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PE3IOMETA
Ha nyOAMKanumuTe Ha ra. ac. 4-p Jlanneaa /Jedesa,
IpeACTaBeHN) 3a yJacTue B KOHKYPC 3a akageMI4IHa AABXHOCT AOLIeHT
1o npodecronaaHo Hapasaenue 3.3. [Toantuaeckn Hayku (EBponencruka - — crpaHo3HaHMe
Ha HEMCKOe3MYHNTEe CTPaHU C IIpeIioJaBaHe Ha HeMCKIU e3UK — TepPMUHOAOTIS Ha eBPOIIeliCKITe
VHCTUTYLIVN)

Momnorpadus

1. Mexxay TBOp4YecTBO 1 MUpOTBOp4YecTBO. Harpagara 3a Mmup Ha repMaHCKOTO
KHUTOpa3IpoCcTpaHeHNe U KyaTyparTa Ha 11aMmeTtTa B 'epmannms, ISBN:978-954-07-5828-2,
YN "Cs. Kanment Oxpuackn”, Codpns 2023

OcHoBHata MoHOrpadums, IpejcTaBeHa 3a y4yacTue B KOHKypca, IpeAcTaBAsiBa MalljaOHO
u3cleABaHe Ha XapaKTepHHTe OCOOeHOCTM Ha TepMaHCKaTa IOAMTHKa 3a IaMeT B I10CAeJHUTe
TpUAECeT TOAVIHM, OTpa3eHM B AMCKYPCUMBHOTO IIpOCTpaHCTBO Ha Harpagara sa mup Ha
TepMaHCKOTO KHUTOpa3npocTpaHeHre. AHaAM3MpaHU ca IIeCcT4eceT pedy Ha JaypeaTure U
TeXHUTe AaygaTopu B mepmoga 1989-2019 r. u ca aOcTpaxmpaHm U MHTepIpeTHpaHU TeMH,
IIepuoAY, CHOUTNSA, AMIHOCTY, IIPON3BeAeHs, AeDaTu, CTepeOTUIIN, peaaunit, Torocy, GUIypu,
KOUTO IIPSIKO MAN HEeIpsKO yKasBaT KbM MMHAA0TO U HacToslleTo Ha 'epmanuis, 11oaoxeHu B
Iapagurmara Ha KOAeKTUBHaTa Iamer.

B wacr I Buvéedenue ca OOOCHOBaHM CMICAEHOCTTa M aKTyaAHOCTTa Ha W3CAeABaHeTo,
dopMyanpaHu ca IpejMeTa, IleAUTe, MeTOJOAOTMATAa U CTPyKTypaTa My M aHaAU3MpaH
pecypchT Ha M3cAeBaHe B HeropaTa IIs1.A0CT — KOpIychT Ha peuute. B wacr II. Hazpadama sa mup —
cmamym u 3HaueHue ca IIpeACTaBeHM MCTOpHU:ATa, CTaTyTa, HpoOlieAypuUTe M 3HA4eHMeTO Ha
uscaeasanoro oramane. Yacr IIl. Miemopus, namem, udenmuurocm: uscAedo6amecku u noAUMuHecku
3a0a4u e TeoOpeTUYeH aHaAM3 Ha KOMILAeKCHaTa B3alIMHa OOyCAOBEHOCT MeXAYy UCTOopuATa U
I1TaMeTTa KaTO KOHKYpMpall ce, HO I HeOTAe AUMU II0AXOAM B U3CAeABaHeTO Ha MIMHAA0TO, KaKTO
U IIOHATUATA "KyATypa Ha IameTTa’ 1 'moauTtuka Ha namet'. Caeasamata uacm IV. Kyamypama na
namemma u Hazpadama 3a mup 6 HetHus KOHMeEKCn IIPOCAeAsABa HAKOAKO AeCeTUAETUs OT
repMaHcKaTa MCTOpHU:S — OT Ch3JaBaHeTO Ha ABeTe repMaHCKU perny0Aukm 1pes 1949 r. g0 anec,
IIpe3 IpuaMara Ha JeDara 3a HallMCTKOTO MuHaa0. Ha ¢ona Ha TO31U mcropmuyeckn rmporiec ce
MHTepHIpeTrpa HA4MHBT, 110 KOMTO KypaTOpUyMbT Ha IIpU3a pearupa Ha TpaHcpopMalumure u
aKIIeHTHUTe B TO3U AeDaT 1 Ha BBTPEIIHO- i BPHIITHOIOANTIYeCcKaTa CUTyalys BboOIIe.

