Penenszus

3a: gucepranusra ,,Biaact u Bugumoct. KbM eqna ncropuyecka coumoJiorusi Ha
MOJIMTHYECKUTE BUIIMMOCTH”, aBTOP 1011 1-p AHJApeii BukTopoB ByHmxyJ0B,
YHUBEpCUTET 3a HAIIMOHATHO U CBETOBHO CTONAHCTBO, OOIIOMKOHOMUYECKU
dakymnrer, Karenpa ,,lkonomudecka comuoaorus’”

(mpezcTaBeHa 3a MPUCHXKIAHE HA HAYyYHATA CTEICH ,,JJOKTOp Ha COI[HOJIOTHUECKUTE
Hayku”’, TpodecroHAIHO HanpaBieHue: 3.1. COIMOIOTHUs, aHTPOIIOJIOTHSI U HAYKH 3a

KyJITypara)

oT: oT mpod¢. x-p Jinasina desinoBa,
CV ,,Cs. Kiiument Oxpujicku” (4WIeH Ha HAYy9HOTO XKYpH, 3aroBe]] Ha Pekropa Ha
YHCC Ne 909/10.04.2010)

JucepranusaTa Ha 101. O-p AHaped ByHIKynoB e 3a0efeXUTeIHO U3CIIe/IBaHE,
OTKpHUBAILl0 HOBO MpOOJIEMHO TMOJN€ - ,ACTOPUYECKAa COLMOJIOIMS Ha HOJUTUYECKUTE
BUIUMOCTH® W TNPOAYKTUBHO CHHTE3HpAIO MPOOJIEMAaTUKUTE HA TBBPAE YECTO
pa3eMHsABaHUTE HAYYHH IUCUUIUIMHHU ,,COLMOJIOTHS HAa MOJUTHKAaTa” W ,,COIIMOJIOTHS Ha
nyosimyHoctra”. Tyk Te ca CBbp3aHM Ype3 OpHUTMHAIEH MOJXON, pedaexcuBHO
apryMeHTHpaHu KoHUenTH u ¢uHM aHanu3u. CTaBa Ayma 3a CHUCTEMAaTUYEH, €pyAHpaH,
UHTEPIUCIUILUTMHAPEH (HO HE EKJICKTHYeH), ¢ JIo0pe TeMmIepupaHa ChIbPIKATEIHOCT Ha
U3JI0’KEHUTE MpOoOJIeMH, Mpelu3eH TeKcT. Pe3ynrar Ha MHOTOroguIieH Tpy/a (BKJIIOUUTEIHO
MIPEIOoIaBaTeNICKU) U MHOXECTBO MYyOJIMKALUU (onucanu 8 usuckeanume cnoped 3aKoHa 3d
pazeumue Ha akaoemuuyHus cvcmae Ookymenmu). He camo Ha 0a3aTa Ha NPUIIOKEHUTE
JOKYMEHTH CBbM CHUTYpHA, Y€ JWUCEPTAIMOHHUAT TPYA € MPOABIDKUTEIHO pa3padOTBaH H
,»20MO8 3a 3awuma’, a U TIOpaJili HaAyYHUTE AUCKYCUHU, B KOUTO HETOBUAT aBTOP € y4acTBal U
BIMSHUATA Ha myOnukanuute My. Cres TekctoBere Ha AHApeil ByHaKynoB orie oT BpeMeTo
npeau aa Obae nmpuet 3a cryleHT BbB Punocodeku daxynrer Ha CY Cs. Ki. Oxpuacku”,
KOraTo ydacTBa B yUYEHHUYECKH KOHKYypcC C pazpabotka 3a JXKau-ITon Captp-oBoTo pazOupane
3a cBoOOJaTa Ha 4yoBeKa. A Ta3M TeMa Ha HoJuTHYeckara (uiaocopus U COLMOIOTHYEcKa
TEOpHsl, KAKTO M TeMaTa Ha pPeLeH3UpaHus TpyH, € HECbMHEHO akmyanna. Ts npeamnonara He
camo npodecrnoHaseH, aHAIMTHYEH, a U TPaKJaHCKH aHTaKUMEHT (0cOOEHO JTHEC, B eroxara
Ha pa3JIMYyHUTE MOJIATHOCTU Ha JENOJUTH3AIMUSA, KOraTO MHOKECTBO MOJUTHYECKH MPOOIeMU

ce KOHBEPTUPAT B CTOKH, KOUTO MOTaT Ja ObAaT MpoJaBaHH).



Taka ye BCHYKH (POPMATHU U3MCKBAHUS 32 NMPUI00MBAHE HA HAYYHATA CTEINeEeH
JAOKTOP HA COLMOJIOTMYECKHUTE HAYKH Ca M3IBJIHEHU: JOCTaThbueH Opod CTaTuM, BKI. IO
TeMara Ha JUCEpTaIMsTa, ABE OT TAX MyONMKYBaHM Ha YYXAW €3WIHM, eIHaTa B 4y>KOMHA B
pe3ynTaT Ha HaydyHa KOH(EpeHIUs C yYaCTUETO Ha U3BECTHU Y4eHH OT ¢oHmauusara 3a Dyko,
KOMEHTATOpU U U3JaTeNM Ha KypcoBeTe My B ,,Kosex 150 @panc” u ap.

JlucepTaluOHHUAT TPYA € C 00wy obem 415 cmpanuyu ( a2 ¥ MHOTO TIOBEUE, aKO CE OTUYETE
OpOAT HA CTAHJAPTHHUTE CTPAHUIIM HA MHOXKECTBOTO M3KIIIOUUTEITHO BaXXHH, CHIIBPKATECITHH U
HecaMolleTHU OeleXku moj JmHus). Toil ce CbhCTOM OT YBOA, BBbBEJACHHE (TOJISIMO
METOJI0JIOTUYECKO BHBEACHHE), TPU YACTH U JECET IVIaBH, ILTIOC 3aKiIt0ueHue. [Ipunoocenu ca
JIB€ KapTUHH, O CXEMM , COJMJHA — C MHOIO BKYC M ChJIbp)KaTeJHa Mspa HallpaBeHa -
oubmmorpadus or 364 3armaBus, B ToBa umcio 61 Ha uyxmu e3unu (56 aHTIMICKH H
bpencku, 22 pycku). Hambino crmopen HW3MCKBaHHMATA ca sSCHO onucaHu (BKI. B
aBTopedepara), yerume, usxoonume npobremu u xunomesu , 3aoayume U np. (BXx u ctp. 75
Ha Jlucepranusra u CII., KbJIETO ¢ TUGHUHUPAH MIPELU3HO npeomema ii).

