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1. General characteristics of the doctoral student and the materials submitted for
participation in the competition

Siika Dimitrova Koleva completed her secondary education in 1994 at the Polytechnic
Institute — Silistra, majoring in Bulgarian Language and Literature and English. In 2000, she
obtained a Bachelor's degree in ,,Pedagogy of Teaching Bulgarian and English® at the Angel
Kanchev University, and in 2019 — a Master's degree in ,,Educational Management“ at the Bishop
Konstantin Preslavski University. She has successively worked: as an English teacher in schools
in the cities of Ruse, Shumen and Dobrich (1994 —2016); as a deputy director and acting director
at the Petko Rachov Slaveykov Secondary School, Dobrich (2016 — 2024); as an assistant at the
Pedagogical College — Dobrich (02.09.2024 to present).

By Order No. RD-10-041/28.01.2020, Siika Koleva was enrolled as a doctoral student, part-
time form, field of higher education: 1. Pedagogical Sciences, professional field: 1.1. Theory and
Management of Education. In the period 01.02.2020 to 30.09.2024, she is a doctoral student at the
SE "Educational Management" at the Department: ,Pedagogy and Management of Education®,
Faculty of Pedagogy, Shumen University ,,Bishop Konstantin Preslavski“. After successfully
passing the exams from the individual curriculum, the candidate was enrolled with the right to
defend from 01.10.2024 according to the order of the rector of the Shumen University No. RD-10-
753/25.10.2024. S. Koleva participated in the competition with documentation that meets the



requirements of the Act on the Development of the Academic Staff in the Republic of Bulgaria
and the Regulations for its Implementation, the Regulations for the Development of the Academic
Staff of the Shumen University ,,Bishop Konstantin Preslavski®. The materials are sufficient in

content and volume to clarify the scientific results of the doctoral student and the contributions of

his dissertation work.

2. Relevance of the topic and appropriateness of the goals and objectives set in the
dissertation work

The introduction to the dissertation clearly and categorically explains the relevance of the
chosen problem, by framing the methodological aspects of the research aimed at studying
practices and models of management and control in Bulgarian school education. In the modern
conditions of intensive social and professional communication, of searching for paradigms for
increased responsibility and results in/from educational activities, a topic referring to existing
practices of control and evaluation and their advantages and features undoubtedly sounds relevant.
The dissertation work is dedicated to a little-studied problem, important both for educational
management and for educational policy in the country. Focusing on the emergence and
functioning of the school inspectorate, the dissertationist sets himself responsible tasks of
collecting valuable information about historical processes in a comprehensive text; about the
organizational manifestations of management and control of educational activities; about the path
taken by the inspectorate during the research period towards proving the indisputable importance
of the inspectorate service for the optimal functioning of the Bulgarian education system. The
theoretical study aims to present and analyze the development of the inspectorate in school
legislation, to deduce the prerequisites for its emergence and to establish its place in the structure
for management and control of the education system and the trends of importance for the modern
regulation of secondary education. Undoubtedly, the work achieves these goals and objectives
with consistency, precision in data processing and logical argumentation and builds a

comprehensive generalized picture of the phenomenon under consideration.

3. Content-evaluation presentation of the dissertation work
The development is in line with the requirements for the formation of scientific texts both in

terms of content and structure. The dissertation impresses with its content completeness,



comprehensiveness and orderliness. Overall, the dissertation work with a volume of 352 pages (of
which 322 - main text) is distinguished by its concise composition, terminological clarity, precise
language and logic in deriving the overall research concept of the doctoral student, justified both
in the conclusions and summaries for each chapter and in the final conclusion. The classical
structure is observed: introduction, three main chapters, conclusion, literature and application. The
exhaustive nature of the bibliographical description (with a volume of 24 pages and 152 titles) of
the sources used shows a broad view of various aspects of the research problem. The corpus of
various sources of information — periodicals; literary sources from 1878 is presented very
correctly. to our time; valuable works by A. Fol, S. Radev, M. Madzharov, E. Statelova, etc. The
work of the dissertationist to offer 2528-page appendices with scanned copies of laws, regulations,
instructions, old printed books, periodicals, etc. is worthy of respect. The methodology of work is
precisely selected: preference for a problem-chronological and logical-historical approach;
combination of appropriate research methods |- descriptive-theoretical, comparative-historical,
analysis, synthesis. All this allows for a problem-free and full-fledged perception and
understanding of the text and the key statements in it.

