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Hapexpa
Feopruesa HeraTMBHO MeNYyMCKO
npukaxysawe Ha Pomute
Bo byrapuja
1. BoBep

HeocrniopeH e ¢pakToT ieka BJIMjaHUETO Ha BOJAEYKUTE Me-
nuymu Bo cute 3emju oft Llentpasna u Mcrouna Espona
e IpeTe>XKHO HeraTUBHO, /ieKa T'U 3aCUIyBaaT CTepeOoTU-
IUTE U IpeJipacyiuTe U cO3/1aBaaT OCHOBA 32 €THUYKO
HEeNpHjaTeJICTBO U KOHQIMKT. OTTyKa, CMeTaMe JieKa e
HEOIIXO/IHO /1A Ce U3JIOKAT e(peKTUTe Ha TAKBUTE MeJUY-
MM U HUBHUTE JJOMUHAHTHU IIPUKAKyBambha, HAIIOPETHO
€O 10OpuTEe MEINYMCKH ITPAKTUKU. BHUMaHMeTO ke Oujie
HACOYEHO TJIABHO KOH OyrapCKHOT IevaT U Ha TOA KaKO
BOJIEUKUTE JJHEBHU BECHUIY I'Ml IPETCTAaByBAaa POMCKUTE
O6yHTOBY BO CTOJIMIIMHOBO BO 2002 TOAUHA.

HcrpaskyBameTo MMa 3a IieJI a TH MPOYYH CTPYKTYp-
HUTE, JUCKYP3UBHUTE U U/IEOJIONIKUTE YCJIOBU 32 Hera-
TUBHOTO MEJMYMCKO IIpeTcTaByBamwe Ha Pomure. 3a na
Ce HCIIOJIHY 0Baa 3a7jaua, ke OujaT MpuMeHeTH HEKOJIKY
aHAIMTHYKY TIpuoan. [IpBo, HEOIIXOIHO € J1a ce Mpu3-
Hae MPHUJOHECOT HA MEIUYyMCKUTE KyJTYPHU CTYIHH
KaKo IeJInHa, Ouiejku ce oouayBaar /1a obe36emat pas-
OupMBa W WCIPIIHA CIMKA HA MOBEKEKPATHUTE BJIMja-
HUja BO CO3/IaBAI-€TO HA MeJUYyMCKuTe Juckypcu. OBa
MIPETIIOCTaBYBA MPOYYYyBakhe HA CJIOKEHUTE BPCKU Mery
MEJUYMCKUTE WHCTUTYIIUM, MEJUYMCKUTE TEKCTOBH,
MIOJINTHKATA, IyOJIMKATA U COIUO-KYJITYPHUOT KOHTEKCT
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1. Introduction

It has been an undeniable fact that the influence of the
mainstream media in all Central and East European
countries has been a predominantly negative one, rein-
forcing stereotypes and prejudice and creating the basis
for ethnic hostility and conflict. Therefore, we consider
it as necessary to present the effects of such media and
their dominant representation alongside good media
practices. Attention will be shifted mainly to the Bulgar-
ian press and the representation of the Roma riots in
Stolipinovo in 2002 by the mainstream dailies.

The research aims to explore the structural, discursive
and ideological conditions for the negative media re-
presentation of the Roma. Several analytical approaches
will be employed in order to fulfill this task. Firstly, it is
necessary to recognise the contribution of media cultural
studies as a whole, as it attempts to provide a compre-
hensive and exhaustive picture of the multiple influences
in the creation of media discourses. This presupposes
the study of the complex relationship between media
institutions, media texts, politics, audiences and the so-
cio-cultural context (Kellner 1995: 37). The analysis of
media institutions requires directing the attention to the
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(Kellner, 1995:37). AHasin3aTa Ha MEAUYMCKUTE WHCTHU-
TyIU¥M 0apa BHUMaHUETO Jia TO HACOUYMME KOH IIIEMUTE
Ha COTICTBEHOCT U KOHTPOJIa BO HOBUTE OyrapcKu Meuy-
MH, KOH 3aKOHUTE 32 MEAUYMHU, METUYMCKA €TUKA U KOH
Ipaliama Ha MeITUYMCKHTE IIPaBuia U OATOBOPHOCT.

Btopo, ke Oujile MpUMEHETO KPUTHUYKO 4YHTame (van
Dijk, 1998) Ha MeUyMCKHUTE TEKCTOBH CO II€JI JIa Ce Jie-
KOHCTpyHMpaaT IMOBPIIHUTE 3HaUera U Ja ce mnpuda-
TaT OCHOBHUTE IMPETIIOCTABKU Off HUBHUTE IMOJTUTHIKHI
edexTH, KogupaHu 3a WIH JEKOAHUPAHHU O/ II0Ce0HO Tap-
reTupana my6imka. Ke ce pacmpaBa 3a BpaMyBameTo"
Ha TekcToBuTe. TekcroBuTe ke 6UAaT MHTEPIPETHPAHU
BO OJTHOC Ha HUBHHUTE MelyceOHU BPCKH, KOHTEKCTOT BO
KOj THE ce jaByBaaT, HecoIJlacyBamaTa BO KOU BJIeryBaaT
U JaucKypcute o kou ce komupanu (McQuail, 2000:
325-327). OTKpPUBAKbETO HA HEOJIONIKA IIPUCTPACHOCT
1 Ha CKpHEHHUTE 3Hauera, KaKo U IpUMeHaTa Ha I0C-
TaBEeHUTE areHJu H3BpIIEeHa O] CTPaHa Ha MEeIUyMHUTE,
Oapa IOHATAMOIIHO BHHMMaHHE. VICKPHBYBameTO Ha
peajiHOCTa U MeAMyMCKaTa IPHCTPACHOCT Ce HajeKkc-
IUIMIATHY BO H3BECTyBambaTa 3a IIpalllaiha ITOBP3aHHU
CO pacaTa, eTHHYKaTa MPHUIIaHOCT, KPUMHHAJIOT M Ha-
cuwicrBoro (ibid., 322). Mopa z1a ce BocIiocTaBu BpcKaTta
moMery KpaTKOTPajHUTe MeAUYMCKU e(heKTH, KaKO IITO
€ BpaMyBaIbeTO, M IIOCTABYBAaIhe areH[a 3a I0JArOTPajHH-
Te e(PEKTH, KAKO IIITO ce KOJIEKTHBHATA PeaKI[rja, COIU-
jaJIHa KOHTPOJIa, ompeziesbara 3a peaTHocTa U epeKkTuTe
Bp3 corujanHa uHterpanuja (ibid., 425-428).

KoH cuTe crioMeHaTH Lejiu Ke ce CTPEMHUME IIPEKy CII0-
peayBamkbe Ha MeIUYyMCKHUTE COAPKUHH Ha HEKOU Of
HajTUPaKHUTE BECHUIIM BO byrapwja ox JoumHUTE 9QO-
TH TOAWHU U O] IIOYETOKOT HAa HOBHUOT BeK. [ JITaBHHOT
apryMeHT e JieKa 3akplieHuTe pedOpMU HA MeIUyM-
CKUTE MpaBWa U HEJOCTUTOT OJi COOJABETHH CPECTBA
3a MMOCTUTHYBAme OJTOBOPHOCT NMaa HeraTUBeH e(eKT

patterns of ownership and control in the new Bulgarian
media, to media legislation, media ethics and questions
of media regulation and accountability.

Secondly, critical discourse analysis (van Dijk, 1998) of
media texts will be applied with the purpose of decon-
structing surface meanings and embracing the underly-
ing assumptions of their political effects, encoding for or
decoding by particular targeted audiences. The framing"
of the texts will be discussed. Textual interpretation will
be pursued in terms of relationships between texts, the
context, within which they occur, the oppositions they
enter into and the discourses they are encoded by (Mc-
Quail, 2000, 325-327). The detection of ideological bias
and the latent meanings, as well as the practice of agenda
setting performed by the media need further attention.
The distortion of reality and media bias are most explicit
in reporting issues related to race, ethnicity, crime and
violence (ibid, 322). The link between short-term media
effects, such as framing and agenda setting to long-term
effects, as collective reaction, social control, reality defi-
nition and effects on social integration must be estab-
lished (ibid, 425-428).