Cmpykmypama e yoenuTenHa, siCHa, 3al10TO JaBa Bb3MOXKHOCT Ha 3aTPyIHEHHs OT 00XBaTa
U AbI0OYMHATA YUTATEN IO-JIECHO J]a CE OPUEHTHpa B JIOTMKATa Ha W3JI0)KEHUTE OCHOBHU
KaTeropuu, TeOpHuH, AedaTH, KakTo W Ja MpocielnsBa Hopeaunata oT T.Hap. ,,lIOBPaTHU
TOYKH’, B KOHUTO ce (OKycupar , TpaHCPOpPMALUUTE B PEKUMHUTEC Ha BU3yaTU3UpaHE Ha
BJAcTTa M TOJHWTHKATa, HAMUPAIIM HU3pa3 B HCTOPHYECKH CHeNU(DUIHM KapTUHH Ha
BUJIUMOCT | TIP.

ABTOpPBT Ha JUCEpTALMATAa CE UHTEpPECyBa OT MOJUTUYECKOTO M MOJUTHUYECKATa BIACT,
u3ciesaBa ,,[IOJUTHKATa KaTo MOCPEAHUYECKA CTPYKTYpa U MyOJIMYHUTE MIPOCTPAHCTBA, KOUTO
npaBAT mojuTHYeckuTe Herna Buaumu” (duc., ¢.129). Toll ycnsiBa HauCTHHA Ja H3Tpakiaa
mpe3 mpu3Marta Ha ,,crmpameutiecKkomo noje 81acm — UOUMOCH — NyOIuYHOCm” U3BBHPEIHO
ChAbpXKATEIHA U MPOJYKTHUBHA, HE ,,0TPACIOBa” COLMOJIOTHS Ha IMOJMTHKATA, Hapel C €Ha
HE IMPOCTO MCTOPUYECKA COLMOJOIMS Ha TNOJUTHKaTa, a  OpUTMHAJHAa ,MCTOpHYECKa
COILIMOJIOTHS Ha MOJUTUYECKUTE BUIUMOCTH .

OcHoOBeH 3aJlor 3a Hero € jaa pasbepe ,, kiouoeama ungepcus 6racm — euoumocm’
(aHanmu3uTe Ha KOATO MPOHU3BAT HA HAW-pa3IMyHU paBHUINA TEKCTa Ha TUCEPTAIlUATa OT
HayajioTo 10 Kpas). 3aroBa A. ByH[KynoB MOCIENOBAaTENHO apryMeHTHpa, B AMAJIOL C
KJIaCUYECKHM W JPYrd aBTOPU, U CBOS ,,HEHAaTypalu3Wpaiia’ Teopus 3a BIJIACTTa Karo
CHOTHOIIICHHUE HAa CHJIM U KaTo ,nonemoc” u mp. (Hait-Beue ¢ Mumen ®yko u Iuep
Bbypautiio, Ho u ¢ M. Bebep u K. Mapke, K. IlImur u X. Apenr, k. bprasp u 1. My, ...).

3a Ja pa36epe HHBCPCHUATA, TOM mpocicasiBa — BKJI. HA MUKPOHHUBO - JIOTUKATa HAa PAa3JIMYHUTC



,ITOCPETHULIN: ,,yIBPXKAIIUTEe OOIIHOCTTAa” (KaTo Hamp. pUTyadHus 1ap), ,,0€3KkpaiiHO
eKCHaH3MpaIuTe” M pasjaramy OOUTHOCTHTE ThKaHH (KaTo mapuTe) ; KakTO M, HA TPETO
MSICTO, TOCPEJIHUIIUTE, BBH3CTAHOBSBAILIM OOIIHOCTHUTE CBETOBE. ToBa € caMoO eaHa OT
,KiacupukanuuTe” Ha TUIIOBETE MOCPEIHUIIM, 32 KOMTO CTaBa AyMa B pabdorata. Tyk ce uma
MpeABU] TEOPHUATAa Ha IOCPEAHUYECKUTE CTPYKTYpH, pa3BUBaHa oOT ,,MapKcoBUs ceMUHap”,
HNHctutyTa 32 KpUTUYECKH COLIMANIHU M3cienBaHus, MIHCTUTyTa 32 KpUTHMUYECKU TEOPUU Ha
CBPBXMOJICPHOCTTA, B UHMSTO Tpaauius byHmkynoB padoru. Karo s opa3BuBa, H3MOI3BANKU
HeoMmaloBakuMute pasrpannyenuss Ha H. JlympH (,,audy3nu” u ,audepeHuupanu
nocpenuuim’” (Jluc., ¢.12, 46 u ci1.), uHTEpIpeTanusaTa Ha bypaniio Ha jJorukara Ha gapoBaTta
pasmsiHa, bpyno Jlatyp-oBoTO pasrpaHuyaBaHe MEXHIy ,,[IOCPEIHULU U ,,MEIUATOpHU , U
Apyru.

Ha omie MHOro mMecra aBTOpBT Ha JucepTalUsATa JEMOHCTpPHpPa YMEHHE Jla CBbp3Ba
€BPUCTUYHO, HEEKJIEKTUYHO M HECAMOIIEJIHO, OCHOBHM 32 HETOBHUTE aHAJIU3U U METOJ0JIOTHS
KJIACUYECKH TEOPHH (a M JIMTEepaTypHH MPOU3BEICHUS — IPEKPACHUTE My aHAJIU3U Ha bopxec
U ,,'pajJiiHaTa ¢ pa3KJIOHSIBAIUTE C€ BpeMeHa”, HampumMep): Teopusita Ha [luep Bypauiio 3a
MoJIeTo W XabuTyca WJIM MO-TOYHO 32  ,,0HTOJOTHYECKOTO ChYyYaCTHUYECTBO MEKIY
xabuTyca 1 MoJeTo; ncuxoananusara Ha Opoia u ,,connoananusara’” Ha bypauiio; Teopunte
Ha DyKO 3a XETepOTONHYHUTE, ,,APYTUTE MPOCTPAHCTBA”, 32 BJIACTTa U MOJAIHOCTUTE Ha
MoJiepHaTa OHMOBJACT — AHATOMOIIOJUTHKATa M OWOIOJUTHKATA, 32 MAHONTHU3Ma M T.Hap.
, JUCIUTIIIMHAPHO OOIIECTBOTO”, 3a JubepaiHaTa yrmpaBisieMOCT, 32 ,,l1a3apa KaTo MsCTO Ha
WUCTHUHA” , U MH. Jp.; TeopuATa 3a aeeuna-mpexa, T/IM. HeomanoBaxumu 3a cxBalllaHusTa Ha
ByHmxymoB ca M pasNTMYHUTE KOHIICTIIMHM 33 BUIMMOCTTa W TpaHCIEHJAEHTHOCTTa npu H.
Makuagenu u A. Toksui, XK. [lenso3 u B. bensiMun; ananu3ute Ha UACOIOTUITA, YTOTUATA U
,BboOpazenute wuHcTuTynuun® Ha K. Manxaiim u K. Kacropuaguc; ,,Bro0pa3zeHuTe
obmHuoctn” Ha b. AHzmepceH u ,.eTHo-ckelnoBere” Ha A. Amanypail. Hsxoum or Te3m
,»CBBP3BaHUS ’, HAYYHU JTUAJI03H, CA HAUCTHHA KJIFOUOBH — 3aI10TO, KAKTO MTOKa3Ba aBTOPHT Ha
TO3W JWCEPTAllMOHEH TEeKCT — HHUE pa3dupame mo-go0pe, Hampumep CrenuPpuIHuTe
MEXaHW3MH Ha TPUJABAHETO HAa JIETMTUMHOCT, COLIMATHUTE MPHUBUAHOCTH U (ETUIIU3MH,
MPOLIECUTE Ha B3aUMOOMNOCPESIBAHE HA UKOHOMHUYECKUTE U MOJUTUYECKHUTE MMOCPEIHUUECKHU
CTpyKTypu uMeHHO upe3 Makc Bebep, Kapn Mapkc, Iluep Bypauiio (Hamp. Teopusita Ha
Bypnuiio 3a BujoBeTe KamuTald, 3a ,,JENIETHPAHETO U MOJUTHYECKHs (eTummspm” u
,,OpaKyiIckust edexkt Ha y3ypmamusta Ha Bracrra” ([uc., ¢.202), CBBbp3aHa ¢
JEKOHCTPYKIIMUTE MYy Ha ,,00IIeCTBEHOTO MHEHHE M Ha MOJUTHUYECKHTE YIOTpeOu Ha