The emphasis in the first chapter entitled ,History of the emergence of control and
management in Bulgarian education” is the historical overview of the organization and
management of educational activity from the establishment of the state to the Liberation. The
theoretical and documentary analysis sets the framework of the studied construct. Key statements
in this part of the dissertation are: first attempts at codification in education; justification of the
control of education; expediency of coordination in management. The doctoral student skillfully
validates his statements with precise support of documents and information data regarding:
legislative evidence until 1878; literary centers during the First Bulgarian State (681 — 1018);
evidence of the organization of educational activity during the period of Byzantine rule (1018 —
1185); management of education during the era of the Second Bulgarian State (1185 — 1396);
organization and regulation of educational activity during the Ottoman rule (15th — 17th
centuries); reforming the Bulgarian school and attempts at coordination in the management and
control of education during the period of the Bulgarian Revival (the second half of the 18th — the
end of the 19th century); the organizational and managerial function of the school boards,
teachers' councils and community centers; the role of the Bulgarian Exarchate in the management

of educational work (the period from 1870 to the Liberation). In this context, the conclusions are



objective and well-founded that ,,from the establishment of the Bulgarian state to the Liberation,
the leading principle was continuity and democracy in the overall organization and the aspiration
to establish order and unity in educational work® (p. 47 — 48).

In the second chapter of the dissertation work ,,The Inspectorate as a State Institution for
School Management in the Period from 1878 to 1909%, the political, economic, academic and
cultural-social circumstances for the management of schools in Bulgaria during the period under
consideration are explained in detail; the abrupt and dramatic changes characterizing the historical
period are analyzed with documentary support. An overview of institutions is made (the district
school inspectors in the educational legislation of the Principality of Bulgaria, ); a comparative
analysis of the activities of the school inspectors in the Principality of Bulgaria and Eastern
Rumelia is carried out; the district school inspectors in the educational legislation of Eastern
Rumelia are characterized in a functional context. As a precise researcher S. Koleva offers his
own reasoned selection of documentary sources — instructions that were up-to-date for the time
(Instruction for district inspectors from 1878 — Marin Drinov; Special instruction for district
school inspectors, given by the head of the Department of Public Education and Spiritual Affairs
on April 30, 1879 — Marin Drinov; Instruction for the management of state educational institutions
in the Principality of Bulgaria from 1881 — Mihail Sarafov; Instruction for district school
inspectors from 1881 — Mihail Sarafov; Instruction for the organization and management of
primary schools from 1896 — Konstantin Velichkov); rules (Temporary rules for government
fourth-grade schools of April 28, 1879 - Marin Drinov; Temporary rules for real schools of
October 3, 1878 - Marin Drinov; Rules for temporary pedagogical courses of 1879 — Marin
Drinov; Temporary rules for schools in Eastern Rumelia of 1879 - Joakim Gruev); laws (Law on
the material maintenance and educational reorganization of schools of May 21, 1880 - Ivan
Gyuzelev; Law on the division of school districts of 1882; Law on public and private schools of
1885 - Racho Karolev; Law on district school inspectors of 1885 — Racho Karolev; Law on
primary education in Eastern Rumelia of 1880 - Joakim Gruev; Law on school inspectors of 1889
- Georgi Zhivkov; Law on public education of 1891 — Georgi Zhivkov; Law on inspection of
primary and elementary schools of 1898 - Ivan Vazov; Law on amending and supplementing
articles 73, 77, 80, 83, 84 and 166 and repealing articles 85, 86, 168 and 169 of the amending and
supplementing articles 73, 77, 80, 83, 84 and 166 and repealing articles 85, 86, 168 and 169 of the

Law on public education of 1891 — Georgi Zhivkov; Law on amending and supplementing articles



73, 77, 80, 83, 84 and 166 and repealing articles 85, 86, 168 and 169 of the Law on public
education of 1891 — Georgi Zhivkov; Law on amending and supplementing articles 73, 77, 80, 83,
84 and 166 and repealing articles 85, 86, 168 and 169 of the Law education and amendment of
Art. 20 of the Law on the Inspection of Class and Primary Schools of 1907 — Lazar Payakov; Law
on Amendment and Supplement to Articles of the Law on the Inspection of Class and Primary
Schools of 1904 — Ivan Shishmanov; Law on Primary and Secondary Education of 1907 — Nikola
Apostolov); statutes (Temporary Statute for Public Schools of August 29, 1878 — Marin Drinov;
Organic Statute of Eastern Rumelia of 1879); regulations (Regulations for school inspectors from
1890 - Georgi Zhivkov; Regulations for the manner in which teachers are appointed in public
municipal schools, from 1895 - Konstantin Velichkov; Regulations for the examination of district
school inspectors from 1899 - Todor Ivanchov; Regulations for school inspectors from 1899 —
Dimitar Vachov); instructions (Instructions to school inspectors from 1904 — Ivan Shishmanov;
Instructions to school inspectors from 1905 — Ivan Shishmanov), etc. S. Koleva carries out a
thorough content analysis of the information block along the path of the sought-after objective
answers on the chosen topic. The analytical and comparative context of this rich documentation
characterizes the different styles through which the management of educational affairs passed —
“from decentralization in the spirit of the Revival, through increased centralization, when the
appointment, punishments and dismissal of all teachers was the right of the Ministry of Public
Education, to new steps to reduce the concentration of power, control and leadership in the hands
of the central body in the late 1890s” (p. 207).

