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At its first meeting the Scientific Jury was decided to assign to me to prepare one of the
opinions. I received the dissertation, the abstract and two more documents in connection with the
procedure. I understand that the doctoral student has diverse literary interests'. From the
documentation it is clear that Kristina Stoyanova prepared her work at the Department of General,
Indo-European and Balkan Linguistics®. The title defines the focus of the topic in detail and
specifically. It reveals the purpose of the study (or at least one of the purposes, as I understood it),
1.e. - to outline the place of the Erasmus+ program not only in a sociolinguistic and multicultural
direction, but also as a sustainable model of a “supranational community”.

Such a development is important in two aspects: first, in the context of a contemporary
reaffirmation of the character of academic communication as universal and global, and second —
as a study of the value of European unity against the backdrop of nationalistic and essentially
retrograde-conservative tendencies.

The doctoral thesis is 180 pages and it is structured in five chapters, preceded by a general
description of the dissertation work (introduction) and a conclusion. The bibliography after the

conclusion includes 105 titles in Bulgarian and English, as well as 11 internet sources.

! K. Crosinosa. (2022). [pukirouennsra na Epuan Koprec [3a: ,,XaraGyna“. Tonop I1. Tonopos, u3n. JKamer 45,
ITnoenus, Jlureparypen Kiy6, https://[itclub.bg/library/kritika/kstoyanovafhagabula.html. (review),

“ 1 do not know where she studied/worked before her PhD studies. I take this opportunity to propose mandatory
submission of CVs of PhD students to the members of Scientific Jury.




Referring to other researchers, the doctoral student bases her understanding of
multiculturalism as a view having a goal of establishing an environment in which citizens of
different nationalities, with different historical and cultural heritage, speaking different languages
and professing different religions, find a bridge between themselves and defend the ri ghts of others,
without fighting for the assimilation of those different from them. Establishing an environment in
which citizens of different nationalities, with specific historical and cultural heritage, speaking
different languages and professing different religions, find a bridge between themselves and
defend the rights of others, without fighting for the assimilation of those different from them -
these are the essential features of multiculturalism.

I accept this defining of multiculturalism, realizing of how many questions, disagreements,
clarifications and divergent interpretations it can provoke. The doctoral student's understanding is
in harmony with the tasks and title of the dissertation, in which multilingualism and
multiculturalism are considered as tools that help to realize European values in practice. The policy
of multilingualism is based on the freedom of choice of a foreign language.

Such a conceptual component of the dissertation raises a number of questions in the
humanity scholar, i.e. about goals, values and means, about cultural pluralism and multiculturalism
and the normative power of the latter, about identity and inclusion. These are not questions
addressed to the doctoral student, but a confirmation that the topic she has chosen is intriguing for
philosophers, philologists, and cultural scholars.

K. Stoyanova’s conclusions are based on a survey conducted with participants included in
the Erasmus+ program in a wide age range - the respondents are people from 24 to 75 years old
with a diverse personal social status. The doctoral student describes the uniqueness of the program,
which has proven to be able to unite and attract people with different professions, national and
linguistic affiliations, which gives grounds for considering it as an example-confirmation of
Luropean values. Thus, the doctoral student shows that the latter can be something real and
working, at least - in academic circles.

From the dissertation, I learned unfamiliar terms for lesser-known European initiatives -

for example, the Buddy Program and the SALTO resource center?,

® From the dissertation I learned that there are a number of universities in Bulgaria that are active in this buddy

program. See for example the University of Economics in Varna at: https://ue-varna.bg/bg/news/programata-buddy-
pri-ikonomicheski-universitet-varna/1169.



It has been repeatedly stated in the dissertation, that Erasmus-+ mobility is an “exceptional
example” of effective policies of multilingualism and multiculturalism. They (mobilities) create
conditions for learners and trainees to develop professional and personal competencies in a broader
and more diverse international environment and provide access to quality education in a foreign
country. This direction is certainly also a path towards developing global dialogue. Erasmus+
contributes to the development of a supranational society that can define itself as a global society,
and European staff are prepared for dialogue with representatives from other continents.

The reasoning of K. Stoyanova is based on the surveyed participants in the program (31
respondents), included in "Erasmus+" in different ways. The fact that the program can unite such
diverse representatives is proof of the essence and vitality of the so-called European values. The
program is supranational and sustainable, which is of greatest importance on the global political,
economic and cultural map of the world - in this way, European staff are prepared to conduct a
quality dialogue with representatives of other continents in international teams.

[ think that the doctoral dissertation is valuable with:

* the narrated picture of the history of cooperation and unification of university education
in Europe;

* the argumentation of the importance of international experience for both students and
teachers in the development of competencies of initiators and implementers of fiture projects,
insofar as diverse social roles and the ability to flexibly adapt to a foreign environment are
important valuable skills for teamwork;

* the conclusion, which has a political and practical focus - the sustainable development
of the Erasmus+ program is associated with the issuance of joint diplomas, i.e. a document that is
recognized by more than one university and country without additional exams.

The presented abstract is short, I would say - too short, and has an unusual structure: it is
25 pages, of which 22 pages are a summary of the doctoral thesis, and the following 3 pages are a
short bibliography on the topic (of 18 titles) and publications by the doctoral student herself, which
are 5 in total, one of which has no direct connection to the dissertation.

I specifically focus on the publications on the topic of the dissertation. They include one
report in a publication of the University of Ruse, a review in a journal of the University of Svishtov,
one collective publication of the University of Ruse "Angel Kanchev" and one - of the Doctoral

School of NBU. The list of publications presented in this way could be better structured - the




publication "status" of the "report to the Doctoral School of NBU at the Department of Philosophy
and Sociology on the topic of F oreign Language and Intercultural Competence from 2022" is not
clear. My impression is of a certain fragmentation and scarcity of the doctoral student's
publications on the topic.

The language of the doctoral thesis is precise, but in places the style is administrative-
bureaucratic, not quite academic, which corresponds to the topic, oriented towards a narrative
about European policies.

Under the skillful double scientific guidance, the author has developed this multifaceted
topic — the dissertation has institutional, sociological, managerial, and cultural aspects, although
Kristina Stoyanova "claims" to have an educational and scientific degree of Doctor in General and
Comparative Linguistics (general linguistics).

In general, my impressions are positive - the text contains information and stimulating ideas
for philosophers, linguists, teachers outside the humanities, and probably also for those managing
educational and integration processes.

In conclusion, I would like to emphasize that my general assessment of the doctoral thesis,
the abstract and the publications of the author (whom I do not know personally) is generally
positive.

The presented work has the necessary academic and practical value of a well-prepared
dissertation for the holder of the educational and scientific degree "doctor" in Bulgaria. 7 would
recommend 1o the esteemed members of the Scientific Jury to award this degree to the doctoral

student Kristina Ivanova Stoyanova.

7.05.2025.
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