u3cieBaHuATa Ha oduiectBeHoTo MHeHue ([uc., 4. |, ri. 3). Anapeit BynmkynoB mo3nasa



ChII0O W U3CIEABAHMATA HAa CBOUTE OBJrapckd  KOJErW M Tperpama KbM TIX B
JTUCEPTALIMOHHUS CH TPYI.

3a mnpaBeHaTa TYyK HCTOpUYECKAa COLIMOJIOTHMSI ca M3KIIOUUTEIHO HHTEPECHU
M3CIIEI0BATEIICKUTE CPELId Ha aBTOpA C HUCTOPHUIIUTE, C TOJIEMUTE UCTOPUYECKU MTPOYUBaHU,
(OnaromapeHue W Ha TSX TOW OIMHKCBA MOpeAMLa OT KapTUHU Ha BUAMMOCT — aHTHUYHATA,
,»,3pEIIHITHATA MYOJIWMYHOCT Ha CIEKTAaKbJa”~, ,,orjeladHara epeMOHHATHA MyOIMYHOCT Ha
¢bperckust 1Bop” (XKak Peenm Ou My nman moBede 3a pa3OWpaHETO HA ,,IPUBUIHOCTHTE BHB
®dpeHckust a180p”), ,,aHOHUMHATA MYyOJHYHOCT’, KOATO BYH/KYIOB CBBp3Ba — Ta3HW Te3a,
MUCISI, He € Oe3cropHa (Hail-MaJKOTO 3alloTO TOM KOPEKTHO aHalu3upa U MaHONTUYHUS
morjea Karo ,,aHOHMMEH) — ¢ ,,KbCHOMOJAEPHOTO 00ImecTBo”, u npyru. IloctmwkeHnue Ha
JTUCEepPTaHTa € ITPTHOTO OMMCAHNE Ha KOHTPACTHUTE JIOTHMKH HA MMAHONTHYHATA ITyOJMIHOCT U
Ha CBPBXBHU3yJIU3MpaHAaTa MYOJIUYHOCT TPU  COIMAIMCTHYECKATa XETepOTONmus U
cHenupUIHOTO 3a Hesl aKyMyJupaHe Ha BIAcT, NeUIUTH HA BIACT U ,,MPEXHU , KOUTO
KOMITCHCUPAT TE3U ACPUIIUTH.

CwmsiTaM 3a LEHTpaHA M COJIMIHO apryMEHTHpaHa aHAJIMTHYHATA JIMHUS, 00OCHOBaBaIla
Tpuazara ,,[IOJIUTUYECKO — TOJUTHKA — MOJUTHYECKa BiacT’, ChOTHECEHA C TpHUajaaTra
,,TIPUBUTHOCTH — BHIMMOCTH W KapTWHH Ha BUAUMOCT”. (I[TOJMTHYECKOTO, CBBP3aHO ChC
CUMBOJTHUTE PEIPE3CHTAINH - B JIBOWHUS CMHUCHI HA ,,peNIPE3CHTANNN - Ha €IHA OOIIHOCT,
MOJIUTHKATAa Karo ,,CreruduyHa MeTajedHocT’, 0e3 KOHKPETHO-CIeHu(HUeH IpeaMeT,
MOJIMTUYECKAaTa BIIACT, pa3OpaHa KaTO OHE3U CUJIH, KOUTO TPeodOpMAT COIHAIHUS pel,
HOMOca Ha ChOTBETHOTO mousie. Tyk ce omepupa ¢ (UHU pa3rpaHUYECHUS U J00pe moadpaHu
,kelicoBe” . 3aToBa HEMAJIKO OT MPUHOCUTE HAa AHjApel ByHIKyIOB ca UMEHHO B TO3M ILJIaH
— B yOEIUTETHOTO CBBpP3BAaHE HA MHUKpPO- M MaKpo- PaBHMINATA, B YTrOJEMSBAHETO Ha
3HAYMMHTE JeTaiu (B cmuchia Ha Kapio I'un30ypr... ). ToBa 100pe ce BHK/Ia — HarpuMep —
MIpH pa3jyaBaHEeTO HAa MMAHEHTHATAa Ha TOJETO BJAacT OT BBIIHATA BJIACT, MPH aHAIM3a Ha
MOJINTUYECKOTO KaTo OIOCpelsBalla cpela M cpela Ha CaMOpENpe3eHTHpaHEe Ha eIHa
OOIITHOCT, KOSATO TUCKYTHpa 3a ,,00moTo 6yaro”. MaTepecHo Ou O6uiio na ce momnurame Kak
Ta3W TEOpHUs 3a MOJUTHUECKUTE BUAMUMOCTH Ou MHTeprperupana Dyko-BOTO MUCIEHE 3a
,,TPOKIAHCKOTO 0O0IIeCTBO” (MOHATHE CSKAlll MPEHEOPErHaTo B JHMCEPTAIUATa, HO 0COOEHO
MOIIIHA UJe0JoreMa B CUMBOJIHOTO MYOJIMYHO MPOCTPAHCTBO HA MPEXOIUTE CIeH ,,HeKHUTE
pesosrorn’” B M3touna EBpomna, kakto u B ,,0yradopHara mybnuysa chepa’ npeau Tosa.)