CBIIMHCKIAT aHaAMU3 Ha AVICKYPCUBHOTO ITPOCTPAHCTBO Ha OTAMYMeETO oOXxBala nepuoga 1989-
2019 r. XpoHOAOIMYHO Ca aHAAM3MpaHU IIecTJeceTTe peuld Ha JdaypeaTUTe U AayAaTOPUTe,
pasdedeHU B TpU JeceTUAeTHs, M ca HallpaBeHM OOOOIIeHMs 3a OTKpoOsBalluTe ce
XapaKTepUCTUKM Ha repMaHCcKaTa KyATypa Ha IIaMeTTa B CbOTBeTHIS IIePHUOA.
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B sakaiouenmero Ha mscaegsanero (4act VI.) ca msBegeHm pesyaTaTuTe OT Hero: ITbPBO,
3HaummocTTa Ha Harpagara sa Mup kxaTo mHcTaHIMs1, CTaOMAM3Mpalia ChBpeMeHHaTa TepMaHCKa
KOAEKTMBHA MAEHTUYIHOCT 1104 MOTOTO ,llameTra KaTo OTTOBOpHOCT” M eTMYHaTa Ilapajurma
,Huxora noseue”. Tazu QyHKIMA OTAMYMETO U3IIBAHABA KAKTO BbB BhTpeIlleH I141aH, B CMMUChA
Ha ceOeyTBpbK4aBaHe Ha TepPMaHCKOTO ODIeCTBO, Taka U B AUIAOMAaTUIECKU — KaTO €3KeroAHO
IIperoTBbp>KJaBaHe Ha JeMOKpaTudHusl pyHaameHT Ha PPI, a ortam 1 Ha MeXXAyHapOAHUSA 11
npectiok. Bropo, cremnenra, B KoATO caMopa3OupaHeTo Ha TepMaHCKOTO OOIeCTBO ce OCHOBaBa
Ha NyOAMYHHUTE perpe3eHTallMM Ha IlaMeTTa 3a HAIJUCTKUsA PeXUM U IIO-CIelMalHO 3a
Xoaokocra. Tpero, HaumHHUTEe, IO KOUTO OpaTOpuTe (Aaypeatu U AayAaTopu), KOUTO B
npeo0OJajaBaljata CM 4YacT He ca TIepMaHIM, KOHCTpyupaT peTOpPUYHO eJHa cChOupareaHa
BBHIIIHA IlepcreKkTrBa KbM I'epMaHus 1 HeliHaTa AMHAMMKa B X042 Ha A4€CeTUAETHSL.

