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1. Information about the doctoral work, dissertation paper, abstract and 

publications 

I participate in the Scientific Jury, in accordance with the Order of the Rector of Sofia 

University, Prof. Georgi Valchev, PhD. In my capacity as a reviewer, elected at a meeting of 

the Scientific Jury, I confirm the following facts: 

(1) The training was carried out in a regular form of training at the Department of Political 

Science of Sofia University;  

(2) The dissertation was discussed and proposed for public defense by the Department of 

Political Science at the Faculty of Philosophy of Sofia University, protocol No. 3/03.12.2024; 

(3) All procedural and legal requirements for the scheduled public defense procedure have 

been met;  

(4) The dissertation candidate has fulfilled the minimum national requirements under Art. 

2b, para. 2 and 3 of the Law on the Protection of Scientific and Technical Research of the 

Republic of Bulgaria and respectively under Art. 24, para. 1 of the Regulations for the 
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Implementation of the Law on the Protection of Scientific and Technical Research of the 

Republic of Bulgaria; 

(5) The abstract contains the necessary elements and information that correspond to/and 

adequately reflect the content of the dissertation work;  

(6) A reference for the necessary publications is presented – 7 publications (of which 5 are 

in Bulgarian and 2 are in English). All publications reflect individual problems of the 

dissertation research. 

The dissertation submitted for defense is relevant to theory and practice because it provides 

in-depth and systematized information about the participation of women leaders in political life 

in European countries and the effects of their leadership role. Moreover, the focus is on 

analyzing the roles of female leaders of far-right populist parties in Europe, thus enriching the 

analytical tradition in the scientific literature on the issue. As the author of the dissertation 

correctly notes, in the last few years, researchers' interest has been directed towards the problem 

of the effects of female leadership in politics from leaders of left-wing to leaders of right-wing 

political formations. The stated focus is undoubtedly interesting, but it also initially contains 

controversial and academically debate-provoking opportunities for analysis that go beyond the 

standard problems of leadership in politics. This very perspective in the analysis, however, also 

poses many risks and dangers. It is about motivating and theoretical defense of the choice of 

problem areas, criteria for selecting leaders, criteria for comparing different leadership 

practices... It requires exceptional breadth of thinking, theoretical accumulation, culture, 

awareness, and precise research focus for the research to be productive. That is why I applaud 

the doctoral student's choice of topic and appreciate all the difficulties the author of the 

dissertation faced. 

Regarding the topic of the study: it is "attractively formulated", but in my opinion it 

postulates the suggestion that there is a direct relationship between women's participation in 

politics and the rise of national populism in Europe. Such a thesis, on the one hand, is 

controversial and even if arguments are found in its support, they cannot be absolute. On the 

other hand, the thesis in question, implicitly contained in the title of the dissertation, is not 

decomposed into the hypotheses stated by the author. Of course, a careful reading of the 

dissertation rejects such a one-sided analysis. That is why I think that the title of the dissertation 

could be refined to be consistent with the content. That is why I think that the title of the 

dissertation could be refined to be more consistent with the content. The research itself is 
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distinguished by a good combination of theoretical knowledge and skills for practical analysis 

and generalization. 

In terms of content, Tanya Glukhcheva's research is characterized by logical analysis, free 

interpretation of theses and author's opinions, and correctness in references and citations. 

Structurally, the work is situated in an introduction, four chapters, a conclusion and 

references. And here is my second note – in order to have a volume balance between the 

individual structural units, it would be logical for the third chapter (71-83 pp., i.e. 12 pages) to 

be the first paragraph of the next – the fourth chapter. Of course, the choice of structuring the 

text is the prerogative of the author and his or her academic supervisor. 

The total volume of the dissertation – 175 pages (150 pages of main text) meets the 

established standards. The literary sources used (236 in number, in Bulgarian, English and 

Spanish) are completely satisfactory in terms of time relevance and thematic focus. 

The Introduction contains a large part of the required attributes – object and subject; main 

goal; methodological tools (which are used adequately and productively); main research 

question; relevance of the topic; research hypotheses. However, a clearly formulated thesis, 

research objectives and limitations of the study are missing. It is a good impression that the 

doctoral student demonstrates a high level of knowledge of the scientific literature on the 

researched issue, uses it adequately and productively and comments in a motivated manner. 

The analysis consistently presents the following problems: 

First, the emergence, evolution and periodization of national populism; its main 

characteristics are outlined, with an emphasis on the changing attitude of women sympathizers 

of far-right parties and national populist parties towards the role of women in politics; the 

distinction between feminism and far-right "female populism" is correctly examined (first 

chapter); 

Secondly, a review of basic understandings and theories of leadership and the typology of 

leaders was carried out in search of an answer to the question of which leadership qualities and 

styles are inherent in/valued in women leaders of far-right parties (chapter two); 

Third, the main methods of the study are presented - case study, QCA method, biographical 

analysis, contextual analysis, comparative method - and the place and weight of the indicated 

methods in the study is defended with motivation (third chapter); 
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Fourth, a successful attempt has been made to apply the main theoretical premises and the 

stated methodology to the study of six separate cases of female leaders of far-right populist 

parties in Europe - Pia Kjaersgaard (Danish People's Party), Siv Jensen (Norwegian Progressive 

Party), Marine Le Pen (National Rally, France), Giorgia Meloni (Italian Brothers), Frauke Petry 

(Alternative for Germany), Alice Weidel (Alternative for Germany) – fourth chapter. In my 

opinion, the highest assessment of achieved results can be given precisely to this chapter. The 

requirement to use the same criteria in a comparative analysis of different cases has been met: 

specificity of the party; at what point is leadership realized; personal characteristics of the 

leader; management style; degree of institutionalization of the party. 