Eqam  oT MHOrO MPOIYKTUBHHUTE aHAIM3U B JUCEPTAIUsATA MPOCIEAsBaT ,,CIBOSBAHHITA
BIIACT — BHUJUMOCT” TIpU OTHOIICHHUATA MEXIy WKOHOMHMKA M TIONUTHKA M TPEHOca Ha

NMKOHOMHWYCCKN MOTHBAIlUU U ,,06H_ICCTB6HO-B3.J'II/I,I[HI/I O‘ICBI/I,Z[HOCTI/I” (HO MapKCOBI/ITC TCOpHUUn



3a CTOKOBMSI (eTUIIM3BM U 3a NPUBUIHOCTUTE, KAKTO M HHTemperauusta Ha Mepab
MamapamBuii Ha TE3U ,,001eCTBEHO BaJIMIHA MHUCIOBHU (JOpMH™) B MOJIUTUICCKOTO TOJIC
(ycioBue, 3a KOWTO MPEHOC € BH3HHUKBAHETO HA ,,CHEHU(PUYHH CTPYKTYpU HA ITYOJIHMYHOCT,
KOUTO Ca MPaBHO-TIOJUTHYECKH — CTPYKTYypUTE Ha (POPMATHOTO PaBEHCTBO U (opmaliHa
cBobopa (/uc., 4. |, ri. 2)

AHJpell ByHIKYJIOB BHUMATEIHO OTKPOSIBA IIOCPEICTBOM OpPUIMHAJIHUSA CHU IIPOYUT Ha
»Xxereporonojorusta’ Ha Mumen ®dyko ome B cBoATa IbpBa KHUra - ,,XETEpOTONUU
aHAJIM3UTE HA MYOJIUYHOTO MPOCTPAHCTBO KATO ,,XETEPOTOIMHYHO MPOCTPAHCTBO HA CUMBOJIHA
Baact” ([duc, uact Il), ,,rpomuunute edekTH”’, pa3sIUYHUTE THIIOBE MPHUBHIHOCTH
Cebp3Banero Ha ,Xxereporonuutre” ¢ bypauiioBuTe aHanu3u Ha ,,CHMBOJIHATa BJIACT M
CHMBOJIHOTO Hacwiue’ TIpaBU OINe IO-WHTEPECeH aHanmM3a Ha (YHKIMOHHWPAHETO Ha
,,CHJIOBUTE T0JIeTa” OKOJIO PA3IUYHUTE COLIMATTHU MOCPEIHULIH.

CrpliecTBeHH 3a pa30HpaHETO HA aBTOPOBHSI MOAXOJ KbM MHBEPCUHUTE BIACT-BUIMMOCT Ca
Y OHE3U YacTU OT JAUCEPTALUOHHUS TEKCT, B KOUTO CE€ ONKCBa ,,[IOCTTOTAJIUTAPHUS IPEX0a” U
00IIECTBOTO, KOETO IO MPENIIECTBA - COMUAIN3MBT KaTO XETEPOTONHS CIIPSIMO KlacuyecKara
3amajgHa MOJIEPHOCT. ABTOPBT U TYK IpHUJIara OCHOBHHUTE MOHSTHS OT CBOSITA ,,aHATUTHYHA
pemieTka”, 3a ja pa3depe Jorukara Ha PeBOJIIOLUOHHOTO AeiicTBre W CTaaMHOBHS MOJET Ha
Biaacrra ([wuc.u. I, rn. 3 ); mpexure npu cormanusma ([Juc., gact Ill), Bpp3kata Mexmy
,,AKOHOMHKaTa Ha nedunurta” u aedunura Ha BiacT (o Anym Kopnaii, UBo Moxuu 1 ap.);
XETEPOHOMUATA HAa COLMAIHUTE MoJsieTa. TyK ce ChABPKAT M HEMAIKO Taka Ja ce Kaxe
,»EMIIUPUUECKU TMOJKPENEeHN apryMeHTH (HampuMep MHKpoaHajau3a Ha ,,JIpUHIMIA Ha
MaxajioTo” B MpEXOBHUTE amapaTHU UTPH) 3a KPUTHKA Ha T.Hap. ,,TOTAJIWTAapHA mapagurma’,
CTpaHHO BB3pOJWJIa C€ JHEC BHB Bpb3Ka C IMaHMKaTa OKOJO  IPEHANHCBAHUATA Ha
y4eOHUIIUTE MO HCTOpHUsA, B KOMTO — KAakTO Ka3BaT - MHHAJIOTO HU CTaBa BCE IIO-
HENPEIBUIUMO.

A. ByHmKynoB 3ambia0o4yaBa TeOpusiTa CH 3a ,,0Morpa@uyHHTEe MalmuHU (Taka Hapuya
eeKkTuTe Ha MyOJIMYHOTO KOHCTPYHpPaHE HA MACHTUYHOCTUTE) MU MOKa3Ba Kak KPU3UTE Ha
UCTOpUYECKUTE U  OuorpaduyHMTe pasKa3d OTKpOSIBAT MHOTO HOBH CHUMOTOMH ,Ha
ONoKHMpaHe Ha TpeHoca Ha CMHUCIM OT HMHIMBHUAYyalleH, TPYNOB B YHHBEpCaJleH IUIaH U
obparno.” (Lutupam ctp. 64 Ha cratus B Coyuonocuuecku npoonemu, 2018, Ne 1, kosaTo e
YacT OT AUCEPTALMOHHUS TPY/I.)

OpurvHaiHM HMHTEpIpeTalii HaMupame M B IOCJIEIHUTE YacTH Ha JUcepTauusTa —
TE3UTE 3a IPECTPYKTYPUPAHETO U KOHBEPCUUTE HA KAIIUTAJIUTE, HAIIPUMED HA TIOJUTHYECKUTE

KalnrTaJln Ha HOMCHKpATypaTa B UKOHOMUYCCKU ( uaeaTa 3a ,,MOJICKYJIMTC Ha KOHBCpCI/II/ITe”)



Ha OCHOBHM THUIIOBE JeHIM Ha OBaArapckusi ,,Ipexon’; OOsSCHEeHHUATa Ha ,,edekra
@paHKeHIallH” ¥ Ha NPUYMHUTE 3a €KCIaH3UATa Ha COLMAIMCTUYECKUTE MPEKU B CaMHs
»~Anapar” Ha Ilaprusara-/lpp>kaBa M B JApyruTe COLMAIHUTE MOJE€Ta (MKOHOMHYECKOTO,
HAY4YHOTO, U Ip.), YCIIOPEIHO HA TAXHOTO coOCcTBeHO obe3cmnBane... ( Bxk. Juc. U. 11, . 3.)

