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1. Basis for Preparation of the Review

I participate in the composition of the Scientific Jury according to the Order PJ| issued by
Professor Emiliya Chengelova (DSc), Director of the Institute of Philosophy and Sociology at the
Bulgarian Academy of Sciences and I am the author of this review according to the Decision of the first
meeting of the Scientific Jury.

2. Information about the Candidate

PhD student Gergana Yonkova holds a Master's degree in Legal Forecasting and Impact
Assessment (2019) with a diploma from the Free University of Varna. She has a specializations
(17.10.2021-17.10.2022) in family law at the University of Washington and at Harvard University.
Gergana Yonkova has also a practical experience as a participant and coordinator of projects related to
religious respect and social inclusion.

The documents submitted by the applicant correspond to the requirements of the National
Center for Information and Documentation and the Regulations for the Implementation of the Act on
the Development of the Academic Staff of the Institute of Philosophy and Sociology at the Bulgarian
Academy of Sciences.

PhD student Gergana Yonkova has three publications on the topic of her thesis and has
participated in several conferences.

3. Evaluation of the Qualities of the Dissertation

The dissertation consists of an introduction, three chapters, a conclusion and appendices. It is
210 pages long. The topic is interdisciplinary, extremely relevant in an international and national
context. Its choice is particularly useful both in theoretical terms and in the practical applications of the
achieved results. The perfectly structured introduction includes the main goal, object, subject and
methods of the study, the concepts constructing the theoretical model. The path to achieving the main
goal of the study is its decomposition into several tasks, targeting awareness, judgments, attitudes,
readiness for the implementation of certain behavioral models. The method is appropriately chosen:
through a direct group survey, providing the possibility of complete anonymity. The main author's
thesis is formulated: the presence of a certain discrepancy between the equality between partners
established by legal norms and the specific practical dimensions of this equality.



Chapter One "Sociological Ideas and Concepts about Marriage and Family" represents a historical
cross-section of ideas about marriage and family. It has two significant advantages. The first is the
presence of consistent comparative analyses between different concepts: Plato's communal family
structure and Aristotle's hierarchical family structure; Durkheim's concept of the role of the family as a
key institution for social stability and integration and Cooley's thesis about family relations as a path to
self-identification and socialisation. The correct reference and presentation of research on marriage and
family by Bulgarian authors (Hadzhiyski, Dinkova, Mirchev) is particularly impressive. The second
advantage of this chapter is that the analyses are not presented as an end in themselves, but that they
demonstrate with argument where the respective theory fits into the future development of theoretical
concepts and legal decisions. If, for example, in Hegel this is the understanding of partnership and
mutual recognition, Fichte's reception is associated with the role of the family in moral development
and also has an influence on contemporary educational theories.

Chapter Two is devoted to the legal regulation of family and marriage in Bulgaria. In the first
paragraph, the author returns us to the ways of concluding a marriage according to customary law in
medieval Bulgaria, which largely coincide with those of other Slavic peoples. The reasons for its
gradual erosion as a result of changes in the social environment are shown. The perspective shifts in
paragraph 2, "Family and Marriage in Bulgarian Church and Ecclesiastical Law." The analysis is
focused on the regulations for the validity of Christian marriage in its capacity as a "sacrament", the
inception of church legislation on the issue of marriage in 1883 and its subsequent erosion by
secularism. In a dispassionate and reasoned manner, the position of women in pagan marriage is
considered, with a particular focus on the circumstances surrounding Slavic women. Additionally, the
inviolability of a woman's dowry and the particulars of paternal authority within Bulgarian feudal law
are subjected to examination. In this section, the author introduces the initial premise of the problem,
which will subsequently be developed. This is a discourse on the naming system, which in the Revival
was composed of two distinct components. Yonkova's analysis is informed by a profound
understanding of historical events, including the conflicts of 1911, 1919, and 1936, which precipitated
the introduction of civil marriage as a mandatory institution in 1945.

In Paragraph 3 "Legal framework for marriage and family in contemporary Bulgarian
legislation", the transitions in the degree of codification of the legal framework and family relations are
analyzed (the adoption of the first "family law" un 1949), the Law on Persons and the Family, the
successive adoption and updating of the Family Code (1968, 1985) and the currently valid Family Code
(2009). The principles outlined in Chapter Two of the Constitution, pertaining to fundamental rights
and obligations associated with marriage, parenthood, the protection of women-mothers and children
are also subjected to scrutiny. The role of these principles as a genuine manifestation of the normative
will does not preclude the existence of contradictions, as highlighted by the doctoral student. One such
contradiction is the absence of a unified definition of the concept of "family".

In Paragraph 4, the author examines de facto cohabitation in comparison with the traditional
family, identifies the divergent motivational factors underlying this type of cohabitation in women and
men, and elucidates its legal implications, including the presumption of paternity. She justifies the



conclusion that, despite the more equitable distribution of household tasks, 70% of them are still taken
on by women. The discrepancy between the approaches of Bulgarian legislation and the European
Court of Human Rights is evident. The cited examples illustrate the intricacy of the subject matter, as
Yonkova asserts, "Frequently, the issue is not in the legislation itself, but in the inherent inequality
within the family structure" (p. 148).

Chapter Three, entitled "The Modern Family Between Justice and Tradition", reflects the
conclusions reached in the empirical study. The purpose of the study is stated, namely: analysis of
awareness of the national legislation, regulating family relations; information on the assessments and
attitudes of the respondents about the legislation in force from the point of view of justice; evaluation
of existing practices. The analysis identifies key points through the examination of familial
relationships, the distribution of functions, rights and responsibilities within the family unit.

The conclusions of the empirical study once again confirm the hypothesis, substantiated by the
author, of a discrepancy between the legal framework and its application in practice. A conclusion is
drawn about the neopatriarchal nature of Bulgarian society. The future will show whether the neo-
patriarchal model is the result of a resurgence of outdated attitudes or a retreat from those conquered
during the socialist period, and whether the retreat of the egalitarian model in favour of the separatist
ideology among young people is just a temporary phenomenon.

4. Contributions of the Thesis Research

The contributions modestly indicated by the author are beyond doubt. Others can be added to
these. I will concentrate on them.

1. This paper traces the evolution of the regulation of family and marital relations, analysing the
positive and negative aspects of customary law. On the one hand, customary law contributes to the
establishment of equality within the family. On the other hand, however, it returns to norms that do not
correspond to the contemporary situation.

2. Through an analysis of the motives and effects of de facto cohabitation, it is shown the
flexible and variable nature of the concept of justice, depending on the legal system and cultural norms.

3. The challenges of cross-border families, the reduction of the role of parents and, above all,
the difficulties faced by children from such families are examined.

4. An expression of authentic authorial presence is the proposal put forth by Gergana Yonkova,
which suggests allowing the continuation of the lineage of both spouses when forming the child's
name. As Yonkova states, the norm should be formulated in such a way as to assume the equality of the
parents in the naming of the child.

5. Comments and Recommendations
I have no comments on the proposed text. I recommend that it be published. It would be

particularly useful if a way could be found for the proposals in the thesis to reach the relevant
authorities and find a place in the relevant legislative documents.



6. Conclusion

Considering the qualities of the work "The Legal Status of the Bulgarian Family: between
Justice and Tradition", I will confidently vote for Gergana Yonkova to be awarded the the educational
and scientific degree Doctor of Sociology (PhD) and I call on the members of the esteemed Scientific

Jury to support this decision.

22.11.2024 Professor Tatyana Batuleva, DSc



