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2.2. History and Archaeology

The Balkan Wars have long attracted the attention of historians, as they represent a turning
point in Bulgaria’s history after Liberation. Few unknown issues remain on this topic. One of them
concerns public opinion and how it is shaped under the influence of the media. It is surprising that
this issue has somehow remained outside the focus of specialists. Yasen Todorov sets himself the
task of filling this gap. The topic of his dissertation has not been comprehensively studied in
Bulgarian historiography so far; in this sense, it is indeed relevant.

The submitted work consists of 476 pages and is divided into five chapters. It has a coherent
and academically grounded structure, with clearly defined object and subject of research.

In the introduction, the aim of the study is clearly formulated, along with the main research
tasks and methodological framework. The principal sources used are indicated, and the required
historiographical review is presented. However, it is not sufficiently justified why the doctoral
candidate has chosen specifically the newspaper Utro.

The first chapter is introductory and explains the situation on the eve of the Balkan Wars,
how and why they broke out. The creation of the Balkan League is presented briefly but with
attention to detail. In view of the subsequent chapters, the military actions during the two Balkan
Wars and the resulting international treaties are appropriately outlined. It would have been better
if, in too many places, the text did not simply list events beginning with “on such-and-such a
date...”. The conclusion of this chapter is insufficient and weak.

The second chapter is devoted to the development of the Bulgarian press, and to some

extent Bulgarian journalism, on the eve of the Balkan Wars. Particularly interesting is the section



on censorship imposed in Bulgaria with the outbreak of hostilities—a practice characteristic of all
warring countries. It is somewhat puzzling why works by Georgi Borshukov and Vladimir
Topencharov were not used in this chapter.

The third chapter examines the First Balkan War as reflected in the pages of the newspaper
Utro. Carefully, day by day, it shows how events were reported in the newspaper. The war itself is
divided into several periods, which is a sound and fully justified approach. The period on the eve
of the war up to the first armistice, the armistice period, the resumption of hostilities, and the time
from the new armistice to the conclusion of the London Treaty are presented sequentially.

The fourth chapter is structured in a similar way, tracing the Inter-Allied War through the
pages of Utro. Here too, the events are logically divided into periods: between the London Peace
and 16 June 1913, between the beginning of the war and the Bucharest Treaty, and between that
treaty and the Constantinople Treaty.

The doctoral candidate has done an excellent job by indicating, for each issue, not only the
date and number but also the size of the newspaper. The frequent inclusion of images of Utro,
usually its front page, contributes to a fuller understanding of the text. An even stronger impression
is made by the analytical and summarizing conclusions at the end of each respective period. There
are also introductory remarks by the author outlining the main events.

Interestingly, despite its rather patriotic style, delays in information, lack of correspondents
at the front, and the practical inability to provide substantial military information, the newspaper
still fell under censorship and repeatedly featured “blank columns” indicating the intervention of
censors. Evidently, even Utro was not sufficiently precise for the military authorities.

The fifth chapter is very interesting, as it presents a comparison between Utro and other
independent publications such as Dnevnik and Sofiyska Vecherna Poshta. For this purpose, control
issues from each newspaper have been examined.

The conclusion is well-argued, but it might have been better if, instead of discussing the
Balkan Wars in general terms, greater attention had been paid to the main topic—the press and its
role during the period in question.

The work is written in a clear and accessible style and is easy to read. Despite some minor
inconsistencies, the scholarly apparatus meets the requirements.

Ultimately, Yasen Todorov has fully achieved his stated goal—to critically trace how the

two wars were reflected in the pages of Utro. It is evident that the doctoral candidate has gone so



deeply into detail that he is able to specify which issues were not published and for what reason,
to identify incorrect dates and issue numbers, to determine the correspondent who wrote a given
article—even when it was unsigned.

The notes at the end of the work, providing brief information on key figures, are a good decision.
If the doctoral candidate intends to publish the work, which I strongly support, it would be better
for these notes to appear as footnotes on each page.

Yasen Todorov has not only examined how a daily newspaper conveyed the events of the
turbulent years 1912—-1913 to its readers, but has also succeeded in exploring how the press shaped
the attitudes of Bulgarian society.

In this regard, I would pose one question to the doctoral candidate: what was the circulation
of Utro in 1912 and 1913, given the claim that it played a determining role in shaping Bulgarian
public opinion?

Given that Bulgarian historiography still lacks a comprehensive and synthetic study
devoted to the reflection of the Balkan Wars in the non-partisan daily press, there are no grounds
for suspicion of plagiarism.

It is also necessary to emphasize that the documents submitted by the doctoral candidate
and the procedure for announcing the public defense fully comply with the Regulations for the
Award of Academic Degrees at Sofia University “St. Kliment Ohridski,” as well as with the
relevant provisions of the Academic Staff Development Act and its implementing regulations. The
abstract (29 pages) accurately reflects the content of the dissertation. Three publications on the
dissertation topic are listed, meeting the legal requirements.

In conclusion, a valuable dissertation has been presented, clearly meeting the requirements
for the award of the educational and scientific degree “Doctor,” whose originality is beyond doubt.
It is, in itself, evidence of well-developed professional skills. It is gratifying that the doctoral
candidate has taken into account the remarks made during the discussion at the primary academic
unit and has made evident efforts to revise the text accordingly.

All of the above gives me confidence to provide a positive evaluation of the dissertation
“The Balkan Wars Through the Lens of the Non-Partisan Daily Press,” and I can state that I will
vote in favor of awarding the educational and scientific degree “Doctor” in professional field 2.2.

History and Archaeology to Yasen Todorov Todorov.
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