A. BynmxynoB pa3BuBa  MHTEpECHa, Makap M CIOpHa, Te3a 3a ,[pPaHULIMTE Ha
KanuTanusMa’” | ,,yCMUPSIBAHETO HA UPAIIMOHATHUS MOATUK” (TpbhrBaiiku ot Mapkc u Bebep)
U 32 HOBMS THUIl HHBEPCUpPAHE HA OTHOLIEHUSTA IOJIMUTHKA - UKOHOMHMKA (2 CIIEOBATEIHO U
Ha HOBM XE€TEpOTONMH, TPOIM3MH, YTOIIMM) B €IOXaTa HAa pUCKAa W JOMHUHalusta Ha
,»IUCKypCa 3a CUTYPHOCT M Ha TOBa, koeTo dyko Hapuya U aHaIKU3MUpa KaTo ,, OUCHO3UMUB 3d
cueypnocm”. CTpaHHaTa JHUICa B JAMCEPTALIMOHHUS TEKCT Ha TOBa KiouoBO 3a dDykoBara
TEOpUs Ha BJACTTA IOHITHE — ,,JUCHO3UTHB’ (OCHOBHA KAaTEropus, aHajlu3MpaHa U B
kiacuyeckara cratus Ha JKun [lenvo3 ,,Illo e aucnosutus...”), MM JaBa MOBOJ Jia PEeMHUHA
KBbM 3aJIbJDKMTEIHATA 32 pEleH3eHTa pyOpuka BbIPOCH M OejiexkkH. Brnpouem, a3 nmax
[IOBEYE BBIIPOCH M OEJIEKKH B KaYECTBOTO MU Ha PELEH3EHT Ha BBTPEIIHATa 3aluTa Ha
JUCEPTALMOHHUS TEKCT, HO Thi KaTo cera 3adessi3BaM C yJOBOJICTBUE, Y€ HA BBIIPOCUTE MU €
OTIOBOPEHO, a OenexkuTe MU (0cOOEHO Te3M, 3a pakJaHETO Ha OMONOJIUTHMKATa M 3a Taka
Hape4yeHus B TOTABaIIHUS BAPHAHT ,,[IPEX0J] OT JUCLUIUIMHAPHA BJIacT KbM OHOIOJIUTHKA...”)
ca UMaHMU IpPEJBUJ B peJaKTUPAHMsI BapUAHT Ha JUCEPTALMOHHMS TEKCT, TO JHEC Iie Obaa
KpaTkKa.

BbIpochkT My € CBBp3aH ¢ HCTOPUATA HA TEXHOJIOTHUTE 3a CUTYPHOCT U pa3jInKaTa — uMa Jiu
copen bByHJUKynOB TakaBa M KakBa € - MeKAY JMCHMIUIMHADHHUS [IHMCIHO3UTHB H
CEeKYPUTAPHUS AUCNO3UTHB? A OTTYK MOSIT BBIPOC € M 32 CbOTBETHUTE PA3JIUKH — MMa
JI TAKHBA - B IPOLIECUTE HA ,, HOPMAJIM3ANUA”: ,,HOPMAIU3UPAIINUTE CAHKIIUN ,,U3TUTHT”
u np., (onucanu B ,,Han3op u HakazaHue”) nmpu oOLIECTBOTO Ha ,,ITAHONTUYHA MyOJIMYHOCT” U
TEeXHUTE aHAJIO3U MPH OOIIECTBOTO C €/1Ha JIpyra ,,BIacTOBa TEXHOJOIUsA - HeoiuOepanaHara
mynpasisiemoct? [locnenqHoro € kbceH HeonoruaM Ha Dyko, o0o3HauaBall U  HOBHUTE
MpoLecu Ha npeneUHUpaHeTo Ha possiTa Ha IbpKaBaTa Karo ,,lIaKT 32 CUTYPHOCT ', KAKTO U
npeaepUHUPaHeTo Ha ,,XOMO MKOHOMHKYC™ KaTto ,,JIpeflpueMad Ha camus cebe cu”. A ToBa
03Ha4aBa ChHIIO U HOB THII B3aHMOOINOCPEASIBaHE MEKIY MKOHOMHMKA M INOJHMTHKA, HOB
THIN ,,CABOSIBAHE BJIACT — BUAMMOCT” U TpaHchopManu U B JAPYTH SBIICHUS, ONHCAHU B
nucepranusaTa Ha byHKy0B.

CtpyBa M ce, ye B caMUsl TEKCT Ha JAHUCEpTalUsaTa Ta3u IbCTPa U MHOTOOCEBA Pa3IMYHOCT
HE € I0CTaThb4yHO OTKpoeHa. 1 mopaau ToBa, OCHOBHOTO M 3a ByHIKYJIOBMsI aHAJIN3 TIOHATHE

»AUCIHUIIJIMHAPHA Bjaact” (BK.H. KJIIro4oBaTa MYy TE€3a 3a COLUAIMCTHYCCKATa CJIISITOCT Ha



JTUCIUIMHAPHA BJIACT U MJICOJIOTHSA M CHOTBETHUTE KapTUHU HAa BUAMMOCT, U IIp.) OCTaBa
HEJIOKpail — Bce olile - ssicHo 3a yutatesns. Olie nmopeue, 4e B pa3IMyHUTE YacTH Ha TEKCTa Ce
HW3M0JI3Ba IIOHATHE 3a ,,MIEOJIOTHSA’, KOETO HE € CBBMECTMMO C IIOHATHHHUS
UHCTpyMeHTapuyMm Ha Dyko. Herosute ,,ibpxkaBHM amapatu’ He ca Jlym AJTiocepoBUTE
,HAJICOJIOTUYECKN JbpkaBHM amapatu’. Hemo mnoBede, kypchT B Kosex a0 Ppanc
,HakazareaHu teopuu u MHCTUTYUUK OT 1971-1972 r., Toect BeaHara cien nmyOIMKyBaHETO
Ha KJIacMuecKara BeYe CTaTHs M Teopus Ha AJTIOCep, € IIOCBETEH Ha TeHealorusira
HaKa3aTeTHUTE UHCTUTYLIUU U anapaTy.