Koraro mpes 1950 r. 3a npsT mbT ce BpbuBa Harpagarta 3a Mmup, B TOKy-IIO ydpeJeHUTe ABe
repMaHCKM perny0AMKM U B odedeHa EBporla crmoMeHBT OT BOJHATa € ChbBCeM HeIOCpeACTBEH.
IToBeue oT ceaemaeceT TOAMHH ITO-KbCHO CPaBHUTE/AHO MalKa 4acT OT XOpaTa B 3allaJHMs CBAT
MMa AMYEeH OIUT C BOeHeH KOHPAUKT MAY ITOCAeANLITe OT HeTo. 3aTOBa, KOTaTO MUPBT OTHOBO
e 3acTpallleH, HeropaTa Ilo3aOpaBeHa HacCBIIIHOCT MOXe Ja ce ,IIpUIIOMHIN” yOejuTeaHO CbC
cpeAcTBaTa Ha KOJeKTuBHaTa HameT. IIma obaue u agpyra yacT OT eBpOIEeCKNUTe, B YaCTHOCT
repMaHCKITe I'pa’kJaHM, 3a KOUTO BOJHATa e He UCTOPUYeCK) pa3Ka3 U Bb3IIOMeHaTeeH TOIIOC,
a AMYHa 1 HaCTosIIIIa JKUTelicKa Tpareaus. MMAMOHNUTe MUTpaHTH, HACKOPO HaMepuAM yOe Kulle
B I'epmanmsa (EBpora), KakTo 1 Ollle HO-roAsMara 4acT repMaHIM (€BpOIeNy) ¢ MUTPAHTCKN
IIpOU3X04, YMUTO ceMelcTBa OTjaBHa >KuseAT B l'epmanms (Espoma), HsiMa kKak ga Obaar
BKAIOYeH! AeCHO 1 0e3KOH(pAMKTHO B cOIlMalHaTa U IOAUTHYecKa paMKa Ha Beue yTBbpJAeHaTta
KyATypa Ha rtameTTa. Huto ek Ts1 camaTa MOXKe ga OCTaHe HeIIpOMeHeHa, aBTopedepeHIIialHa
MAM  IIPOMEHsINa Cce eAUHCTBeHO CIpsAMO  COOCTBeHMUTe CUM  CTaHAapTu. Beuuxn
IpeAM3BUKaTEACTBa HA MYATUKYATYPHIUTE eBPOIIeIICKM ODIIlecTBa 3acsrar 1 TeXHUTe ITOAUTUKI
3a maMer. Caea cpuBa Ha coluaancTideckus 010K u odeauHeHneTo Ha I'epmanns n Espomna
3arlagHaTa 4yacT HegopasOpa (1A He TIo>Keaa Ja pasbepe) MCTOPUIECKN OINUT M UCTOpUYecKaTa
ITaMeT Ha M3TOYHaTa I IIPOCTO s MHTerpypa HsKaK B COOCTBeHIsI CVi KOMeMopaTyBeH MoJeA. Topa
oDaye HsIMa Kak ga ce CAy4M C ,KOAeKTMBHATa IlaMeT” Ha 1leA PervoHM C IMBUAU3ALVIOHHO
pasAMyHM ¥ AOPU OIO3UIIMOHHM Ha €BPONENCKUTEe II@eHHOCTHM CHUCTeMU, IIepCIeKTUBH,
MCTOPUYECKH, a M HaCTOSIIIY TPaBMI.

* 0k %

The main monograph submitted for the competition is a large-scale study of the characteristic
features of the German memory politics in the last thirty years, reflected in the discursive space
of the Peace Prize of German Book Trade. Sixty speeches of the laureates and their laudators in
the period 1989-2019 have been analyzed. Themes, periods, events, persons, works, debates,
stereotypes, realities, topoi, figures that directly or indirectly refer to the past and the present of
Germany have been abstracted and interpreted in the paradigm of collective memory.
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In Part I. Introduction, the relevance of the research the subject is explained and goals,
methodology and structure are formulated. The research resource - the corpus of speeches as a
rhetorical object, is analyzed. Part II. The Peace Prize — Status and Meaning, presents the history,
status, procedures and meaning of the award explored. In Part IIl. History, Memory, Identity as
Research and Political Tasks the complex interdependence between history and memory as
competing but also inseparable approaches to the past a theoretically analyzed, as well as the
concepts of "memory culture" and "memory politics". The next Part IV. The culture of memory and
the Peace Prize in its context traces several decades of the German history — from the establishment
of the two German republics in 1949 to the present day, through the prism of the debate about
the Nazi past. Against the background of this historical process, the reaction of the prize jury to
the transformations and highlights of this debate is interpreted.

The actual analysis of the discursive space of the award covers the period 1989-2019. The sixty
speeches of the laureates and laudators are chronologically analyzed in Part V., divided into three
decades. Conclusions about the features of the German culture of memory in the examined period
are made.

In the conclusion of the research (Part VI.) its results are presented: first, the significance of the
Peace Prize as an instance stabilizing the modern German collective identity under the motto
"Memory as responsibility" and the ethical paradigm "Never again". This function the award
tulfills both internally, in the sense of self-affirmation of German society, and diplomatically - as
an annual reaffirmation of the democratic foundation of the Federal Republic of Germany, and
hence its international prestige. Second, the extent to which the German society's self-
understanding is based on public representations of the memory of the Nazi regime and the
Holocaust in particular. Third, the ways in which the speakers (laureates and laudators), who are
predominantly non-German, rhetorically construct a collective external perspective on Germany
and its dynamics during several decades.

