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Ivaylo Gorchev graduated from Konstantin Preslavsky University of Shumen in
2001. He has a BA degree in English Philology and 16 years later he returned to complete
a master's degree in English Studies and Mass Communications. The MA thesis, which
he defended successfully, awakened his interest in research. In the period between his
two educational degrees, he received two professional qualification degrees, one at Sofia
University "St. Kliment Ohridski", Department for Information and In-Service Training
of Teachers and another one at "Prof. Dr. Asen Zlatarov" University of Burgas,
Department for Qualification and Professional Development of Pedagogical Specialists.
His interests are in the field of teaching English as a foreign language, but at the same
time he strives to improve the principles of English text building.

His professional experience corresponds to his interests. He started work as an
English language teacher in 2001, first at the Specialized Secondary School of Agriculture
and Food Industry, Shumen until 2004, and then at "Nikola Yonkov Vaptsarov"
Language School, Shumen until now. In 2020, he was enrolled in a full-time doctoral
program in Germanic Languages (Contemporary English). As a doctoral student, he
participated in a number of school and university projects and seminars, in addition, he
was a lecturer to full-time and part-time students of English Studies. He has submitted
three published articles related to the topic of the dissertation and they meet the
minimum requirements for a PhD student. One of his publications is in the Yearbook of
the Faculty of Humanities, indexed in the Central East European Online Library
(CEEOL). The other two are in the journal Studies in Linguistics, Culture and FLT,
indexed in Scopus, ERIH+, eLibrary, EBSCO, CEEOL, Scribd, GoogleScholar.

The topic of this research is very interesting and unfortunately always up-to-date,
as natural disasters and catastrophes occur daily and this puts them in the focus of the



media. The dissertation contains over 130 pages of text divided into four chapters:
Introduction, Research Approach, Qualitative Analysis of Common Denominator
Prototypical Social Actors in the Headlines on the First Day of the Catastrophic Events,
Quantitative Analysis of Common Denominator Prototypical Social Actors in the
Headlines on the First Day of the Catastrophic Events and Conclusion. In the version
presented for the preliminary discussion, the positive element was that the PhD student
narrowed the scope of the study by considering only the first day of presentation of the
analyzed catastrophic events in Hitrino, Bulgaria and Grenfell Tower, UK. In the final
version of the text, I welcome the fact that the author complied with the
recommendations to present in separate chapters the qualitative and quantitative
characteristics of the researched material.

Media discourse is the focus of research not only by linguists, but also by
journalists, political scientists, cultural scientists, etc., which gives grounds for an
interdisciplinary approach. In the FIRST chapter, the author describes in detail the
previous research in the field, the terminology related to the topic and poses three
research questions and four hypotheses, all of them in a comparative plan between four
online newspapers, The Guardian, The Sun, Standard and Dnevnik, which make up the
corpus of the dissertation. I notice a significant imbalance in the total number of articles
for the two events. Those published in the British media are two and a half times more
than the publications of the Bulgarian media (467 for the British media and 185 for the
Bulgarian media). In this regard, [ would like to ask the PhD student why he thinks the
two corpora are comparable and how he would explain this huge difference in the
number of news in the two languages.

Chapter TWO, entitled Research Approach, discusses the research methods,
outlines the methodological procedure and provides details of the main frameworks for
presenting the social actors and their discourses used in the analysis. The title of the
second chapter is not particularly informative. Instead of Research approach, I would
use for example Research Methods and Methodology considering its content. The
author himself says in the abstract: "CHAPTER TWO is devoted to the methods and
methodology used in the present study.” The methodology used, namely critical
discourse analysis, analysis of the content and presentation of social actors, corresponds
to the topic of the study. The PhD research is based on the social actors schema compiled
by van Leeuwen (2008). The introduced oppositions are relevant to the detailed
description of the actors represented in the headlines of the catastrophic events in the
online news selected for the study, for example, activation and passivation,
personalization and impersonalization, i.e. representation with abstract nouns
(abstraction) or metonymic reference (objectivation), individualization (referring to
social actors as individuals) and assimilation (referring to social actors as a group),
formalization, semi-formalization, informalization, etc. This chapter also discusses the
development of prototypical categories of social actors with common characteristics in



the catastrophic event, which are presented in a simplified version of Norman
Fairclough's framework for considering discourse with its three main parameters: mode,
boundary maintenance and setting.