Cnopen ®Oyko ,,... B HAIIETO OOILIECTBO MMa HEIIO KaTro JucluruimHapHa BiacT. [lox ToBa
pa3bupaM HUIIO TMOBEYE OT HIKAKBa W B M3BECTHA CTENEH KpailiHa, KamwisipHa Gopma Ha
BJIACT, TMOCJIEIHO peJie, HSIKaKBa MOJATHOCT, Ype3 KOSTO MOJUTHYECKaTa BJIACT U HM300II0
BJAacTTa JOCTUIaT A0 IOCIEIHOTO HUBO, 3acarar temata....” (Michel Foucault, Psychiatric
Power: Lectures at the Collége de France 1973-1974, ed. Jacques Lagrange, trans. Graham
Burchell. New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2006, p. 40). Ho ®yko noduepmasa cbiio u TOBa
3a TUCIUIUIMHAPHATA BJIACT W JAMCIHMILIMHAPHOTO OOMIECTBO, Y€ "HelmaTa ChBCEM HE Ca ThH,
4ye MMa 3aMecTBaHe Ha OOIIeCTBO Ha CyBepeHHTET (¢ BiacT Ha cyBepeH — 0.M. JL.JI.), ¢
00IIeCTBO Ha TUCIUILIMHA, MTOCIIE - HAa OOIIECTBOTO HA JUCIMILIMHA Ype3 eHO OOIIEeCcTBO, 1a
KaKEeM Ha yIpaBisieMOCT. BCBIMHOCT MMaMe TPUBI'BIHUK: CYBEPEHHOCTHOCT, JUCIMILIMHA,
ynpasisiemoct (gestion gouvernementale), uuto rnaBHa mumieHa e Hacenenuero”. (ctp. 101
Ha ¢peHckoro uznanue ot 2004 Ha neknuurte ,,CUTYPHOCT, TEPUTOPH:, HaceleHue”, cp.
Michel Foucault, Security, Territory, Population: Lectures at the Collége de France, 1977—
78, ed. Michel Senellart, trans. Graham Burchell. London: Palgrave Macmillan, 2007, p. 143.)
A ,Hopmanm3anusaTa”’ nHec (B ,,00IIECTBOTO Ha KOHTposia”, KoeTo ByHIDKyIIOB MpekpacHo
aHanu3upa , Kakto W KpuTukuTe Ha JKun Jlenpo3 kpM Mumen ®dyko) € oT Ipyr TUI
(He3aBUCUMO OT TOBa, uye DyKo yecTo ,,u3BHEBEpPsABA HA CBOSI HOMUHAIU3BM ™ U HE paboOTH C
€IHO W CBIIO TMOHATHE 3a ,,HOopMma”). IIpUHIMIIHO pa3iuyeH OT TUMa ,,HOpMaTU3ALHS
omucaHa B ,,Ham3op u HakazaHwe”, TOECT OT Ta3u HAa MAHONTUYHOCTTA U ,,HOpMAUMUATA”
(moHsATHE, HETBXKIECTBEHO C ,,HOpManu3aius’ ) B ,,CpEAWTe Ha 3aTBapsHe” - 3aTBOPA,
¢dabpukara, yuunumiero. Ho kakBo ce ciayuyBa ¢ ,JIoNMTHYECKaTa MedTra’ Ha bentam —

MMaHONTUYHOCTTA ?

CaMooneHkara Ha aBTOpa Ha JUCEPTALMOHHUSA TPYJ 32 COOCTBEHUTE MY IIPUHOCH €
KOPEKTHA, yCIIsABallla J1a OTKPOX OCHOBHU IIOCTHKEHMS U 3HAUMMHU 32 M3CIIEJBAHETO HA Ta3u

HpO6HCMaTI/IKa, KOHUTO Ca TPYAHO IMOAPCAUPYEMU B CITUCHK.



ABTOpedeparbT € HalnpaBeH MO HU3UCKBAHMATA U ChIbpKa (Makap U TBbPIE
no0poOHO, W300MIIHO, KOETO 3aTpyAHSABAa YETEHETO) KAaKTO OCHOBHUTE AaHAJUTUYHU

pE3YITATU, TaKa U ACHO U CHhABPKATCIIHO OIMMCAaHUC Ha CbOTBCTHUTE I'JIaBU.

3akiouenue: Umaiiku mnpeax Bua ropeu3OpoeHHTe M MHOr0 JAPyrd NPHHOCH HAa
AUCEPTALIMOHHUA TPYA ,,Baact m Buaumoct. KbMm enHa mcropumyeca conmosiorusi Ha
MOJIUTHYECKUTE BHIUMOCTH, KAKTO M 0€3CHOPHUTE aKAJeMUYHU, U3CJIeI0BATEJICKH U
JIMYHOCTOBHM Ka4yeCcTBa HAa HEroBHsl aBTOP, NMpeajaraM aa 0bjae NpUchbIeHa HA 0l J-P

Anapeii ByHmKyj10B HayyHata cremeH ,JIOKTOp Ha CcOIMOJIOrHYeCKHTEe HayKH”,

npo)eCHOHAIHO HANpaBJIeHHE: 3.1. coumoJiorHsi, AHTPOMOJIOTHSI M HAYKH 3a
KyJTypara.
10.06.2019 JInasina JlesHoBa



Review

of: dissertation thesis ‘Power and Visibility. Towards a Historical Sociology of
Political Visibilities’ submitted by Assoc. Prof. Dr. Andrey Viktorov Bundzhulov,
University of National and World Economy, Faculty of General Economics,
Department of Economic Sociology

(in partial fulfillment of the requirements for the scientific degree of Doctor of
Sociological Sciences, Professional field 3.1. Sociology, anthropology and sciences of
culture)

by: Prof. Dr. Liliana Deyanova

Sofia University ‘St. Kliment Ohridski’ (member of the Scientific Jury appointed by
Order No. 909 of 10 April 2010 of the Rector of the University of National and World
Economy)

Assoc. Prof. Dr. Andrey Bundzhulov’s dissertation thesis is a remarkable study
opening up a new problem field, ‘historical sociology of political visibilities’, and
productively synthesizing the problematics of the often-separated scientific disciplines
‘sociology of politics’ and ‘sociology of public space’. Here they are connected through an
original approach, reflexively argumented concepts and subtle analyses. This is a systematic,
erudite, interdisciplinary (but not eclectic), precise study with well-tempered content, the
result of years-long work (including teaching) and multiple publications (described in the
documents required under the Academic Staff Development in the Republic of Bulgaria Act).
Judging not only from the appended documents but also from the scientific discussions in
which its author has taken part and from the influences of his publications, | am certain that
this dissertation thesis has been long worked on and is ‘ready for defence’. | have been
following Andrey Bundzhulov’s texts ever since the time prior to his admission as a student at
the Faculty of Philosophy of Sofia University ‘St. Kliment Ohridski’, when he took part in a
pupils’ competition with an essay on Jean-Paul Sartre’s understanding of human freedom.
This topic of political philosophy and sociological theory, as well as the topic of the
dissertation thesis under review, is undoubtedly topical. It presupposes not only professional,
analytic, and civic engagement (especially in an era of different modalities of depoliticization,
when numerous political problems are converted into saleable commaodities).

Thus, all formal requirements for the award of the scientific degree of Doctor of
Sociological Sciences have been fulfilled: sufficient number of academic publications,
including on the topic of the dissertation thesis, two of them in foreign languages, of which
one published abroad as a result of a scientific conference with the participation of eminent
scholars from the Foucault Foundation, commentators and publishers of Foucault’s lectures at
the College de France, etc.

The dissertation thesis totals 475 pages (many more, if one takes into account the
number of standard pages of the numerous extremely important, substantive and not self-
serving, footnotes). It consists of a preamble, an introduction (an extensive methodological
introduction), three parts and ten chapters, plus a conclusion. It is supplemented with two
pictures, five figures, and a solid bibliography — compiled with excellent taste and substantive
balance — of 364 titles, including 61 in foreign languages (56 in English and French, and 22 in
Russian). Entirely according to the requirements, the goals, starting problems and hypotheses,



tasks, etc. are clearly described (including in the Extended Summary; see also p. 75ff of the
Dissertation Thesis, where its subject is defined precisely).