When the Peace Prize was established in 1950, the memory of the war in the two German
republics and in divided Europe was very immediate. More than seventy years later, relatively
few people in the Western world have personal experience of military conflict or its aftermath.
Therefore, when peace is threatened again, its forgotten reality can be convincingly recalled
through the means of collective memory. However, there is also another part of the European, in
particular of the German citizens, for whom the war is not a historical narrative and
commemorative topos, but a personal and immediate life tragedy. Millions of migrants who have
recently found refuge in Germany (Europe), as well as the even greater number of Germans
(Europeans) of migrant origin whose families have long lived in Germany (Europe), cannot be
easily and without conflict included into the social and political framework of the usual memory
culture. Nor can it itself remain unchanged and self-referential, changing only according to its
own standards. All the challenges of multicultural European societies also affect their memory
politics. After the collapse of the socialist regime and the reunification of Germany and Europe,
the West World misunderstood (or was not willing to understand) the historical experience and
historical memory of East Europe and simply integrated it somehow into its own commemorative
model. However, this cannot happen with the "collective memory" of entire regions with value
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systems, perspectives, historical and current traumas which are civilizationally different and even
oppositional to the European ones.

Cratum B HayvHO CIIMCaHIe:

1. HenTpoBe 1 nepudepnn B myOAMdIHaTa IIaMeT 1 3cAeaBaHMATa Ha X0A0KOCTa,
I'epmaHmcTiKa U CKaHAMHABUCTIKA, issue: 3, 2023, ISSN (online): 2815-2867,
doi:https://doi.org/10.60055/GerSk.2023.3.134-151

TexcTpT pasraexxa akTyaaHUs TpaHCHAIIMIOHAAeH AMICKYpPC 3a X0A0KOCTa (ITIOAUTUKH, ITyDAMYHA
IlaMeT, Hay4yHU M3CAeABaHMs) ITpe3 KOHIeMIMsATa 3a IIeHTbp U nepudepus B ABa acIeKkra:
IIPOCTPAHCTBEH U ChAbprKaTeAeH. Pasraexaar ce HalMOHAAHM KOHTEKCTH, IIPeACTaBUTeAHM 3a
LIeHTbpa U 3a pa3ANYHM CTelleHN Ha Ilepu@epHOCT. AHaAU3BT IT03BOASIBA Aa Ce HaIlpaB! U3BOJa,
ye ype3 IleA€HACOYeHM IIOAUTUYECKM MepKU B IIOCACAHUTE JeCeTUACTUs IIlaMeTTa U
u3cAeABaHIATa 32 XOA0KOCTa Bede ca YTBbPAeHM KaTo PUATDHP 3a CAMOAHAAN3 Ha eBPOIIeViCKITe
HallMOHaAHM OOIIeCTBa, KaTo IOKa3aTeA 3a HMBOTO Ha TsAXHaTa AeMOKPaTUMYHOCT M AOPU Ha
BBHIIHONOAUTNYECKOTO UM MO3UIIVIOHMPaHe.

* 0k %

The paper examines the current transnational discourse on the Holocaust (policies, public
memory, research) through the concept of center and periphery in two aspects: a) in regard to
national societies; b) in regard to historical content. National contexts representative of the center
and of various degrees of the periphery are considered. The analysis leads to the conclusion that
targeted political measures in recent decades have established Holocaust memory and research
as a filter for self-analysis of European national societies, as an indicator of the level of their
democracy and even of their foreign policy positioning.

2. Inconveniences of Memory. The Monument to the Soviet Army and Georgi Dimitrov’s
Mausoleum in Sofia after 1989, Acta Poloniae Historica, issue: 126, 2022, pages:89-100,
doi:https://doi.org/10.12775/APH.2022.126.05