All the aforementioned objectives will be pursued by
means of comparing the media content of some of the
highest circulation newspapers in Bulgaria in the late
1990s and the beginning of the new century. The main
argument is that the botched reform in media regulation
and the lack of appropriate means for accountability have
exerted a negative effect on journalistic ethics. Market ac-
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Bp3 HOBHMHApCKaTa eTuka. Ila3apHaTta OmpaBIaHOCT U
MIOTPOIIyBayKaTa Ce CMeTaaT 3a HajCUJIHHU (aKToOpu 3a
ITOCTOEYKHUOT CTEIeH Ha IMPUCTPACHOCT U CTEPEOTHIIH-
3upame. YOeImBocTa Ha MEIUYMCKHUTE JIMCKYPCH 3a
PomuTe e HameTHaTa 07 NCKOPHUCTYBAame€TO Ha Mexa-
HU3MHTE Ha OIIITECTBEHOTO IMO3HAHUE, KO IeJIaT KOH
0coOeHHM OYeKyBarba, HOPMH U BPEHOCTH Ha ITyOsu-
KaTa U TW BpamyBaaT PomuTe Kako KpajHO /Ipyruor,
KaKO J>KPTBEHO jarHe HENpaBeAHO CTUTMaTU3UPAHO
KaKO MapasuT W HapyIIyBay Ha MUPOT BO KOHTEKCT Ha
MMOJINTUYKATa ¥ €KOHOMCKa HecTabmrHOCcT. OcobeHo
MeIUYMHUTE W MEeYaToOT IMOCTOjaHO ce obuayBaa Jia TH
HCKJTydaT PoMuTe 071 jJaBHUOT JUCKYPC CO TOA IITO MPEKY
Ja3WKOT U JBOCMHCJIEHOTO IMPETCTaByBamhe€ HAMETHyBaa
ki1acuduKyBauyKyu HOpMaTUBEH peJi Bp3 peasiHocTa. OBa
JIOBeJie KOH MPUCTPacHa, UCKPHUBEHA CJIMKA KOja, BO yC-
JIOBH Ha OIIIITECTBEHN KOH(MJINKTH, Oellle 3acuyieHa U Co
KOja JIECHO ce MaHUILyJIHpalle.

2. ConcTBeHOCT, perynaTuBa U KOHTPONA Ha MeaUyMU

Mo:ke fma ce cMeTa JieKa CTPYKTypHaTa OpraHHu3alyja
Ha MacOBHUTE MeJINyMU, IOCTOjHUTE IIIEMH Ha COIICTBe-
HOCT U KOHTPOJIA ja YCJIOBYBAaaT MHTEPAKIMjaTa IOMery
MOJINTHYKUTE, EKOHOMCKUTE U MEAUYMCKUTE €JIUTU U
TaKa BJIMjaaT BP3 KOHCTPYHPAIETO HA MEINYyMCKUTE
JIMCKyPCH M3Pa3eHH BO PA3JINYHU OOJIMIY HA MeJUyM-
CKO BpaMyBabe, IPEIN3BUKYBajKN Pa3HOBUAHU eDEKTH
u peakiuu. 1 nmokpaj paxToT mto 6yrapcKuTe MeuyMu
HaJMHUHAa ToJIeEM JieJl 07 HETaTUBHOTO HACJIEJICTBO HA
TOTJIUTADHOTO HOBHMHAPCTBO, HOBATa CJIMKA 32 MeIU-
yMHUTe U300MIyBa CO apTYMEHTH JieKa Toa U IMOHaTaMy
3aBUCH Of P;KaBHUTE, IOJTUTUIKUTE UITH EKOHOMCKUTE
CIUTHL.

Ha HCKJIydYHTEe/JIHaTa IIOJIUTUYKa 3aBHCHOCT Ha MEOH-
YMUTE Oelrre IOCOYEHO BO HEKOJIKY /IPpXKaBHU U3BEUITAH

countability and consumption are seen as the strongest
determinants for the existing degree of bias and stereo-
typing. The persuasiveness of media discourses on Roma
is dictated by the exploitation of mechanisms of social
cognition, of targeting particular expectations, norms
and values in audiences, and framing the Roma as the
ultimate “Other,” a scapegoat stigmatised as a parasite
and peace-violator in a context of political and economic
instability. The media and the press, in particular, have
continuously attempted to exclude the Roma from public
discourse by imposing a classifying normative order on
reality through language and ambivalent representation.
This has led to a biased, distorted image, easily manipu-
lated and reinforced in the conditions of social conflict.

2. Media Ownership, Regulation and Control

The structural organisation of the mass media, the ex-
isting patterns of ownership and control, can be con-
sidered as preconditioning the interaction between po-
litical, economic and media elites, thus, influencing the
construction of media discourses expressed in different
forms of media framing, causing a variety of effects and
responses. Despite the fact that the Bulgarian media
have overcome many of the negative legacies of the to-
talitarian press, the new media picture is replete with ar-
guments of the continued dependence on state, political
or economic powers.

The extreme political dependency of the media has been
pointed out in several country reports (Kapital, #13 April,
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(Katiuitian, 6p.13 anpui, 2002; Katiuitian, 6p.10 Mapr,
2002). Tueja ncrakHaa KCIIPEIIETEHOCTA Ha TOJTUTUUKY
IIPUTHCOK, EKOHOMCKHUTE MPOOJIEMH U XaOTHYHOTO 3a-
KOHOZIaBCTBO BO CHUTe 3eMju Ha JyroucrouHa EBporma
(Brunnbauer and Grandits, 1999). ITocienuna Ha oBa
ce OUMIVIETHUTE OOJIUIM Ha I[eH3ypa U HEBOJIHOCTA Jia
ce KpUTUKyBaar BiaguHute nonutuku (ibid.). M3ue-
CEHO € MHUCJIEHhETO JIeKa €IeH Of] MHCTPYMEHTUTE IIITO
My HaMETHyBaaT CTPOTH MPOIKCH Ha MEAUYMCKOTO H3-
BecTyBambe € HallnoHAaTHHOT KOMUTET 3a PaZuo U TeJe-
Buszuja (HKPT) (Katiuitian, 6p.10, mapt 2002). Mako
[IeYaToT Beke ce cMeTa 3a IOJMTHYKKA He3aBHCEH,” Toa
HE T'0 HCKJIy4yBa IMOJUTHYKHOT KOH(POPMU3aM Ha HOBH-
HapUTe CO O/Ipe/ieHU ypeayBauky moautukH (ibid.).

HrtnHaTta meguyMmcka pedopma Ha padborara Ha HKPT u
MIPUTHCOKOT 32 JIOMOJIHyBambhe Ha 3aKOHOT 32 METUYMHU
ce Mery MPBUTE YEKOPH IIITO TH MPe3eMa BJIaJ€jauKOTO
Hanunonasnuo asrxkerse Ha Cumeod 11 (H/ICB) 3a 1a 3aB-
nazee co ap:xxaBHuTe Meauymu (ITonosa, Kaiiuitian, 6p.
39, cent. 2001; Katiuitian, 6p. 05, des. 2002). Ce cmera
neka HaciaegHukoT HA HKPT - CoBeToT 3a eJIEKTPOHCKU
menuymu (CEM), Bpimm AupeKTHAa KOHTPOJIA, HAMECTO
na bune HagzopHo Teno (ibid.). Ox npyra crpana, mak,
He ce cMeTa Jieka paboTh edUKaCHO 3a pa3pellyBambe
Ha mpoObJieMUTe Ha TOJUTUYKA KOHTpPOJIAa U IeH3ypa

(ibid.).