The structure of the dissertation thesis is convincing and clear, enabling the reader —
who may be confounded by its scope and depth — to find his or her bearings in the logic of the
discussed main categories, theories, debates, stages, in the series of so-called ‘turning points’
focusing ‘the transformations of regimes of visualization of power and politics finding
expression in historically specific pictures of visibility’, etc.

The author of the dissertation thesis is interested in the political and political power.
He investigates ‘politics as a structure of mediation and public spaces that make political
things visible’ (Dissertation Thesis, p. 129 passim). Indeed, he succeeds in building through
the prism of ‘the strategic field of power — visibility — public space’ a very substantive and
productive, not ‘branch’, sociology of politics, along with a not merely historical sociology of
politics, but an original ‘historical sociology of political visibilities’.

The main stake of his study is to understand ‘the key inversion of power — visibility’
(analyzed at different levels throughout the dissertation thesis). That is why Andrey
Bundzhulov argues consistently, in dialogue with classic and other authors (most of all with
Michel Foucault and Pierre Bourdieu, but also with Max Weber and Karl Marx, Carl Schmitt
and Hannah Arendt, Judith Butler and Chantal Mouffe) for his own ‘non-naturalizing’ theory
of power as a correlation of forces and as ‘polemos’, etc. To understand this inversion, he
traces — including at the micro level — the logic of the different types of ‘mediators’:
mediators ‘retaining community’ (e.g. ritual gift exchange), ‘infinitely expanding’
(qualitatively expanding) mediators destroying community fabrics (e.g. money), and third,
mediators restoring community worlds (this is just one of the ‘classifications’ of the types of
mediators discussed in the dissertation thesis). This classification is based on one of the
theories of mediating structures (developed by the Marxian Seminar, the Institute for Critical
Social Studies, the Institute for Critical Theories of Supermodernity), whose tradition
Bundzhulov works in, developing it further in dialogue also with Niklas Luhmann’s
significant distinctions (‘diffuse’ and ‘differentiated’ media /Dissertation Thesis, p. 12, 46),
with Bruno Latour’s distinction between ‘intermediaries’ and ‘mediators’, with Pierre
Bourdieu’s interpretation of the logic of gift exchange, etc.

There are many other places where the author of the dissertation thesis demonstrates
his skill at making heuristic, non-eclectic and non-self-serving connections between various
classic theories that are key to his analyses and methodology (as well as literary works — see,
e.g., his wonderful analyses of J. L. Borges and Borges’s forking times in The Garden of
Forking Paths): Pierre Bourdieu’s theory of field and habitus, or more precisely, of the
‘ontological complicity’ of habitus and field; Freud’s psychoanalysis and Bourdieu’s
‘socioanalysis’; Foucault’s theories of heterotopic ‘counter-places’, of power and the
modalities of modern biopower — anatomopolitics and biopolitics — of panopticism and the so-
called disciplinary society, of liberal governmentality, of ‘the market as a site of truth’, to
mention but a few; Bruno Latour’s Actor-Network Theory (ANT). Also significant are
Bundzhulov’s conceptions of the different views on visibility and transcendence of
Machiavelli and Alexis de Tocqueville, Gilles Deleuze and Walter Benjamin; Karl
Mannheim’s and Cornelius Castoriadis’s analyses of ideology, utopia, and imagined
institutions; Benedict Anderson’s ‘imagined communities’ and Arjun Appadurai’s
‘ethnoscapes’. Some of those ‘connections’ or scientific dialogues are indeed key — because,
as the author of this dissertation thesis shows — we understand better the specific mechanisms
of bestowing legitimacy, the social appearances and fetishisms, the processes of mutual
mediation of economic and political mediating structures precisely through Weber, Marx,
Bourdieu (e.g. Bourdieu’s theory of ‘delegation and political fetishism’ and ‘the oracle effect
of usurpation of power’ (Dissertation Thesis, p. 202) related to his deconstructions of ‘public
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opinion’ and of the political uses of public-opinion polls). Andrey Bundzhulov is also familiar
with the studies of his Bulgarian colleagues and refers to them in his dissertation thesis.

Of great interest to the historical sociology developed here are the author’s scholarly
encounters with historians and major historical studies (thanks to them too he describes a
series of pictures of visibility/publicness: the ancient, ‘show publicness of the spectacle’, the
‘mirror ceremonial publicness of the French court’ (Jacques Revel would have given him a
greater insight into ‘appearances in the French court’), the ‘anonymous publicness’ that
Bundzhulov associates — a thesis which | think is not unquestionable — with ‘late modern
society’, etc. An achievement of the author is the compact description of the contrasting
logics of panoptic publicness and of the over-visualized publicness in the case of socialist
heterotopia and its specific form of accumulation of power, shortages of power, and
‘networks’ compensating for power shortage.

I think that the line of analysis justifying the ‘political — politics — political power’
triad in correlation with the ‘appearances — visibilities — pictures of visibility’ triad is central
and well-argued. (The political is associated with the symbolic representations — in the double
sense of ‘representations’ — of a community, politics is defined as a ‘specific meta-activity’
devoid of a concrete object, and political power is understood as the forces that reshape the
inherent social order, the nomos of the respective field. ) Subtle distinctions are made and
well-chosen case studies are examined here. That is why many of Andrey Bundzhulov’s
contributions lie precisely in this direction — in the convincing interconnection of micro and
macro levels, in the blow-up of significant details (in the sense of Carlo Ginzburg). This can
be seen well in, for example, Bundzhulov’s distinction between power immanent to the field
and power external to the field, or his analysis of the political as a mediating milieu and as a
milieu of self-representation of a community that is discussing ‘the common good’. (It would
be interesting to ask ourselves how this theory of political visibilities would interpret
Foucault’s conception of ‘civil society’, a concept that seems to be neglected in the
dissertation thesis. To my mind, this concept should be understood also as a cliché used
ideologically both after the velvet revolutions of 1989 and in the times of an over-
theatricalized or, in the words of Bundzhulov, ‘over-visualized publicness’.)

Some of the very productive analyses in the dissertation thesis trace the ‘power —
visibility couplings’ in the relations between economy and politics, and the transfer of
economic motivations and ‘socially valid self-evidences’ (in the sense of Marx’s theory of
appearances and commodity fetishism and Mamardashvili’s interpretations of these ‘socially
valid thought-forms’) into the political field (a condition of possibility of this transfer is the
emergence of ‘specific structures of publicness which are political and juridical’ — structures
of formal equality and formal freedom; see (Dissertation Thesis, p. 129.