Tasu cratusa pasraexga TpaHcpopMauMuTe Ha KOAeKTHMBHATa IIaMeT, INpeAu3BUKaHU OT
CbXpaHsBaHe, OTCTpaHsBaHe MAU IIpejepUHUpPaHe M PeKOHTeKCTyaAu3MpaHe Ha ITaMeTHUIIN.
Tesu Tpancdopmarun paskpusaT KOHKypPeHIMATa Ha ITOANTUYECKU ¥ MA0A0TMIeCKI HapaTUBA
B ObArapckoTro obOmjectBo cae 1989. AmaamsupaT ce gBa Kasyca: pa3pylllaBaHeTO Ha Bede
npasHmusa mapsodeil Ha I'eoprm Aumwntpos npe3 1999 r. u 3anassanero Ha IlameTHmka Ha
cpBeTcKaTa apmusa B Codus. /BaTa pumepa ca IloKka3aTeAH! 3a BAaCTOBY KOHCTeAallny, KOUTO
BbB BTOPU: MMAaT U SICHO pa3lO3HaBaeMl BHHITHOIIOAUTUYECKM M3MePeHMs (OTHOLIEHMSATa C
Pycus). AJebGatute, KOMTO IIepUOAMYHO Ce aKTUBUPAT, Hali-Bede OTHOCHO Ilamernuka Ha



17.PublicationsSummary

CbBeTCKaTa apMIL, II0Ka3BaT ANIICaTa Ha I10CAeJ0BaTelHa IMOANTVIKa Ha IIaMeT 1 IIPVMHINITHO
OpOTUBOpEINBIUTE HardaCc KbM KOMYHUCTIMYECKOTO MITHAaA0 B 6’BAFapCKOTO O6IlIeCTBO.

* % *

The paper discusses the transformations of memory caused by the preservation,

removal or redefinition and recontextualization of memorials. These transformations indicate the
competition between political and ideological narratives in Bulgarian society after 1989. Two
cases are analysed: the deconstruction of Georgi Dimitrov’s already-empty mausoleum

in 1999 and the Monument to the Soviet Army, still standing in Sofi a. Both instances are
significant indicators of power constellations, which, in the second case, also have a precise
foreign policy dimension (relations with Russia). The periodically activated debates, especially
concerning the Monument to the Soviet Army, indicate the absence of a coherent memory policy
and general ambiguous attitudes in Bulgarian society towards the communist past.

3. Kyarypa n moantuxm Ha rmameTTa B 'epmanns - mpeanocTraBky 1 KpUTHKa,
®uaocodus, Tom 30, 6poit 2, 2021, c.: 180-191, ISSN (print): ISSN 0861-6302, ISSN (online):1314—
8559

TekcTsT aHaAm3pa CbBpeEMEHHNA 4e6aT 3a KyaTypaTa M IIOAUTUKNUTE Ha IlaMeT B FepMaHI/[;[,
KOMTO BBB BINCOKa C(CTelleH InMaT " O6LL[O€BpOH€I7[CK8 BaAMMAHOCT. Te ce ocHoBaBaT Ha
IHOAUTNYECKMsI KOHCEHCYyC, 4Ye IlaMeTTa 3a U3BbpIIeHnuTe B MMHAJAOTO KOAEKTVMBHNI
INPEeCThIIACHIS, B YaCTHOCT 3a XOAOKOCTa, " II0O9NTTa KbM JKEPTBUTE Ca Oa3ucHO ycaoBue 3a
OIla3BaH€ Ha YOBEIIKITE IIpaBa. BB BTOpaTa YacCT Ha CTaTlsITa €€ pa3rae’XdaTr pasAndHn
KpUTNMYIECKM IIO3MINN KbM KOHIEIINNMATA I IIPpaKTMKaTa Ha KyATypaTa Ha IlaMeTTa, pecIl.
ITIOAMTHUKIUTE Ha IIaMeT B TepMaHI/m

* 0k %

The paper analyses the contemporary debate about memory culture and memory policy in
Germany which are relevant for Europe as well. They base on the political consensus that the
memory of collective crimes committed in the past, especially of the Holocaust, and the honour
to the victims, are a basic prerequisite for the protection of human rights. In the second part of
the paper different critical views on the conception and practice of memory culture and memory
policy in Germany are discussed.