Wsrnena neka, co MOAAPIIKA HA JIETUCJIATUBHU CPEJ-
CTBA, MOJINTHYKUTE MHTEPECH CE CIIOjyBaaT cO €KOHOM-
CKHTE, 0COOEHO BO CJIyJYauTe Ha IIOCTaByBakbe PAKOBO/IEH
mepcoHasl M Teyia 3a Haa30p Ha meauymute (Ilomosa,
Katiuiuan, 6p. 10, mapT, 2002). Taka, Ha TPpUMep, IIPO-
MEHHUTE BO JIETHUCJIATUBAaTa 3a MeAuyMu Oea OaBHU U
MIPUAPY?KEHU CO T0JIeM OpOj CKaHaJTH, IOBP3aHH CO IIPO-
neaypute 3a u3bop Ha wienosu Ha HKPT, CEM, Byrap-
ckara HanmoHasHa TesieBusuja (BHT) u Byrapckoro Ha-

2002; Kapital, #10 March, 2002). They emphasise the
combination of political pressure, economic problems
and chaotic legislation in all Southeastern European
countries (Brunnbauer and Grandits, 1999). This results
in overt forms of censorship and reluctance to criticise
governmental policies (ibid.). One of the instruments for
imposing strict regulation on media performance is stat-
ed to be the National Committee on Radio and Televi-
sion (NCRT) (Kapital, #10, March 2002). Although the
press is already assumed to be politically independent,*
this does not preclude the political conformity of jour-
nalists to a particular editorial policy (ibid.).

The hasty media reform in the work of the NCRT and the
pressure for amendments to the Media Law are seen as
some of the first steps undertaken by the ruling National
Movement Simeon II (NDSV) for conquering the state
media (Popova, Kapital, #39, Sept. 2001; Kapital, #05,
Feb. 2002). The successor of the NCRT, the Council for
Electronic Media (CEM), instead of being a supervisory
body is seen as exerting direct control (ibid.). On the oth-
er hand, its work is not found to be efficient in solving
the problem of political control and censorship (ibid.).

Political interests seem to merge together with econom-
ic, supported by legislative means especially in the case
of appointing managerial staff and media supervisory
bodies (Popova, Kapital, #10, March, 2002). Thus, for
example, changes in media legislation have been slow
and accompanied by a number of scandals, related to the
procedures of electing members of the NCRT, CEM, the
BNT and the Bulgarian National Radio (BNR), and to the
legitimacy of their work (Kapital, #42, Oct. 2001; #43,
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nuoHaHo pazuo (BHP) u co ieruTiMHOCTa HA HUBHATA
pabota (Katiuitian, 6p. 42, OKT. 2001; Op. 43, OKT. 2001;
/JlnesHux, ¢es.11, 19, 20, 21, 2002). Bo 0B0j KOHTEKCT,
Bastepuj HajaeHOB cMeTa ieka HaBOAHHUOT TOJIEM YCIIEX
Ha ,HOBHOT >“IIeYyaT BO CTEKHYBakh€ ITOJIUTHYKA HE3aBUC-
HOCT He IIOCTOH, TYKy JieKa I1e4aTOT OCTaHyBa CKPUEHO
MMOJINTUYKYU TIOJT ITPEBE30T Ha MPHUBATHATa COIICTBEHOCT
Ha Mmeguymure (Kaiiuitian, 6p. 06, ¢peb. 2002).

Yecromatu ce TBPAU JeKa JIETUCIATHBHUTE MEPKH
WIM, €HOCTABHO, HEOBOJIHATA IIPHMEHA HA MEPKHUTE
IIPOIHUIIIAHY O 3AKOHOJaBHUTE OPraHH I'o IOIpedyBaaT
dyuKIMOHMpaeTo Ha MeauymuTe. EneH mpumep e
mpo6JIeMOT Ha MOJIEJIOT Ha jaBeH cepBHC BO Byrapckara
HaI[HOHAJIHA TeJIEBHU3U]ja, KOJIITO BeKe HEKOJIKY TOAUHMI
e BO kopcokak. OBa 3Hauu JieKa He Omia 00e30eneHa
cIelyjajiHa JIETHC/IaTUBHA 3alllTUTa Koja Ou ce cIpo-
THCTaBHJIa HA CEKAKBA JIPKaBHA UJIH BJIa/INHA UHTEPBEH-
nuja. CyieTHIUTE MEPKHU BO OBOj IIpaBel] OU ce oiHecyBasie
Ha 3aIlTUTA Off OJIMTAPXHUCKH M MOHOIIOJICKU Ta3apHU
crpyktypu. OmosrosieKkyBanara u HeepukacHa pabora
Ha KomucHjaTa 3a MOHOIIOJIM BO KOHTEKCT Ha IIEJIOCHO
OTCYCTBO Ha BOCIIOCTABEHA peryjaTHBa 3a MOHOIIOJIH,
OBO3MOKH I10jaByBaihe Ha HEKOJIKY MOHOITIOJIN Ha Me/IH-
yMcKHOT nazap. OxpeseH HallpeaoK BO MOZEJIOT Ha ja-
BHHOT CEPBHC € IIOCTUTHAT CaMO BO IIPETCTaByBarhaTa 3a
Ipalliara 3a eTHUYKUTE MAJIIIMHCTBA M BO EMUTYBakbe-
TO Ha 10 MUHYTHHUTE THEBHU BECTH HA TYPCKH ja3UK Ha
BHT.* Cemmak, BHT cé y1irte ce cMmeTa 3a 3aBHCHA, OU/IejKU
e IUPEeKTHO (hMHAHCHPaHa OJ Ap;KaBara.

W mokpaj mocrojanute Oapama 3a JIONMOJHYBame Ha
MTOCTOEYKHOT 3aKOH 32 MEUYMU, U3TOTBEH BO 1997 TOI.,
TOj BOAM TPUIKa 3a HEKOJIKY Ba)KHM Ipaliama KOU Ce
O/THECYBAaaT HA ETHUYKUTE MAaJII[UHCTBA: eJHAKBaTa
3alITHTA Ha KyJITypaTa u HHTEPECUTE Ha CUTe OyrapcKu
JIpPKaBjaHu, 0e3 ITUCKPUMUHAIMja BP3 €THUYKA OCHOBA

Oct. 2001; Dnevnik, Feb.11, 19, 20, 21, 2002). In this
context, the assumed great successes of the ‘new™ press
of gaining political independence is seen by Valery Naid-
enov as non existing but remaining covertly political in
the guise of private media ownership (Kapital, #06, Feb.
2002).

The functioning of the media has often been claimed to
have been obstructed by legislative measures or by the
mere lack of implementation of the measures posed by
legislation. One example is the problem of the public ser-
vice model in the Bulgarian National Television (BNT),
which has been in a cul-de-sac for several years now. This
means that special legislative safeguards have not been
provided to oppose any state or governmental interfer-
ence. Further measures in this direction also concern
the protection against oligopolistic and monopolistic
market structures. The delayed and inefficient work of
the Monopolies Commission in the context of a complete
absence of established monopolistic regulation, has al-
lowed for the establishing of several monopolistic cases
on the media market. Certain progress in the public ser-
vice model has been achieved only in the representation
of ethnic minority issues and the broadcasting of the
ten-minute daily news in Turkish language on the BNT.*
Still, the BNT is seen as dependent, since it is directly
funded by the state.

Despite the constant demands for amendments to the ex-
isting Media Law drafted in 1997, it provides for several
important issues concerning ethnic minorities: the equal
protection of the culture and interests of all Bulgarian
citizens, without discrimination on the basis of ethnic-
ity (Art. 6(3)), the provision for the culture and language

’EI
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(wr. 6(3)), mepkure Ha BHT u BHP (w1. 7(2)) 3a kyi-
Typara | ja3uKOT Ha OyrapCKuTe eTHUYKHA MaJII[MHCTBA,
MepKaTa MpOTUB HeTosiepaHnuja (Wwi. 10(5)) ¥ MPOTUB
MMOTTUKHYBab€ HAIlHOHAIHA, TIOJINTUYKA, ETHHYKA, pe-
JINTHCKA W pacHa HETOoJIEpaHIlMja BO IIPOTPaMCKHUTE
comp:kuHu (4. 17, (2)) (Cayxcben secHuk, 6p.138, HoeM.
24, 1998: 1-16). Ke GuzaT OCMUCIEHH W CIIEeIUjaTHU
MIPOTPAaMU Ha ja3WI[UTe Ha MaJIIMHCTBAaTa 32 OyrapcKuTe
rparaHu 4¥j MajuuH ja3uk He e Oyrapckuor (Art. 12 (2)).
Cenak, BakBUTe oipenou ce oHecyBaat camo 3a BHT u
BHP, He 1 HAaBOZHO HE3aBUCHUTE METUYMCKUTE KyKHU.