Building on his original reading of Michel Foucault’s ‘heterotopology’, elaborated
even in his first book, Heterotopias (1995), Andrey Bundzhulov carefully analyzes the public
space as a ‘heterotopic space of symbolic power’ (Dissertation Thesis, part Il, ch. 1), as well
as — through an interpretation of Walter Benjamin — ‘tropic effects’; or (through Marx) the
different types of objective appearances. The connection made between ‘heterotopias’ and
Bourdieu’s analysis of ‘symbolic violence and symbolic power’ makes Bundzhulov’s analysis
of the functioning of ‘force-fields’ around different social mediators even more meaningfull.

Also significant for understanding the author’s approach to the inversions of power —
visibility are the parts of his dissertation thesis in which he describes the ‘post-totalitarian
transition’ and the society that preceded it — socialism as a heterotopia vis-a-vis classical
Western modernity. The author applies the key concepts of his ‘analytic grid’ in order to
understand the logic of revolutionary action and Stalin’s power model (Dissertation Thesis,
part II, ch.3); networks under socialism, the connection between the ‘shortage economy’ and
the shortage of power (following Janos Kornai, Ivo Mozny, etc.); the heteronomy of social
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fields. He also offers a series of, so to speak, ‘empirical’ arguments against the concepts of the
so-called ‘totalitarian paradigm’ that has strangely been revived today in the context of the
panic over the rewritings of history textbooks in which — as they say — our past is becoming
ever more unpredictable...

Andrey Bundzhulov deepens his theory of ‘biographical machines’ (as he calls the
effects of public construction of identities) and shows how the crises of historical and
biographical narratives reveal new symptoms ‘of blocking the transfer of meanings from the
individual or group plane into the universal plane and back’ (p. 64 of an article in Sociological
Problems, 2018, No. 1, which is part of the dissertation thesis).

A number of original interpretations are to be found also in the last parts of the
dissertation thesis: the theses about the restructuring and conversions of the capitals
(including about the ‘molecules of conversions’) of main types of actors in the Bulgarian
transition — for example, the conversion of the political, be they legitimate or illegitimate,
capitals of the nomenklatura into economic ones after 1989; the explanations of the
‘Frankenstein effect’ and of the reasons for the expansion of socialist networks in the very
‘Apparatus’ of the Party-State and in the other social fields (economic, scientific, etc.),
parallel with the latter’s disesmpowerment (see Dissertation Thesis, p. 408 passim).

Andrey Bundzhulov has an interesting, albeit questionable, thesis about the ‘limits of
capitalism’ and ‘taming the irrational impulse’, which he builds upon Marx and Weber and
the new type of inversion of politics-economy relations — and consequently, of new
heterotopias, tropisms, utopias — in the era of risk (the risk society) and domination of the
‘discourse of security’ and of what Foucault calls and analyzes as ‘security dispositif’
(dispositif de sécurité). The strange absence in the dissertation thesis of this key concept in
Foucault’s theory of power, dispositif (a significant category analyzed also in Gilles
Deleuze’s classic essay ‘What is a dispositif?”), gives me an occasion to proceed to the
‘Questions and Comments’ section that is mandatory for reviewers. Actually, | had more
questions and comments in my capacity as reviewer at the internal defence of this dissertation
thesis, but since | am now pleased to see that my questions have been answered and my
comments (especially those on the birth of biopolitics) have been taken into account in the
final version of the dissertation thesis, | will be brief.

My question is related to the history of technologies of security and the difference
between disciplinary dispositifs and security dispositifs: Does Bundzhulov think there is any
difference between them? As well as to the respective differences in the processes of
‘normalization’: ‘normalizing judgement’, ‘the examination’, etc., in the society of ‘panoptic
publicness’ and in the society of neoliberal ‘governmentality’. The latter is a late neologism of
Foucault’s, referring also to the new processes of redefinition of the role of the state as a
‘security pact’ and the redefinition of ‘Homo economicus’ as ‘entrepreneur of the self’. This
entails also a new type of mutual mediation between economy and politics, a new type of
‘power — visibility coupling’ and other main problems and theses in Bundzhulov’s
dissertation. It seems to me that in the dissertation itself those differences are not sufficiently
well-defined, therefore the concept that is also key for Bundzhulov’s analysis, ‘disciplinary
power’ (including his key thesis about the socialist fusion of disciplinary power and ideology
and the respective pictures of visibility, etc.), remains somewhat unclear to the reader. (Even
more so, considering that concept of ideology used in the different parts of the dissertation is
not that of Foucault. Foucault’s ‘state apparatuses’ are not Louis Althusser’s ‘ideological state
apparatuses’. Moreover, Foucault’s second course at the Colléege de France, delivered right
after the publication of Althusser’s now classic essay and theory and devoted to the gencalogy
of penal institutions, is a departure from Althusser.)

According to Foucault, too, ‘something like disciplinary power exists in our society.
By this | mean no more than a particular, as it were, terminal, capillary form of power; a final
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relay, a particular modality by which political power, power in general, finally reaches the
level of bodies and gets a hold on them” (Michel Foucault, Psychiatric Power: Lectures at the
College de France 1973-1974, ed. Jacques Lagrange, trans. Graham Burchell. New York:
Palgrave Macmillan, 2006, p. 40). But Foucault underlines also that ‘we should not see
things as the replacement of a society of sovereignty by a society of discipline, and then
of a society of discipline by a society, say, of government. In fact we have a triangle:
sovereignty, discipline, and governmental management, which has population as its main
target’ (Michel Foucault, Security, Territory, Population: Lectures at the Collége de France,
1977-78, ed. Michel Senellart, trans. Graham Burchell. London: Palgrave Macmillan, 2007,
p. 143; emphasis added). And ‘normalization’ today — Bundzhulov wonderfully analyzes the
‘society of control’ and Deleuze’s critiques of Foucault — is different from the type of
‘normalization’ described in Discipline and Punish, that is, from panopticism, ‘normation’
(which is different from ‘normalization’) in the ‘environments of enclosure’ — the prison, the
factory, the school. But what has happened to Jeremy Bentham’s ‘political dream’, the
Panopticon?

The author’s self-assessment of his contributions is correct, identifying main
achievements and significant effects in his dissertation thesis, which are difficult to enumerate
in a list.

The Extended Summary of his dissertation thesis follows the requirements and
presents (albeit in too much detail and elaboration, making it difficult to read) the main
analytic results as well as a good description of the respective chapters.

Conclusion: Considering the above-listed and many other contributions of the
dissertation thesis ‘Power and Visibility. Towards a Historical Sociology of Political
Visibilities’ as well as the unquestionable academic, scholarly, and personal qualities of
its author, | propose that Assoc. Prof. Dr. Andrey Viktorov Bundzhulov be awarded the
scientific degree of Doctor of Sociological Sciences, Professional field 3.1. Sociology,
anthropology and sciences of culture.

10.06.2019
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