4. Der Schatten des Eisernen Vorhangs — Europadische Erinnerungspolitik 30 Jahre nach der
friedlichen Revolution, Siidosteuropa Mitteilungen, Heft 5/2020, S. 55-66, ISSN (print): 0340-
174X

CratmsaTra mM3caeiBa Bpb3KaTa MeXAy Bb3XOoda Ha  IIONYAUCTKM — ABVDKEHUSI B
IIOCTKOMYHVCTUYECKUTE AbP>KaBy, aKTyaAU3paHeTo Ha pasaeaeHnero VIsTok-3amnaa B Esporia
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u Aebata 3a ABaTa ToAeMy TOTaAUTapHM pexkuMa Ha XX BeK. AHaausupar ce moantukute Ha EC
3a IIaMeT U MCTOPpMYECKO Ch3HaHIE C Orde/ Ha OINMTa B TAX Ja Ce MHTerpupa IO-YCIIeIITHO
MCTOPUYECKIAT OINUT Ha IIOCTKOMYHUCTIYECKUTE CTpaH! ITpe3 IleproduTe Ha AuKTaTypa. Tosa e
UAIOCTPUPAHO B gBeTe pesoaionuu Ha Esponerickusa napaamenT ot 2009 r. n 2019 r. B ekckypca
ce pasraexkga BB3MOKHOCTTa 3a IIOMMpPeHMe KaTo KpailHa MOpaAHO-IIOAUTHYECKa Ilel Ha
OAUTUKNITE Ha IIaMeT.

* % *

The paper examines the relation between populism in post communist states, the revived East-
West divide in Europe and the debate about the two great totalitarian regimes of the 20th century.
I analyze the EU’s memory and historical awareness policies and their objective of integrating the
historical experience of post communist countries during the dictatorship periods in the
conception of a common European memory and identity, as illustrated in the two resolutions of
the European Parliament of 2009 and 2019. The excursus reflects on reconciliation as a final moral
policy goal of the memory policies.

5. Erinnerung und Identitit in Europa: zwischen Selbstkritik und Selbstbewusstsein, Studia
Philologica, vol: 39, issue:3, 2020, pages: 223-235, ISSN (print):2534-918X, ISSN (online):2534-
9236

B cratusara ce aHaamsupat akTyaaHute rnoantuky Ha EC 3a mMaeHTMYHOCT U IaMeT B TsAXHATa
B3alMO3aBUCUMOCT. KputmuHo ce pasraexxkda Hallpe>XXeHUETO MeXXJAy HachbpyaBaHeTO Ha
noaoxureana naentudukanys ¢ EC u gpoxyca BbpXy TBMHOTO MIHaA0 Ha EBpomna ot mbpBara
1oAoBMHa Ha XX BeK, KaKTO U KOHIeNIMsATa 3a "yHUBepcaAHNUTe'" eBpOIeliCKM 1IeHHOCTU KaTo
OCHOBEH I104X0J, KbM 0OOIIlaTa eBpoIielicka MAeHTIYHOCT.

This article deals with the EU's current identity and memory policies in their interdependance.
The tension between promoting a positive identification with the EU and the focus on Europe's
dark past from the first half of the 20th century as well as the concept of "universal" European
values as the main approach to a common European identity is critically discussed.

6. "Macht und Ohnmacht des Dichterwortes". Der Friedenspreis des Deutschen Buchhandels
und der Islam. In: Figuren des Transnationalen. (Re-)Visionen der deutschsprachigen
Gegenwartsliteratur, Hrsg. Svetlana Arnaudova, Doerte Bischoff. Thelem, 2020, S.: 267-280,
ISBN: 978-3-95908-511-3

B Tosu TekcT ce mpocaeasBar aklleHTU B geOara 3a ucadMa B I'epmanus or rocaeaHute Tpu
Aecetuaerus rpe3 ¢uarbpa Ha Harpagara 3a Mup Ha repMaHcKOTO KHUTOpa3IpOCTpaHeHNe.
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AHaausupar ce IyOAMYHUTE AMCKYCHMM OKOAO OTAMYaBaHETO M peuyuTe Ha IepMaHcKaTa
Aaypeatute opueHtaancrka AneMapu Illnumea (1995), aayaanmoro Ha [tonTep I'pac 3a Typckus
mcartea SAmap Kemaa (1997), KakTo 11 KOHTEKCTBT I pednTe Ha mucareante Acus Jxedap (2000),
Opxan I1amyxk (2005), byaaem Cancaa (2011) u Hasua Kepmann (2015).

* % %

This text traces highlights of the debate on Islam in Germany over the last three decades through
the filter of the Peace Prize of German Book Distribution. The public discussions surrounding the
awarding and speeches of the German laureate orientalist Annemarie Schimmel (1995), Gilinther
Grass's laudation of the Turkish writer Yasar Kemal (1997), as well as the context and speeches
of the writers Asiya Djebar (2000), Orhan Pamuk (2005), Bualem Sansal (2011) and Navid Kermani
(2015) are analyzed.