Perynupamero Ha mevatoT Oelre rmpeaMeT Ha HHTepe-
cupasmbe. V mokpaj HeKoJIKyTe Ipe/yIo3u Ja ce ApadTyBa
npemior 3akoH 3a medar Bo panute 90-Tu (Rangelov
in Bulgarian Media Knowledge, 1996: 193),° Heonam-
HeIIHUTE CJIydyBama BO ZiebaTuTe HA HOBHHAPUTE OJI-
BeZI0A PEYNCH JI0 KOHCEH3YC JIeKa CaMOpPEryJIHPAETO
€ eIMHCTBEHATa IOcakyBaHa U edukacHa dopma Ha
nobpoBostHO HamerHata KoHTposia (JlozanoB u bBe-
xap Ha BebO crpaHunaTta Ha Byrapckara meamyMmcka Ko-
anmunuja (http://bmece.bulmedia.com), Cecuja 3: 1-15;
Haupnenos, Kyaitypa, 6p. 07, deB. 2002). Byrapckara
Menuymcka koanuiuja (BMK) ucro Taka HeomamHa 06-
jaBH Jiekyiapalyja Bo Koja ja U3HecyBa CBOjaTa PEIIEHOCT
Jla ce CIPOTHCTaBU HAa CEKAKBA BJIA/IMHA FUTH MTOJTUTHIKA
WHTepPBeHIIMja BO 00IMK HA 3akoH 3a neuar (Ceza, jyiu
29, 2002). ABTOPETYJINPAKHETO IIPETIIOCTABYBA HE3ABHC-
HOCT Ha I1eYaToT O/ KakBa OWJIO BJIAJINHA, MOJUTUYKA
WM 3aKOHCKa (GopMa Ha KOHTpPOJIA U 3alBPCHYBAIHE
Ha obymmuTe Ha NpodecuoHaIHA U jaBHA OATOBOP-
HocT. Cemak, edukacHOTO (PYHKIIMOHUpame Ha HEO-
JlaMHa ycBoeHHOT HoBHHapcKu Kojieke 3a paboTa mITo
ke M peryjrpa akKTHBHOCTUTE HA HOBUHAPUTE, CE YIITE
OCTaHyBa caMO HejacHa uzeja Koja He obe30emyBa mpe-
IIU3HO pas3bupame HAa NMPUHIUIINTE HAa HOBHHApCKaTa
€THKAa, HUTY He-CTaTyTapHU COBETOZAaBHHU TeJIa IIpeJt KOU

of Bulgarian ethnic minorities by the BNT and the BNR
(Art. 7(2)), provisions against intolerance (Art. 10(5)) in
programme content and against inducing national, po-
litical, ethnic, religious and racial intolerance (Art. 17,
(2)) (Official Gazette, #138, Nov. 24, 1998: 1-16). Spe-
cial programmes in minority languages are also to be
designed for Bulgarian citizens, whose mother tongue is
not Bulgarian (Art. 12 (2)). Such regulations, however,
concern only the BNT and the BNR, and not the assumed
self-regulating press.

Press regulation has been a point of concern. Despite
several proposals to draft a Press Law in the early 9os
(Rangelov in Bulgarian Media Knowledge, 1996:193),°
recent developments in the press debate have led almost
to a mutual consensus that self-regulation is the only
desirable and efficient form of voluntarily imposed con-
trol (Lozanov and Behar in BMC Website (http://bmc.
bulmedia.com), Session 3, 1-15; Naidenov, Kultura, #07,
Feb. 2002). The Bulgarian Media Coalition (BMC) has
also recently issued a declaration in which it stated its
determination to oppose any governmental or political
intervention in the form of a Press Law (Sega, July 29,
2002). Self-regulation presupposes the independence of
the press from any governmental, political or legislative
form of control and strengthening forms of profession-
al and public accountability. Nevertheless, the efficient
functioning of the recently adopted Journalistic Code of
Practice to regulate press activities still remains only a
vague idea with no precise understanding of the prin-
ciples of media ethics and non-statutory advisory bodies
it should be accountable to. The long absence of estab-
lished professional rules of media ethics can be ascribed
to different reasons. On the one hand, journalists had
been seen as too passive and slow in taking the issue in
their hands (Lozanov, ibid., Session 3:7). On the other,
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HOBHHApHUTE Ke OUIaT OAroBOPHU. J{0JITOTO OTCYCTBO Of
BOCTAaHOBEHHM NMPO(ECHOHATIHY [TPpAaBUJIa Ha MeJUyMcKa
eTHKa MOXe Jla uMa mmoBeke npuunHu. O ejHa cTpaHa,
HOBMHAPHUTE CE CMETAAT 3a IIPEMHOTY ITACBHH U OaBHU
BO Ipe3eMameTo Ha paboTute Bo cBou parie (JIo3aHOB,
ibid., cecuja 3:7). Ox apyra crpaHa, JienpodeCcHoHATH-
3anpjaTa Ha HOBHHAPHUTE M HEJOCTHIOT O COOZBETHA
HOBHMHApCKa 00yKa MOXKAT J]a C€ CMETAaT 3a BEPO0CTO-
juu npuuwunn (B. Bopucos, ibid., cecuja 3: 24).

CiiobomaTa Ha MEIMYMUTE W OZATOBOPHOCTA CE IIEHTPAJI-
HU TTpo0JIeMH, 0COOEHO BO YCJIOBU Ha MOJUTUYKU, KO-
HOMCKH, 3aKOHCKU U YPEJHUUYKHU MPUTUCOK (JI03aHOB,
ibid., cecuja 3:1). Taka, Ha mpuMep, cé JI0 HeoJaMHa
MeZIMyMcKaTa JierucjiaTuBa 06e30e/1yBaiiie mpeKyMepHI
MEPKH BO CIy4ad Ha KJIeBeTa, KaKo IITO € 3aTBOP /10 3
roauHu. PaHIMBOCTa HA HCTPAKyBAUKUTE HOBUHAPHU
pes KPUMUHATHUTE TPYIH, BO OBOj CJIy4aj, MOTTUKHA
MaCcOBHa KaMIIaba 3a JI0MOJIHYBabhe Ha HEKOJIKY YWIEHO-
BY Ha KpUMHHAJTHUOT KOJIEKC U 3a YCBOjyBaibe Ha 100po
nedunupannor Kozgekc 3a pabora Ha HoBuHapuTe. Kako
Y J1a e, TIOCJIEJTHUTE 3HAYajHU IPOMEHH Ce CIIyuHja Typu
mpea 4 TOAWHU, KOTa CIyYauTe Ha KJIeBeTa Mpeau3BHU-
Kaa roJieM WHTepeC Ha HAIMOHATHO M Ha MelyHapOIHO
HUBO. EfMHCTBEHATA MPOMEHA JI0CeTa € 3aMEHYBAHETO
Ha 3aTBOpPCKAaTa Ka3Ha CO OTPOMHU NMAapHUYHU Ka3HU 3a
HOBUHAPUTE.

W mokpaj Toa mro YHujaTa Ha OyrapcKu HOBHUHApPH
npudaru oapeneHu [IpaBuia Ha HOBUHApPCKaTa €THKA,
HEKOH MpobsieMaTHIHu 00J1aCTH ce OTHECYBAaT Ha (pak-
TOT JieKa 3a pas3jIuKa O] IPYTd HOBUHAPCKH KOJIEKCH,
KaKOB IIITO € 0HOj Ha Komucujara 3a nmorwiaku Ha OpuTaH-
ckute HoBuHapu (PCC) (ua Be6 crpanumara Ha BMII),
OyrapckuTe HOBUHApH ja CHOCAT IiejiaTa OJTOBOPHOCT
3a cBouTe mocranku. Ce TBpAEIe IeKa € HeOIXOTHO J1a
ce mpudaru MPaBUIOTO 32 YPEAHUYKA U WHCTUTYIHO-

the increasing lack of professionalism within the realm
of journalism and the lack of appropriate journalistic
training can be seen as a plausible reason (B. Borisov,
ibid., Session 3, 24).