It is very impressive that each of the three chapters ends with precisely formulated 

conclusions and conclusions from the analysis. This shows a good degree of thoughtfulness and 

the personal position of the author. 

The conclusion synthetically presents the results obtained and the conclusions reached by 

the author. 

In terms of content, I specifically make the following comments, following the logic and 

structure of the text: 

In Chapter One, the dissertation examines and interprets basic theoretical and 

methodological issues related to clarifying basic problems such as national populism; reasons 

for the emergence of national populism; "waves" of far-right populism; national populist leader; 

characteristics of a female leader of national-populist parties, electoral support and 

sympathizers of female leaders of the aforementioned parties, misogyny, etc. The dissertation's 

choice to situate the study in Kas Mude's research understanding of far-right populist parties is 

justified. Based on a thorough review of the scientific literature on the topic and an analysis of 

the situation in European countries, the author reaches the following reasoned conclusions: (1) 

all far-right populist parties cite immigration and security as the main problems in their country 

and are similar in the ideas and values they defend, although new characteristics also appear in 

different countries, a result of differences in the political context; (2) the fourth wave of far-

right populism is heterogeneous; the traditional family and its roles are defended; (3) the relative 

share of female sympathizers and female leaders of far-right populist parties is increasing; (4) 

there is a new qualitative transformation of national populism. I consider the main merit of the 

analysis in Chapter One to be the correct and focused analysis of the available scientific 

literature and the interdisciplinary view on the topic. 
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Chapter two synthetically presents the different approaches to studying leadership, with an 

emphasis on focusing on socio-psychological and political approaches (qualities, situational, 

styles, types of authority). Classical (Weber) and newer (Fiedler, Kerr, McKenzie, Jermier, etc.) 

approaches and theories are presented. In this line of reasoning, I think that the analysis would 

benefit if the dissertation candidate more convincingly motivated the criteria for choosing the 

indicated approaches, from the point of view of the research goals set (this has been fully 

achieved only with regard to theories of the charismatic leader). A very good impression is 

made in the second chapter by the systematization of leadership qualities according to the 

different approaches to leadership, which the author attempts to decompose when presenting 

the individual cases in the fourth chapter. 

In the Third Chapter of the dissertation research, the features and specifics of the 

methodological approaches used in the analysis are competently examined, in view of their 

advantages and disadvantages in relation to the research goals. Once again, I would like to note 

that this structural unit of the dissertation, related to the presentation of a conceptual framework 

for case studies, can be separated as a separate paragraph in the next chapter, and not as an 

independent one. 

The fourth chapter, in my opinion, is the most useful and interesting because it focuses on 

the analysis and evaluation of specific cases of women leaders of far-right political formations 

in Europe. The behavioral patterns of the studied cases are systematized according to criteria 

determined by the author: antifeminism, anti-immigrants, Euroscepticism, support for the 

traditional family, nationalism, styles (authoritarian, democratic), charisma and populism. The 

results of this analysis at the level of conclusions and assessments undoubtedly enrich scientific 

research and have a contributing character. 

2. Evaluation of scientific and applied scientific contributions 

I generally accept the author's self-assessment of the contributions to the dissertation 

research because: 

First, the similarity and difference in leadership style, type of authority and party strategy 

of female leaders of far-right (national-populist) parties was studied; 

Secondly, it is argued that in far-right populist parties, in periods of crisis or electoral 

stagnation, the possibility of women being elected as leaders increases; 
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Third, the thesis is argued that in far-right populist parties, charismatic authority is a major 

factor in leadership for both men and women, but unlike men, female leaders of far-right 

populist parties are to a much lesser extent authoritarian. 

Fourth, the thesis is empirically substantiated that in far-right populist parties, women 

leaders successfully "lead the party to participation in power" and seek to expand the social 

base and support; without changing the ideology and rhetoric of the formations they represent. 

In my opinion, contributions numbered 1 and 2 are of a scientific-theoretical nature; and 

contributions numbered 3 and 4 are of a practical-applied nature. 

The results achieved in the dissertation research demonstrate the author's skills in analyzing, 

summarizing and systematizing theoretical and empirical information and are proof of the 

validity of the claims for the PhD in the field of Political Science. 

3. Critical notes, recommendations and questions 

In my review, I reflected some substantive and structural critical remarks. I also allow 

myself a critical remark of a technical nature – the dissertation text contains a significant 

number of spelling, punctuation and grammatical errors, which disrupts the overall positive 

attitude towards the work. 

I also pose a specific question: what is the significance of (how is it reflected in) the attitude 

towards women's participation in politics as a characteristic of the national political culture in 

the five countries analyzed? 

4. Conclusion 

The dissertation work of Tanya Georgieva Glukhcheva contains theoretical and applied-

practical results. I assess that the dissertation work satisfies the requirements of the Law on the 

Protection of the Rights of Persons with Disabilities and the Regulations for its Implementation. 

That is why I propose to the scientific jury to award Tanya Glukhcheva the PhD degree in 

the professional field 3.3. Political Science (Political Science - Comparative Political Science). 

 

20.03.2025, Sofia                                     Signature: ……………………… 

                                                                    (Prof. Blaga Blagoeva, PhD) 