7. Harpaaara 3a Mup Ha repMaHCKOTO KHUTropasmnpocrpaHenue (2010-2018) u rmyOamaHmsiT
anckypc B 'epmanms - cb3Byuns u aucoHaHcn. B: JO6uaeen coopumk 20 roaguHn kateapa
"Espontencruka”. Copu: YU "Cs. Kanment Oxpuacku', 2019, c. 235-257, ISBN: 978-954-07-
4714-9

B Tasm cryams ce mscaeaBa OTHOIIEHUETO MeXAy MNyOAnuHuA Auckypc B I'epmanmsa n
npectikHata Harpaga sa Mup Ha repMaHCKOTO KHUTOPa3IPOCTpPaHeHMe IIpe3 HaCTOAIIO0TO
aecetuaerne. Teszara e, ye Harpagara 3a Mmup e 1) ycTonm4ms KyATypHOIIOAUTUYECKY MHCTPYMEHT
3a IIOAAbp’KaHe Ha >KedaHaTa AeMOKpaTudYHa CJAe4BOeHHAa MAEHTUMYHOCT Ha l'epmanus upes
aHTa>XKMMEeHT C Ipo0AeMuTe Ha MUpa, AeMOKpaluATa 1 YOBeIIKNTe IIpaBa B ra00aleH Maiao; u
2) mpeacraBuTesHa 3a opuUMaaHuA AuCKypc B l'epMaHmsa Kakro ¢ IoguepTaBaHeTO Ha
KOHCEHCYCHU IO3UINH, TaKa U C AeDaTuTe, KOUTO IIPOBOKMPA B OTA€AHI CAydall.

* % %

This text examines the relationship between public discourse in Germany and the prestigious
Peace Prize of German book publishing in the current decade. The thesis is that the Peace Prize is
1) a sustainable cultural and political tool for maintaining Germany's desired democratic post-
war identity through engagement with issues of peace, democracy and human rights on a global
scale; and 2) representative of the official discourse in Germany both in highlighting consensus
positions and in the debates it provoked in individual cases.

8. Der deutsche Amerikanismusdiskurs in der Zwischenkriegszeit. 'oanmuuk Ha
AdentapraMmeHT ,Pomanucruka u l'epmanucrtuka” T. 4, pea. Mapusa Cnacosa, 2018, c. 228-244.
ISBN 978-619-233-023-1 (online) (T. 4)
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TekcTbT nIpocaeasiBa OCHOBHM AMHMY Ha JeOaTa 3a amepukanmusauusaTa B ['epmanns rpes 20-te
roauay Ha XX BeK Ha (poHa Ha OOIIJOeBPOIeNiCKUTe CTepeOTUIIN Ha Bh3lIpyieMaHe Ha AMepuKa.
3a ocHOBa Ha aHaAM3a CAy>KaT IMyODAMKalINI B U3JaHUA 3a KyATypa OT MeXKAYBOEHHISI IIePUOA.
AMOMBaA€HTHOTO OTHOIIEHNe Ha KPUTUIIUTe KbM AMepuKa KaTo ChOMpaTeAHO IOHATHE 3a
MOJepHM3aIMs, IparMaTu3bM, YHUpUIpaHe, MacoBa U pasBleKaTeaHa KyATypa ce u3passpa
OT e/Ha CTpaHa B IIpMBETCTBaHe Ha OCBODOKJaBalllaTa 1 OCBeXKaBallla Cia Ha Te3U TeHAeHIUN,
a OT Apyra - B KaracTpopUMUYHM ITPOEKIMM, 3acsiraliy TpasuLMUTe UM YHMKAAHOCTTa Ha
eBpoIIelickaTa KyATypHa UA@HTIUIHOCT.

* % *

The text traces the main lines of the debate on Americanization in Germany in the 1920s against
the background of pan-European stereotypes of the perception of America. The analysis is based
on publications in culture publications from the interwar period. The critics' ambivalent attitude
towards America as a collective concept of modernization, pragmatism, unification, mass and
entertainment culture is expressed on the one hand in welcoming the liberating and refreshing
power of these trends, and on the other - in catastrophic projections affecting the traditions and
uniqueness of the European cultural identity.