Media freedom and responsibility are central problems,
especially in conditions of political, economic, legislative
and editorial pressure (Lozanov, ibid., Session 3, 1). Thus,
for example, media legislation until recently provided for
excessive measures in cases of libel and defamation, such
as imprisonment for up to three years. The vulnerability
of investigative journalists to criminal groupings, in this
case, provoked a massive campaign for amending sev-
eral articles of the Criminal Code and for the adoption of
a well-defined Code of Practice for journalists. However,
no significant changes have occurred for more than four
years now, when libel cases provoked serious concerns
on national and international levels. The only change so
far has been the replacement of the prison sentence with
excessive fines for journalists.

Despite the adoption of certain Rules of Journalistic Eth-
ics by the Union of Bulgarian Journalists, some problem-
atic areas concern the fact that unlike other journalistic
codes, such as that of the British Press Complaints Com-
mission (PCC) (on the BMC Website), Bulgarian jour-
nalists bear the whole responsibility for their actions. It
has been argued that it is necessary to accept the rule
of editorial and institutional responsibility rather than
personal, as the individual journalist can hardly be held
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HaJIHA OJITOBOPHOCT, HAMECTO 3a JINYHA OJITOBOPHOCT,
OU/IejKU TEIIKO JieKa MOeJUHEYHNOT HOBUHAP,/Ka MOYXKe
Jla ce CMeTa 3a O/ITOBOPEH 3a reHepayiHaTa IOJTUTHKA
ITO ja crmpoBeAyBa MHcrtutynujara (YHuja Ha Oyrap-
CKHUTe HOBUHApPH, [Ipaswia Ha HoBuHapckaiua eiiuka,
MapT, 1994, Beb ctpanunaTta Ha BMK).

Jpyr mpoGjeM e HEONXOJHOCTa EKCIUIHIIUTHO Jia ce
dbopmyupa eka CrioMeHyBalbeTO Ha pacaTa, ETHHYKATa
MPUMAAHOCT, BO3pacTa U IIOJIOT HAa €JHa JIMYHOCT €
ONpaBJaHO €JUHCTBEHO KOra TaKBHUTEe HWHMOpMAIUH
ce CTPOro pejieBaHTHU (KaKo INTO € cliemudUIrpaHo
BO BpHUTAaHCKHMOT KOJEKC Ha OJHECYBaihe Ha HHTEPHET
crpanunaTta Ha BMC). Omiiro 3eMeH0, HOBUHAPHUTE TJIe-
JlaJie Ha yCBOjyBambeTo Ha ETUUKHUOT KOZIEKC, PEryIupaH
co 3akoHOT 3a Mmeauymu (1998, Y. 49), Kako Ha TOTa-
surapHa Mepka (HosakoB Ha Beb crpaHunaTta Ha BMK,
cecuja 2: 7). Ox gpyra crpaHa, OMJIO MPU3HAEHO JIeKa
HEKOH IOJIUTUYKU U MEIMYMCKH €JIUTH Y>KMBaaT MpH-
BHJIETHja Ha IIOr0JIEM IIPUCTAII 0 MACOBHUTE MEIUYMH

(ibid.).

Hekon exmepTd 3a MeAUyMH, IIPAIIameTo 3a MeIu-
yMCKaTa €THKa r0 CMEeTaaT 3a I[eHTpaJieH, HO C& YIITe
HepeleH pobseM (Tabakosa; JIozaHOB Ha Beb CTpaHU-
nata Ha BMK, cecuja 3). Tue, ucTo Taka, UCTaKHyBaaT
JleKka OyrapckuTe Mac-MeIMyMU He NPHAOHEeCyBaaT 3a
IIPOIECOT Ha JiMbepan3anyja Bo OIIITECTBOTO. I'eopru
JlozaHoB, mopaHeleH 4wieH Ha HaloHaIHHOT KOMUTET
3a paauo u teneBesnja (HKPT), curyanujata Bo Gyrap-
CKUTE Mac-MeIWyMH ja OIIMIIyBa Kako ,Ile/ierbe” Ha
MOKTa Ha MEANYMHTE Of APYrH (popMu Ha MOK, KaKO
IIITO Ce eKOHOMCKATa, MOJUTHYKATa M 3aKOHOJaBHATa
(ibid.). Ox mpyra crpaHa, Aypu U MOKTa Ha MEIHUYMUTE
HE ce CMeTa 3a TOJIKYy IpeTepaHa, Ha MaCOBHUTE Me-
JUYMU CE YIITE Ce IJIefia KaKO Ha HajBayKHU ajlaTKU 3a
CO3/1aBaibe U MaTepUjaTU3HUparhe Ha HOBA OIIITECTBEHA

liable for the overall policy pursued by the institution
(Union of Bulgarian Journalists, Rules of Journalistic
Ethics, March, 1994 in BMC Website).

Another problem is the necessity to state explicitly that
the mentioning of a person’s race, ethnicity, age and
gender is justified only when such information is strictly
relevant (as specified in the British Code of Conduct in
the BMC Website). The adoption of a Code of Ethics,
regulated by the Media Law (1998, Art. 49) has gener-
ally been seen as a totalitarian measure by journalists
(Cholakov in BMC Website, Session 2, 7). On the other
hand, it has been acknowledged that certain political and
media elites enjoy the privilege of having better accessi-
bility to the mass media (ibid.).

Some media experts consider the question of media eth-
ics as a central but still unresolved problem (Tabakova;
Lozanov in BMC Website, Session 3). They also point out
that the Bulgarian mass media does not contribute to the
process of liberalisation in society. Georgy Lozanov, for-
mer member of the National Committee for Radio and
Television (NCRT), defines the situation in the Bulgarian
mass media as a process of “draining” media power by
other forms of power, such as the economic, the politi-
cal and the legislative (ibid.). On the other hand, even if
the power of the media is considered not that excessive,
mass media are still viewed as the most important tools
for producing and materialising a new social reality,
characterised by the dominance of quasi-mafiotic struc-
tures (ibid., Session 3, 2-3).
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PeasTHOCT, KOja Ce O/IJINKYBa CO IOMUHAIIMjaTa Ha KBa3u-
Madujamkute cTpykrypH (ibid., cecuja 3: 2-3).

Cure eKOHOMCKH U 3aKOHCKH Oapuepw MOKaT Jia ce
cMeTaaT 3a OATOBOPHHU 3a HEJOCTHUIOT Ha COO/IBETHO
mpodecHOHAITHO OIHECYBAIbE U 32 OlararbeTo Ha Me/IH-
YMCKHTE BPEJHOCTH U eTHKAaTa BO COBpeMeHHTe Oyrap-
cku Meauymu (Stamov in Bulgarian Media Knowledge,

1996: 159).

