Opinion

from Prof. Stoyan Vitlyanov Stoyanov, PhD, lecturer at the Konstantin Preslavsky University
of Shumen

of the competition for the academic position “Associate Professor” in field of education: 2.
Humanities, professional direction 2.4. Religion and Theology (specialty "Church
Archaeology™), for the needs of the Department of Theology at the Konstantin Preslavsky
University of Shumen, announced in SG (State Gazette) no. 65/ 02.08 2024, with candidate
Assoc. Prof. Emil Vasilev Ivanov, PhD.

At the competition for Associate Professor, announced at the Konstantin Preslavsky University
of Shumen for the needs of the Department of "Theology", one candidate appeared — Emil

Vasilev Ivanov.

" Emil Ivanov, born on June 4, 1970 in Panagyurishte, defends 1996 a master's degree
in Theology at the Sofia-University "St. Kliment Ohridski" and 2002 acquires at the Friedrich
Alexander University in Erlagen-Nuremberg, Germany the scientific-educational degree
“Doctor”. He was Associate Professor of Church Archeology at the University of Sofia “St.
Kliment Ohridski”, has a teaching activity, has participated in scientific conferences and
research projects, including international ones, has participated in field archaeological
excavations.

Associate Professor Ivanov presents for participation in the competition a scientific
product, the result of his intensive research activity since 2007 so far. It includes one monograph
(502 pp.), 23 studies and articles (22 of which are sole authorship), published in our and foreign
publications. In the documentation for the competition, 11 citations of his publications by our
and foreign authors are presented. The thematic scope of scientific production is extremely wide
and difficult to systematize. Highlighting certain topics could be perceived as downplaying
others.

In conclusion, colleague Ivanov also presents himself with a habilitation work entitled
"Orthodoxy versus Gothic Arianism in the VI century. According to historical and
archaeological evidence", published in the new series of Yearbooks of Sofia University “St.
Kliment Ohridski”. The study focuses on the political, cultural and religious tensions that led
to the confrontation between the two religious teachings. Through a thorough analysis of
historical and archaeological data, the author explores in detail the relationship between the

Orthodox Byzantine authorities and the Arian Gothic community.



As in the past, as today, religious affiliation remains a key factor in the formation of
cultural and national identity. The historical opposition between Orthodoxy and Arianism in
Europe reflects eternal questions that today find contemporary resonance in the conflicts and
debates about religious tolerance and the integration of different religious groups, underscoring
the importance of this topic.

As the author rightly notes, Arianism, as one of the early significant forms of
Christianity, initiated a long and deep theological controversy that split the Christian
community both theologically and politically. Originating in the 4th century through the
teachings of the Alexandrian presbyter Arius, Arianism questions the traditional understanding
of the nature of Christ and his relationship with God the Father. According to the Arians, Christ
is created and not equal in essence with the Father. This idea is opposed to the decision of the
Councilbf Nicaea (325), which affirmed the dogma of the oneness of the Father and the Son.

Associate Professor Ivanov traces the development of Arianism with attention to
detail, examining the historical circumstances and theological aspects that shaped it. He
analyzes the complex relationship between ecclesiastical and imperial power, emphasizing the
influence of political and cultural factors on its establishment and spread. Ivanov concludes that
Arianism is not just a theological phenomenon, but a key element of the process of Christian
identity formation in late antiquity. Furthermore, he points out that the conflict surrounding
Arianism played a decisive role in establishing the Church by formulating clear dogmatic
positions.

Along with theological and political dimensions, this religious struggle left a deep
imprint on a number of archaeological monuments in the Roman Empire. In areas of Arian
influence, such as northern Italy and northern Africa, this is evident in early Christian
architecture. The decorative elements, the choice of biblical scenes and the emphasis on
symbols reflecting Arian theology emphasize the human nature of Christ and his submission to
the Father. Examples are basilicas, baptisteries, mosaics and mausoleums, with Arian temples
often featuring central plans, a cubic form, with a more ascetic aesthetic compared to orthodox
churches.

After the conquest of Ravenna by the Byzantines in 540, Emperor Justinian I turned
the city into a key Byzantine center in the West. The Arian buildings were handed over to the
Orthodox Church, with the mosaics with Arian symbols removed or blacked out. In contrast to
Arianism, which presented Christ as created and subordinate to God, the new anti-Arian
monuments glorified Christ as eternal God. These monuments feature intricate architecture and

rich mosaics that reflect Byzantine style and theology. The mosaics are filled with golden



backgrounds, intricate ornaments and figures of saints, angels and Christ depicted as
Pantocrator. The architecture includes domes, arches and elaborate plans, symbolizing heavenly
harmony and divine order. All the religious elements emphasize the triumph of Orthodoxy over
Arianism. Among the most notable examples are the Basilica of San Vitale and the Church of
Sant'Apollinare di Classe — both temples with six other early Christian monuments from
Ravenna are included in the UNESCO World Cultural and Natural Heritage List. These
monuments affirm both the religious doctrine and the political power of Justinian as a defender
of the Orthodox faith.

In the context of the above correct historical finding, I would point out only the
sometimes redundant polemic as a criticism. On this note, I do not question the merits of the
thesis. It was printed way back in 2012 and has successfully passed peer review in a previous
competifion as a habilitation thesis, and has undoubtedly been subject to careful evaluation by
a discerning scientific audience. His contribution nature has undoubtedly been noted many
times and on various occasions.

The author deserves recognition for his emphasis on the analysis of historical sources,
which allows for a new reading of key sixth-century texts. This method enriches the
understanding of Justinian I's policy towards the Arians and the complex relationship between
the Goths and the Orthodox. Such an approach reveals lesser-known aspects and adds depth to
the studied issues.

The study contributes significantly to a better understanding of the political
motivation behind the religious conflict, which is important for revealing the essence of the
relationship between the Goths and the Byzantines. The historical evidence for the conflict
between Orthodoxy and Arianism among the Gothic tribes is numerous and varied, including
both Byzantine and Western sources. As colleague Ivanov has repeatedly noted, they reflect the
religious, political and cultural clash between the Byzantine Empire and the Goths, providing
important insight into the methods by which the Byzantine state asserted Orthodoxy and
opposed Arianism. These testimonies are key to understanding the complex dynamics between
religion, politics, and culture in the sixth century, a challenge that the colleague tackled with
ease.

I appreciate the monographic work of Assoc. Prof. Emil Ivanov, PhD as a valuable
and fully contributing study, with the introduction and interpretation of a significant array of
information, the result of long-term research conducted personally by the author. The
monograph and his other works present the colleague as a serious and thorough researcher of

the Church Archaeology, with significant contributions to the range of problems he deals with.



Attracting the most complete possible source base, critical and logical analysis, are distinctive
features of his scientific publishing activity.

The bibliographic citation reference and indexed publications attached to the
documentation are a good indicator of his authority as a scholar. This finding is supported by
his participation with reports at a number of important domestic and international scientific
forums.

After the analysis of the materials presented in the competition, I find it reasonable to
recommend to the Scientific Jury to vote positively for the election of Assoc. Prof. Emil Vasilev
Ivanov, PhD in the academic position of "associate professor" for the education needs of the

Konstantin Preslavsky University of Shumen.
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