, dwells mainly upon the ways of conveying

- catastrophic events, the tragedy in Hitrino and the fire in Grenfell Tower in London in the

Bulgarian and the British media discourse by analysing the similarities and differences in
presenting the information. The choice of topic is quite relevant as it reflects present-day and
topical issues whose analysis is done from various perspectives.

The research puts an emphasis on 103 articles from the electronic versions of 4 newspapers —

British (The Guardian and The Sun) and Bulgarian (Dnevmk and Standart) and is comparatively

simultaneous in time as regards the two covered events. A study of this kind provides a media
idea about the relation of different groups of representatives towards the mentioned events in
two comparatively heterogeneous countries and cultures. The information is well illustrated
with the help of tables.

The dissertation consists of 143 pages and its structure has 4 chapters, a conclusion, a list of the
abbreviations and a list of the tables (27) as well as 1 figure used in it.

Chapter 1. Introduction (pp. 9-20) with its 4 subsections outlines the choice and relevance of
the topic, as well as the aims and the tasks of the study, the methodology, the hypotheses and
the expected results. The prototypical categories of social actors and the ways in which they are
presented are also taken into account. Attention is paid to the topics and ideologies which are
exploited in the media space as regards the analysed events,

Chapter 2. Research approach (pp. 21 -45) with its 5 sections and subsections is the part in which
an overview of the literature on the issues is presented together with the terminological
apparatus, related to the various interpretations about discourse and more specifically about
critical discourse analysis in the areas of linguistics, namely text linguistics, as one of the
manifestations dealing with text as a main part for investigation. Critical discourse analysis and
content analysis are used as the main principles of research as well as some principles of
cognitive linguistics as regards the analysed issues. It also mentions whose researchers’
standpoints are taken into consideration as a point of orientation in the thesis about the headlines
of the studied articles and the main text with its verbal and nonverbal component where needed.

The methodology used for investigating the participants in the presentations of the above



. mentioned catastrophic events in the Bulgarian and the British media discourse applies
Fairclough’s and van Leuven’s methods in analogical variations. Different cases of mentioning/
not mentioning of participants/ social actors in the analysed materials are described in detail. A
differentiation is made between primary (media) or secondary (represented participants)
discourse as well as the ways of linguistic and punctuation expression in the respective texts.
Chapter 3 (pp. 46-89) with its 21 subchapters deals with the qualitative analysis for reflecting
the prototypical social participants in headlines from the first day of the reflected events. As the
cases are numerous [ will not dwell on their description. However, special attention is paid on
some verbs, nouns and expressions in both languages, as well as on the structure of the
presented information where necessary, in other words, contrastive linguistics is also applied
as one of the methods in the research together with qualitative corpus and content analysis.
Chapter 4 (pp. 90-124) presents a quantitative analysis of common denominator prototypical
social actors in the headlines on the first day of the catastrophic events with the help of numerals
and percentages. In other \R;OYdS, it is a continuation of the research proper in the dissertation.
Constant juxtapositions are also made between the ways of expressing particibpants
quantitatively in the excerpted headlines in the Bulgarian and the British media discourse.

The section on the Conclusion and the suggestions for further study (pp. 125-132) presents the
conclusions on the basis of the statements mentioned at the beginning of the thesis about
expected results, parameters and hypotheses in the direction of the catastrophic events
presented, described and analysed in the concrete Bulgarian and British media discourses. Thus,
one of the conclusions made is that not al] hypotheses‘ are confirmed, as for example the fact
that the rightwing British Prime Minister’s reactions were omitted from the event representation
in the left-inclining The Guardian, while the right-inclining The Sun had reported her
organisation as regards the fire-fighting actions.

Some suggestions for future research are pointed out as because of volume limitations of the
thesis the candidate has not covered. As he himself states, it will be of interest to expand the
analysis as regards the development of the information in the headlines for the rest of the six-
day period, as well as the one in the main texts, as his corpus contains materials about a sever-
day period and allows for a more detailed study to be carried out.

The reference list is exhaustive enough (89 items) and it includes references from printed books
and articles as well as internet sources part of which are after year 2000, There are foreign
authors (86) as well as Bulgarian authors (though not that many — only 3), which makes a
comparison by various researchers in this field possible. All this comes to prove the fact that

the PhD student’s knowledge about the research issue is serious and profound. The fact that the



number of the Bulgarian authors is limited and what is more, it is oriented toward contrastive
research between Bulgarian and English, speaks of itself about the niche Ivaylo Gorchev is
trying to fill in with his study and about his contribution to the investigations in the field of
linguistics, more specifically cognitive and corpus linguistics.

What is good to know is that during the discussion of his dissertation at the Department there
were a number of opinions, suggestions and views, most of which the PhD student has taken

into consideration and has corrected some parts of the information in the final version.

Recommendations:
In my opinion, the short overview of the separate chapters at the very beginning of the
dissertation is typical for a book not for a PhD thesis.
The first chapter should be with a Roman numeral (I) and not with an Arabic number (1).
The presentation of the information in the text proper does not'\correspond to the items and the
pages pointed out in the Cc;ntents section.
In my opinion, it would have been much better for one of the Bulgarian newspapers to be
replaced at least with 24 hours or another one which is not so serious a daily.
Analysis of the content (analiz na sadarzhanieto) as a method of research does not exist. Content
analysis, the way it is in English, should be used.
The naming of the chapters in the Summary are not the same as the ones in the dissertation.
Some of the contributions, presented in the Surhmary, as for example items 2 and 3 cannot be
considered as contributions as they are quite specific ahd concrete as they refer to the analyzed
events. The 1% and the 4™ contributions can be united as they cope with one and the same issues.
What is the reason for item IV. Limitations of research and suggestions for further study to

appear in the Conclusion? Why is such a numeration used?

Contributions:
The topic is up-to-date and timely, as the sharing of different opinions and information on the
discussed issues is becoming a phenomenon met quite often in this world of globalization.
The topic and the focus of the research is by no means a contribution to the studies in the field
of linguistics, as the thesis abounds in some quite interesting finds on a comparative basis.
Ivaylo Gorchev’s PhD thesis is theoretically and practically oriented and is a contribution to
linguistics as a whole as well as to cognitive and corpus linguistics, but also to sociolinguistics
as it elaborates on prototypical categories which can be used in comparative analyses of various

disasters,



A methodology is developed for the study of participants in presenting catastrophic events in
the Bulgarian and the British media discourse by applying Fairclough’s and van Leuven’s
methods in similar cases.

The Summary presents the content of the PhD thesis to some extent. The author has presented

the contributions of the dissertation in it as well.

In conclusion, I declare that, on the basis of the above mentioned, the attached documentation
regarding the candidate’s publications,.his contributions and personal qualities and because of
the fact that he was a student of mine and is a colleague of mine, as well as his academic and
professional orientation in the field of philological sciences as regards his publication activity
fulfil the requirements of the Act for the Development of the Academic Staff in the Republic of
Bulgaria and its accompanying regulations. I recommend to the Academic Selection
Committee to vote positively for awarding the educational and academic degree of Doctor of
Philosophy to Ivaylo Lozanov Gorchev in the area of: 2. Humanities, professional field
2.1. Philology (Germanic Languages, Modern English) at the Department of English

Studies, Faculty of Humanities, Konstantin Preslavsky University of Shumen.
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