JlubGepanmzanujata Ha MeJUYMCKHOT IIa3ap JIOBEZE
JI0 Ipyr ¢eHOMeH TUIIUYEH 3a QO-Te - BJIETYBAHETO
Ha CTPAaHCKHOT KalWTaJl U KOHIIEHTpUpame Ha COll-
crBeHocTa Ha Menuymute (Cracos, Bo JIo3aHOB U Jip.
2000: 103; ®ueBa, 1999: 38). HajouursieneH npumep
€ repMaHCKUOT KoH3opiuyM Westdeutsche Allgemeine
Zeitung (WAZ), kK0j TH Kynu HajTUPA’KHUTE BECHHIU
Bo byrapwuja: Tpyo u 24 Yaca u Taka BOCIIOCTaBH MO-
HOTIOJICKA MO3UIHja Ha OyrapcKUOT ma3ap Ha BECHHUIH,
HMCKOPHUCTYBajKU Tl HENPEIU3HUTE 3aKOHU 32 MOHO-
nos1. KoH30puuyMoOT IpuBjiede OKOJIy €/JHa TPeTUHA Of
ypTaTesJCKaTa IyOJIMKa Ha IEeJHOT Oyrapcky Iredyar u
ympasyBa co 38,5% on pexiamuHuoT nasap (Kaiiuitian,
Op. 24, anpui, 2002). YMeNIHUTe Ma3apHU U 3aKOH-
CKM MaHeBPU Ha KOH30PLUYMOT IpeZiu3BHKaa IOCTO-
JaHU 3aKOHCKHU Ipoliecu IpoTuB WAZ, Kou 3amovyHaa
yurte Bo 1996 roz. Bo 1996 roz. Becauiiute Ha WAZ Bo-
Jlea MeJILyMcCKa BOjHA IIPOTHB OCTAaTOTOKOT Ha Ie4aToT
HamaJstyBajku ru rienure. [lon [layau (John Downey) (in
Thussu ed., 1998: 56) crparerujata Ha WAZ ja TosiKyBa
KaKo IIpUMep Ha 3amajHa KoJIOHU3allija Ha [1e4aToT BO
Byrapwuja, c;in4HO Ha JIpyruTe 3eMjU, KaKo ILITO ce YH-
rapuja u Yemka. EkoHOMCKaTa JOMUHAIMja HA I€YaTOT
Ha WAZ, noHaraMy ja paciuiekTyBa AsdaHmapu Kako
100pOo MpUKpHeHa MOJUTHYKA MaHUITyJIalyja duja mest
e MpoMeHaTa Ha HUBHATa ypeZlyBauka IIOJIUTHUKA IIPEKY
CHUMyJIMpame Ha OAaHKPOT U HaOl'arhe HOBU COTICTBEHUITH.

All economic and legislative barriers could be held as
accountable for the lack of adequate professional behav-
iour and the decline of media values and ethics in con-
temporary Bulgarian media (Stamov in Bulgarian Me-
dia Knowledge, 1996, 159).

The liberalisation of the press market has led to anoth-
er typical phenomenon of the 9os — the advent of for-
eign capital and the concentration of media ownership
(Spassov, in Lozanov et al. 2000:103; Fileva, 1999:38).
The most conspicuous example is the German consor-
tium Westdeutsche Allgemeine Zeitung (WAZ), which
bought the highest circulation Bulgarian newspapers:
Trud (Labour) and 24 Chasa (24 Hours), and by such
means established a monopolistic position within the
Bulgarian newspaper market by taking favour of the im-
precise monopolies legislation. It attracted about one-
third of the readership of the whole Bulgarian press and
commands 38.5% of the advertising market (Kapital,
#24, April, 2002). The skilful market and legislative ma-
noeuvres of the consortium have provoked continuous
legal procedures against WAZ, starting as early as 1996.
In 1996 WAZ newspapers waged a media war against the
rest of the press by lowering their prices. John Downey
(in Thussu ed., 1998, 56) interprets the strategy of WAZ
as an example of Western colonisation of the press in
Bulgaria, similar to other countries, such as Hungary and
the Czech Republic. The economic dominance of WAZ
press is further unravelled by Alfandari (2000, 143) as a
well-disguised political manipulation with the purpose of
changing their editorial policy by simulating bankruptcy
and finding new owners. For him (ibid, 144), this meant
a continuation of the previous state monopoly on the
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3a nero (ibid., 144) oBa npercraByBaillle MPOOIKyBaHhE
Ha [IPETXOAHUOT JIPKaBEH MOHOIIOJI Ha HOBHUHAPCKHUOT
masap, Bo k0oj WAZ urpaiiie camo yJiora Ha MeJUyMCKH
Jnocpenauk”. Ilo co3pmaBameTo Ha HOBHUTE IPUBATHU
meauymu, WAZ ce cMeTa 3a BTOD ,,MHCTPYMEHT Ha OHHE
KOM MMaaT MOK JJUCKPETHO /ia BJIajieaT Co jABHHUOT IIPOC-
Top co oMo Ha nmedatoT” (ibid.). Kako mocnemuma o
OBaa CTHMYyJIaTHBHA IPHBAaTH3allMja, APKaBHHOT MO-
HOITOJI IPHUKPHEHO €€ BOCIIOCTABH BO CHUTE MEIUYMCKH
CEeKTOPH: HAIIHOHAJHUOT U PETHMOHATHUOT, APKABHHUOT
U IPUBATHUOT, CEKTOPOT HAa €JIEKTPOHCKUTE MEIUYMH
u Ha nevartot (ibid., 144-145). 3a Andaunmapu, oBa e
[JIaBHATa IIPUYMHA 32 OTCYCTBOTO HA jaBeH MEAUYMCKH
CEPBUC U Ha OMIITECTBEHO OArOBOpHH HOBHUHapH (ibid.,
145). JIsata Becuuiu Ha WAZ, Tpyo u 24 Yaca, 3a aB-
toport (ibid., 142) ce BeTe HAJMOKHHU MEIUYMCKH ajIaT-
KH 3a BOCIIOCTaByBaibe MOHOIIOJICKHM CTaTyC BO jaBHATa
cdepa 1 3a HaCOUyBarbe Ha jABHOTO MHUCJIEEHE M HA PeaK-
[IMUTE Ha JyI'eTo MPEKy CO3/1aBarhe MacOBHA IICHX03a U
IIpepacIpe/ieiyBambe Ha MOJIUTHIKHOT, MEIUYMCKHOT 1
eKoHOMCcKHOT mpoctop (ibid.).

Jla cymmpame: U MOKpaj YCBOEHUTE MEPKH, IOCTOJHUTE
po6JieMU BO MEJTUYMUTE BO OTHOC HA TIOUUTYBAKETO HA
MeJIMyMCKaTa eTHUKA U OJTHECYBAFbeTO HA HOBUHAPHUTE CE
cé yirre mpobsemMaTuuHu. ITocTon HEOBOIHA YyBCTBH-
TEJIHOCT Ha IyOJIMKaTa 3a IMOEeIUHEYHHUTE CIyYan Ha
JIUCKPUMUHAIIM]a, KJIEBETA U CTEPEOTHITU3HPAHE BO Me-
JIUyMUTE. YIIITE TOBEKe, MEAUYMUTE PETKO CE CMETAAT 3a
OJITOBOPHU 3a BaKBUTE IIpeKpIIonu. HUBHUOT HepelleH
cTaTyc ImoMery Ap:KaBHU U jaBHU MEJUYMCKH CEPBUCH,
HECUTYPHOCTA Ha CJI000HUOT mas3ap U JIOIIaTa JIeTUC-
JIaTHBA ce HEKOM Of] IPUYUHUTE 32 O7]0JITOBJIEKYBAIHE CO
pedopmaTa Ha MeJUyMHUTE U 3a IPOAOJIKEHATa Mpak-
THKA Ha HOBUHAPCKU IpeYeKopyBama. Jlypu HeogaMHa
YCBOEHHOT 3aKOH IPOTUB JUCKPUMHHAIIH]ja JIaBa MAJIKY
HAJIe’K 32 YHAIIPEeIyBarbe U KOHTPOJIMPAahe Ha MeUyM-

press market, in which WAZ played only the role of a me-
dia “intermediary”. After the creation of the new private
press, WAZ is seen as the second “instrument of those in
power to discreetly rule over the public space with the
help of the press” (ibid.). As an effect of this simulative
privatisation, state monopoly is established covertly in
all media sectors: the national and the regional, the state
and the private, the electronic media and the press (ibid.,
144-145). This is the main reason for Alfandari for the
absence of public service media and socially responsible
journalists (ibid., 145). The two WAZ newspapers, Trud
and 24 Chasa, are for the author (ibid., 142), the most
powerful media tools for establishing a monopoly status
in the public sphere and directing public opinion and
people’s reactions by creating mass psychosis and redis-
tributing political, media and economic space (ibid.).