A qualitative analysis of the prototypical social actors in the headlines on the first
day of the catastrophic events in Hitrino, Bulgaria and Grenfell Tower, UK Gorchev
made in Chapter THREE. Each relevant headline in the four newspapers is analyzed in
terms of the actors involved, the way they are described and the social activities in which
they participate, as well as the discourses used and how they are rendered, the themes
articulated in them and the type of publication based on the section in the newspaper
where the article appears. The participants considered include Prime Minister,
Government, MPs, Head of State, Government Party, Opposition, Local Authority,
Police, Fire Brigade, Management Bodies/Clerks, Experts, Health Workers, Religious
Bodies, Celebrities, Volunteers, Humanitarian Organisations, Misfeasors, Eyewitnesses,
Affected, etc. An interesting solution is that all headlines that do not explicitly present
social actors are analyzed as a discourse in which the media is a social actor. The author
points out that regarding the active role of the media as a social actor, it is represented
on the one hand through the media discourse and at the same time through the reported
representatives of the social action related to the disaster.

Chapter FOUR contains the quantitative analysis of the representation of
prototypical social actors in newspaper headlines on the first day of the catastrophic
events. Logically, the same actors that are analysed qualitatively in the THIRD chapter
are considered here. In tables, the author depicts the percentages of participation of each
of the actors in relation to the total number of relevant news in the newspaper (e.g. The
Guardian), the characteristics and functions they perform in the context in comparison
to the headlines in the other researched newspapers (The Sun, Standard and Dnevnik),
as well as the total number for Bulgaria and Great Britain. It is noteworthy that the first
column of the tables is not titled, which would clarify the unifying feature of the
characteristics listed in it. The doctoral student gives his arguments for the obtained
percentages and tries to explain objectively the differences in comparative terms,
referring to the style and audience of the newspapers.

The CONCLUSION includes the main findings of the study. Again, the
prototypical categories of social actors in the British media are mentioned and how they
are represented in the headlines compared to those in the Bulgarian newspapers.
Similarities and differences are highlighted, e.g. local government is mentioned in the
Bulgarian media discourse, but only the Bulgarian media discourse includes
representation of religious bodies, volunteers and a humanitarian organization, on the
other hand, celebrities are only reflected in the British media discourse, as well as the
deviant behavior of a misfeasor. In the conclusion, the author comments on the
confirmation of the initial hypotheses. The PhD student clearly formulates five
contributions of the study, which correspond to the achieved results.



In general, the work impresses with its comprehensiveness, the choice for the
structure of the dissertation is appropriate, and its volume is within the required limits.
Although much can be written about the representation of catastrophic events in the
media, through his choice to focus on social actors the author has managed to find his
research direction and explore it in depth. The doctoral student himself points out the
limitations in his work, dictated by the limits in the size of the dissertation and the
nature of the corpus, which includes the news about only two catastrophic events in
only two British and two Bulgarian online newspapers. He studied only the first day of
the catastrophic events, although the corpus he collected covered seven days. The
author has outlined possibilities for future endeavors such as extending the analysis to
include the following days after the events and discussing the body of the articles, not
just their headlines.

The bibliography contains 101 titles, but the Bulgarian studies in the field are very
few. The two versions of the summary, Bulgarian and English, correspond to the content
of the dissertation.

In conclusion, I need to emphasize that the work is characterized by indisputable
merits which gives me the reason to vote for Ivaylo Lozanov Gorchev to be awarded the
educational and scientific degree “Doctor”.
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