In the third chapter “Activity of the Inspectorate in Bulgarian Education from 1909 to
19447, the doctoral student comprehensively presents existing concepts regarding the activity
models of the inspectorate in Bulgarian education for the period indicated in the title of the
chapter. The descriptions and analyses based on rich documentation argue the doctoral student’s
position that “the school inspectorate acquires the appearance of a well-built and regulated state
machine, with a streamlined hierarchy and clear rules and instructions for supervising all
educational institutions and participants in education — from school heads and teachers to students
and their parents” (p. 315). The laconic but purposeful presentation of the 1909 Public Education
Act — Nikola Mushanov; The 1912 Act on Amendments and Supplements to Certain Articles of
the Public Education Act — Stefan Bobchev; Regulations on School Inspections of 1922 and 1923

— Stoyan Omarchevski; Regulation on the management, supervision and administration of primary



schools from 1934; Regulations on the supervisory and tutoring service of the Ministry of Public
Education from 1943, etc. are the basis for important conclusions regarding the existing and
disturbed balance at the end of the period under review between the central management of the
education system and local initiative and control. The conclusion is well-argued: "The system of
control and administration of education is going through trends from decentralization and
strengthening of local self-government to extremes such as absolute centralization, comprehensive
state supervision and taking away of any initiative at the local level" (p. 323).

The conclusion is relevant to the tasks set and the main results and points to the expediency
of the development of the inspectorate as an institution for management and control of the
education system. The recommendations made in the conclusion are also relevant: “It is advisable
to use world practice in the field of education management and supervision in combination with
the accumulated own management capital and taking into account local conditions in order to
achieve a quality management model. An efficient distribution of educational power between the
different levels of control is necessary in order to avoid duplication of responsibilities and
obligations of officials... The point is... to fulfill the task of inspection to check, guide, seek and
encourage a positive example, correct inaccuracies and establish the Bulgarian school in its
rightful place on the international stage” (pp. 327 — 328).

It can be summarized that the dissertation work fulfills the goals that the author states that
she sets for herself. Behind the skillful and correct handling of facts and cited sources (documents,
national programs, strategies, statistical and empirical data), behind the arrangement of
information and its interpretation in the context of the studied issue, lies a precise researcher with

profound awareness and responsibility in the processing of scientific and historical facts.

4. Contributions of the dissertation work
The main contributions of the dissertation research have their scientific, practical and social
effect. They are correctly formulated by S. Koleva. As contributing moments, I would personally
summarize:
» The in-depth study of the origins of the inspectorate in Bulgarian education (through
an analysis of an unexplored historical period from 681 to 1878 and derivation of
circumstances that became a condition for the emergence of the supervisory body for

management and control of the educational system); of the trends in the perception



of the inspectorate service in the educational legislation from 1878 to 1944, the
consistent tracking of the changes in the structure of the school inspectorate and in
the duties, powers and functions of the school inspectorates.

» The generalized assessment of the role and importance that the inspectorate service
has for the optimal functioning of the Bulgarian education system in the period
considered in the dissertation work.

» The diverse in content and rich in volume of material on which the analysis and
conclusions of the dissertation are based; the thorough processing and structuring of
the documentary sources; the precision and responsibility with which the documents
and information materials are approached; the moderation and objectivity in the

comparisons and conclusions made.

5. Abstract and publications on the topic of the dissertation

The abstract to the dissertation meets the requirements, gives a clear idea of the content
characteristics and structural parameters of the dissertation; truthfully and accurately presents the
structure and content of the dissertation; clearly reflects its main ideas and contributions. The
doctoral student has fulfilled the scientometric indicators. S. Koleva has three publications on the
topic, where some of the main aspects of the topic are examined in detail.

The organization, design and presented results of the research conducted give reason to

consider the text as original and authentic. I have no doubts about plagiarism.

6. Conclusion

Based on the above-mentioned merits of the dissertation on the topic “Control and
management in Bulgarian education — evolution of the inspectorate as an institution from the
establishment of the Bulgarian state to 1944”, I give my positive assessment.

[ strongly recommend that the esteemed scientific jury award the educational and scientific
degree “Doctor” in scientific specialty 1.1. Theory and Management of Education to Siika
Dimitrova Koleva.
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