To summarise, despite the adopted measures, the ex-
isting problems in the media concerning the observa-
tion of media ethics and journalistic behaviour are still
problematic. There is lack of sensitisation of audiences
to particular cases of discrimination, labeling or stereo-
typing in the media. Furthermore, the media are hardly
held accountable for their misdemeanors in this respect.
Their undecided status between state and public service
media, the precariousness of the free market and poor
legislation are some of the reasons for the delay in me-
dia reform and the continued practice of journalistic ex-
cesses. Only the recently adopted Anti-discrimination
legislation gives certain hope for improving and control-
ling media discourses concerning the Roma. Overall, the
problems in the Bulgarian media are related to political
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CKHTe JINCKYpPCU KOW ce ofHecyBaaT Ha Pomurte. Cé Ha
ce, mpobsieMuTe Bo OyrapcKuTe MeIUyMU Ce TIOBP3aHU
CO MTOJIUTUYKUOT IPUTHUCOK, CO ITa3apoT, CO XaOTUYHUTE
3aKOHH 3a MeJUYMH, KaKo IIITO € CIy4aj U BO IIOBEKETO
HcrounoeBporcku 3eMju  (Braunnbauer, Grandits,

1999).

3. MonuTnKUTe Ha MeAUYMCKO nNpeTcTaByBame

CrpykrypHHTE (QOPMH HA COICTBEHOCT U KOHTPOJIA
Ha MeJMyMUTE U BPEJHOCTHTE HA TNpodecruoHaIHATA
HOBMHApPCKA €THKA HAa CUMOOJMYKO HHUBO JUPEKTHO
ce m3pa3yBaaT BO MEJUYMCKOTO BpaMyBal€ Ha BecC-
tute. MeMyMUTe MMaaT MOK Jla KpeWpaaT MHUTOJIO-
TU3UpaHu HWHQOpMANUM, CO JAUCKYP3WUBHH CPEICTBA
3aMaTyBajKl ja AUCTUHKIMjaTa ToOMery WIy3wjaTa |
peayiHOCTa M TPEAU3BHUKYBAjKU OPOJjHH TOJKyBama U
cybjexktuBHu mosunuu (MuueBa, Kyaitiypa, #30, aBr.
4, 2002). Tue yecTo MOKaKyBaaT IpETEPAHA CJIMKA HA
peasHOCTa ,,UKCHPaAjKU Ce Ha TPAyMaTHYHHUTE MeCTa
u npeyBesmuyBajku ru” (ibid.). CanunuTe TONMKyBama
ce (oxycupaaT He Ha KOMyHHKAaTHBHAaTa W WH(MOpMa-
TUBHATa (PYHKIMja HA MEAUYMHTE, TYKy IIOCKOPO Ha
putyasHata QyHKIHja IITO THE ja BPIIAT, CO3JaBajKu
ocobeH cBetoryies u akrepcku yaoru (Kapu, 1989 Bo M.
Bacuesa, 2000: 8).

Anasn3ata Ha MeUYMCKHTE TEKCTOBH I'O HACOUyBa BHU-
MaHHEeTO U Ha IPHUpO/aTa Ha TEKCTOBUTE U HA HAUUHUTE
Ha KOU jaBHOCTA T MHTEPIIPETHpA, KaKO U Ha mocel-
HUTE IICUXOJIONIKH MEXaHU3MH KOH ja IPETIOCTaByBaaT
HUBHAaTa moTpoIinyBauka. CoBpeMeHaTa TeopHja 3a Me-
JINyMUTE ja HATJIaCyBa JINjasIONIKaTa MIPUPO/A Ha BPCKa-
Ta roMmery tekcrosure u myosimkure (Tester, 1994: 58) u
IMoBeke3HayHocTa IITO ro co3zasaar. 3a Pucke (Fiske)
(1987: 14 BO Tester, 1994: 68), eneH MeAUYMCKH TEKCT

pressure, the market and chaotic media legislation as in
most of the Eastern European countries (Braunnbauer,
Grandits, 1999).

3. The Politics of Media Representation

The structural forms of media ownership and control and
the values of professional journalistic ethics find a direct
expression at the symbolic level in the media framing of
news. It is within the power of the media to create my-
thologised information, blurring the distinction between
illusion and reality and provoking numerous interpreta-
tions and subject positions by discursive means (Miche-
va, Kultura, #30, Aug. 4, 2002). They often present an
exaggerated picture of reality “fixing on and magnifying
traumatic spots” (ibid.). Similar interpretations focus
not on the communicational and informational function
of the media, but rather on the ritualistic function they
perform, creating a particular worldview and actor posi-
tions (Carey, 1989 in M. Vassileva, 2000, 8).

The analysis of media texts directs the attention to both
the nature of texts and the modes of interpretation by
audiences, as well as to the particular psychological
mechanisms that presuppose their consumption. Con-
temporary media theory emphasises the dialogic nature
of the relationship between texts and audiences (Tester,
1994, 58) and the polysemy of meanings they create. For
Fiske, (1987: 14 in Tester, 1994, 68), a media text is “a
site of struggle for meaning that reproduces the conflicts
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e ,MecTo Ha O6opba 3a 3HaUeHme KOe I'0 PEerpoAylnHpa
KOH(JIMKTOT HAa MHTEPECH TIOMely IIPOU3BOJUTENINTE U
KOH3YMEHTHTE, IIITO Ce CO3/IaBa BO CAMHOT IIPOIEC HA
yuTame Win ToskyBame (ibid.). Ctjyapt Xoxn (Stuart
Hall) (Bo Stevenson, 1995: 35) TBpAU JileKa MacCOBHHUTE
MeINyMH ja IPeTCTaByBaaT IJIaBHATA H/IEOJIOIIKA WH-
CTUTYI[Aja BO COBPEMEHOTO OIIIITECTBO, 00e30eayBajku
cuMboyimyHa 06JIaCT 3a CO3/laBabe Ha JTOMHUHAHTHUOT
koHceH3yc. Criopex Xoa (Bo Morris and Thornton eds.,
1996: 57-61), IEKOANPAETO Ha 3HAYEHHATa HA MeIUYM-
CKHUTE TEKCTOBU 3aBUCH OJf BpCKaTa OMely MHCTUTYIIH-
UTe, TEXHUYIKATA OlpeMa U IPOodeCHOHATHUTE KOEKCH
U poueaypure. HUBHOTO TOJIKYBak€e MOJKe /1a Ce COTJIa-
CyBa CO MMIUIMIIUTHOTO XET€MOHHUCTUYKO 3HAUEHE, /1a
My IIPOTUBPEYH WJIX /1a CO3/1aBa JIOTOBOPHO TOJIKYBAbE.

PacuctuykuTe JUCKYPCU C€ UAEOJIOIIKU, JOMUHAHTHH
JTUCKYPCH KOU TIPU HAMETHYBAHETO Ha IPETIIOUUTAHOTO
3HaYeme 3a MyDJIUKaTa BO BOJEUKUTE MEUYMU Ce TIOT-
nUpaaT Ha pa3HOBH/IHU cTpaTeruu. HoBHOT Buj pacu3am
YecTo He e eKCIUTHIIUTEH, TyKy IO CBOjaTa IPHUPOJA €
cynTwieH, cumbosmyeH u ckpueH (van Dijk in Cottle,
ed., 2000: 34). Toj ce moTnupa Ha OAfAIEYEHOCTA U
Ha HEJIOCTUTOT 0/ NHGOPMAIIMHK 32 TOCOUYEHUOT eTHUY-
KU WU paceH cy0jekT. PacHCTHUKHTE MEIUYMCKH JTUC-
KypCH ce 0cO0eHO MOKHHU BO CJIyd4ad Kora He IOCTOjaT
aJITepHATUBHU W3BOPH Ha WHGPOPMUpAIe WU IMOHe-
IIOCPETHO KCKYCTBO HA YHUTATEJIUTE CO MaJI[UHCTBATa
(ibid., 36). Ilonapusanujara Ha AUCKYpcoT Ha Hue u
Tue ¥ HarJIacyBameTO Ha PA3JIMYHOCTA MOXKE Jja Cce
HaOJby/ZlyBa U KaKO JIeJI O IIPOIECOT Ha KOHCTPYUPAEhe
Ha UAEeHTUTETOT.® YIITe moBeke, BO KOHTEKCT Ha ¢1abo
¥ HEMOKHO MaJIIIMHCTBO CO OTPaHUYEH IPUCTAI JI0 Me-
MUYMUTE, TUKYP3UBHATa U KOTHUTHBHA XereMOHHUja Ha
PACHCTUYKHOT TOBOP € PEUrCH IeJIOCHA U JIOCTUTHYBA
HUBO Ha KoHceHsyc (ibid., 37). ®akTutre BO HOBHHAp-
CKUTE TEKCTOBU Ce JI00pO CTPYKTYPUPAHU BO OJIEJTHU

of interests between producers and consumers, which is
created in the very process of reading or interpretation”
(ibid.). Stuart Hall (in Stevenson, 1995, 35) contends
that the mass media represent the main ideological in-
stitution in contemporary society, providing a symbolic
realm for creating the dominant consensus. The encod-
ing of meanings of media texts, according to Hall (in
Morris and Thornton eds., 1996, 57-61), depends on the
relation between institutions, technical equipment and
professional codes and procedures. Their interpretation
can be in accordance with the implied hegemonic mean-
ing, opposing it, or creating a negotiated interpretation.