9. Der (immer wieder) neu entdeckte "Metropolis" von Fritz Lang. Eine Erfolgsgeschichte.
Hayuna nopeanna ,,®naoaornmueckn pakypen”. Tom L., pea.: Antoanera dumurtposa, CHe>xaHa
boituesa. YU , Enuckon Koncrantun Ipecaasckn”, 2015, ¢.:195-203

Cratusara aHaAM3Mpa aclekTy OT Chb3JaBaHeTOo, IOeTHKaTa M pelenuusaTa Ha eAuH OT Hali-
3HauMMuTe GUAMU B UCTOPUsATa Ha HeMcKoTo KuHo. [ToBoa 3a u3caeapaneTo gage OTKpUBaHETO
Ha JacTy OT 3aCHeTus MaTepuaa, CMsATaH 3a U3TyOeH B IPOAbAXKeHMe Ha HAKOAKO JeCceTIAeTus,
U PeKOHCTPYKIIMATa Ha puaMa B OpUTMHaAHaTa My Bepcus. Borpekn MHOroOpoHuTe KpUTUKA
II0 BpeMeTO Ha CBOeTO Ch3JaBaHe, puaMbT "MeTponoauc” ce mpespblia B Oe3criopeH peHOMeH
1 BAbXHOBEHME 3a HAKOAKO IIOKOAeHIsI TBOPLIM B My3MKaTa M KWNHOUHAYCTPUATA, KOSITO OTHOBO
11 OTHOBO aKTyaAM3/pa HETOBOTO TPAHCKYyATYPHO 3HaYeHMe.

* 0%k %

The article analyzes aspects of the creation, poetics and reception of one of the most significant
tilms in the history of German cinema. The reason for the research was the discovery of parts of
the filmed material, considered lost for several decades, and the reconstruction of the film in its
original version. Despite numerous criticisms at the time of its creation, the film "Metropolis"
became an undeniable phenomenon and inspiration for several generations of artists in the music
and film industry, which time and again updated its transcultural significance.
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10. Xanc Marnyc Enntencoeprep: "HexxHoTo uyaosuime bpiokcea", ueTBbpT Bek caea "Ax,
Espoma". EC na xpbcromsT. YU "Cs. Kanument Oxpuackn’”, 2014, c.: 283-292

B cratusra ce pasraexxaaT ABe Ipou3BeJeHNs Ha TepMaHCKIS 1caTel, KpUTHUK UM ecemcT XaHC
Marnyc Enniencoeprep, mocsetenn Ha EBporia karo MHOrooOpaseH KyATypeH KoHraoMepar ("Ax,
Espomna”, 1987) n kato nHctutymonaana Koncrpykums ("Hesxxnoro uygosume bprokcea”, 2011).
Cne cBosATa oguepraHo KputnyHata KbM EC mosunus Toi BAM3a B MHAMPEKTHa I10AeMHUKa C
aBCTpUIICKUs ucaTeA 1 ecenct Pobept Menace, koiito B eceTo cu "Esponerickust gemyrat” (Der
Europaische Landbote) or 2012 r. - BbIIpekn HJIKOM CXOAHM KOHCTaTallMM - IIPaBU IIO-CKOPO
arloA0rMs Ha eBPOIIeICKUTe MHCTUTYIIUM U HacTOsIBa 3a OIlle IIO-TsACHa MHTerpalus 1 OTKa3 OT
OoOBbp3aHNUTe C HAIJMIOHAAHUTe AbP>KaBy IIpeACTaBU 3a AeMOKpals.

* % %

The article examines two works by the German writer, reviewer, and essayist Hans Magnus
Enzensberger, dedicated to Europe as a multifaceted cultural conglomerate ("Ah, Europe", 1987)
and as an institutional construction ("Gentle Monster Brussels", 2011). Basing himself on his
highly critical position of the EU, Enzensberger enters into indirect polemics with the Austrian
writer and essayist Robert Menasse, who, notwithstanding some similar inferences, rather makes
an apology for the European institutions in his essay "Enraged Citizens" (2012), insisting on more
closer integration and a rejection of nation-state-bound notions of democracy.