Racist discourses are ideological, dominant discourses,
which rely on a variety of strategies for imposing a pre-
ferred meaning on audiences in the mainstream media.
The new type of racism is often not explicit but subtle,
symbolic and covert in nature (van Dijk in Cottle, ed.,
2000, 34). It relies on enstrangement and the lack of
information about the targeted ethnic or racial subject.
Racist media discourses are especially powerful in cases
where there are no alternative sources of information or
a more close experience of the readers with minorities
(ibid, 36). The polarisation of Us and Them discourses
and the emphasis on difference can be further seen as
a part of an identity construction process.® In addition,
in a context of a weak and powerless minority, with re-
stricted media access, the discursive and cognitive hege-
mony of racist discourses is almost complete and reaches
a level of consensus (ibid: 37). Facts in news discourses
are well-structured in particular topics and rely on dif-
ferent strategies and stylistic rhetorical devices. Topical-
isiation is selective and biased in racist texts. They rest
on a number of authorities to confirm the veracity of the
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TEMH M C€ MOTIHPAAT Ha PA3JIMYHU CTPATETUH U CTHJII-
CKM PETOPHYKH CPe/ICTBA. BO pPaCHUCTHUYKHTE TEKCTOBH
TEMATU3HUPAETO € CEJIEKTUBHO M IIPUCTPACHO. 3a I0-
TBp/la Ha BUCTUHUTOCTA Ha MOHyAeHaTa uHopManuja,
THE ce IOTIHpaaT Ha rojeM Opoj aBropuTeTu. Hera-
TUBHO MPETCTaByBame U KOJAU(UKaAIMjaTa Ha 0COOEHHN
300pOBHM WM pEYHHYKA CeJIEKIHja, KAaKO BOEHHOT
PEUYHHK, ce CPE/ICTBA 3a BOCIIOCTABYBaibe Ha OJAPEIEHHU
JokaysHu 3Hauempa (ibid., 39), co mes ga ce cosmaze Io-
CakyBaHO MpUKaxKyBarbe. /Ipyry 3HaYajHU CPeCcTBA 3a
Jemudpupame Ha HAE0JOMKNATEe UMIUTUKAIIMY Ha efeH
PacHCTUYKHU TEKCT Ce caMaTa CTPYKTypa Ha TEKCTOT, He-
roBaTa KOXEPEHTHOCT, PYHKIMOHATHUTE BPCKH, YJIOTHUTE
KOU UM Ce JIO/IeJIEH! Ha YYECHUITUTE U KOHTPACTUTE Ha
reHepanusanuute (ibid., 40). AHanu3uTe Ha JUCKYp-
COT MOHATaMy T'O MPETIIOCTAByBaaT Pasrjie/lyBarbeTo Ha
rpaduyKaTa MOCTABEHOCT, CTH/IMCTHYKUTE €JIEMEHTH,
CHHTaKcaTa U PETOPUYKUTE (PUTYPH U CTPATETHMUTE HA
aprukynanuja (van Dijk, 1993:12).

PacHuTe ¥ €THUYKHM CTEPEOTHIIN, KaKO JIeJl O PacHc-
TUYKUOT JUCKYPC, PYHKIIMOHHUPAAT BO Xer€ MOHUCTHIKH
MIOPEIOK, KOHCTPYUPAjKU Pa3INYHU MO3UIUHA HA CyO-
jekToT, Ha 3aBHcHOCT wiau otrnop (Bhabha, 1994:66).
Tue ce mormupaar Ha ,IIOCTOjaHOCTA“, HA JIECHOTO
Pa3MHOXKyBalbe M HJIE0JIONIKOTO KOHCTPpyHpame Ha
JIPYyTOCTa, OBO3MOXKYBajkl BHCTHHUTOCT U BepoOjaTHA
BuctuHa (ibid.). I[Tutep Beprep (Peter Berger) u Tomac
Jlykman (Thomas Luckmann) (1967 Bo Dyer: 246),
cMeTaar Jieka 0coOO0€HOTO ypelyBatbe Ha peasTHOCTa € YII-
paByBaHO 0JT MOKTa, CO OTJIE]T Ha TOA JIeKa OKYITHPAYKUTE,
JIOMUHUPAYKN OIIITECTBEHN ITO3UIIMH HMaaT IOBeKe
Cpe/iCTBA Jla HaMeTHAT OCOOeH IIOTJie]] Ha PeayiHOCTa,
KOja e yIIpoCTeHa | JiecHO cdaTyinBa u pa3oupsimBa ¢op-
Ma Ha npetcraByBame (ibid., 246-247). OnmrrecrBeHara
(yHKIIMja Ha CTEPEOTHUIIUTE € OIpeeieHa KaKo ,,II0OKYC
mat® 3a yIpocTyBarmbe Ha peasiHOcTa. MOKTa Ha crepeo-

proffered information. Negative presentation and the
codification of particular words or lexical selection, such
as war register, are means for establishing certain local
meanings (ibid, 39), with the purpose of creating a de-
sired representation. Other important means of decod-
ing the ideological implications of a racist text is the very
construction of the text, its coherence, the functional re-
lations, the roles assigned to participants, and the con-
trasts or generalisations (ibid, 40). Discourse analysis
further presupposes the consideration of graphic layout,
the stylistic devices, the syntax and the rhetorical figures
and strategies of articulation (van Dijk, 1993, 12).

Racial and ethnic stereotypes, as part of racist discours-
es, function in a hegemonic order by constructing dif-
ferent subject positions of dependence or resistance
(Bhabha, 1994, 66). They rely on the ‘fixity’, easy pro-
liferation and the ideological construction of otherness,
providing veracity and probabilistic truth (ibid.). The
particular ordering of reality by stereotypes is also seen
as power-ridden by Peter Berger and Thomas Luckmann
(1967 in Dyer, 1996, 246), since those occupying domi-
nant social positions have more resources to impose a
particular vision of reality, which is a simplified form
of representation, easy to grasp and comprehend (ibid.,
246-247). The social function of stereotypes is defined
as a ‘short cut’ simplification of reality. The power of
stereotypes operating in a hegemonic order lies in their
capacity to provide consensus about certain values and
social groups (ibid., 248). Besides, invoking such a de-
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TUITUTE KOU ITOCTOjaT BO XETEMOHUCTHYKOTO YPE/yBaIbe,
JIESKH BO HUBHUOT KalaIlUTET JIa OBO3MOKAT KOHCEH3YC
3a OJIpeJieHH! BPETHOCTU U ominTecTBeHu rpynu (ibid.,
248). ITokpaj Toa IITO CTEPEOTHUIINTE ITOBHUKYBaaT Ha Ta-
KOB CTEeIIeH Ha COTJIacyBabe, eHa O/ HHBHUTE HajBaXKHU
yHKIIMM € Ja TH OApeaT OIIITECTBEHUTE T'PAHUIIM,
WHCHCTHPAjKH HA HUBHATA CTPOTOCT, 0COOEHO TaMy Kazie
ITo HUeHa He e BumuBa (ibid., 250). laep (Dyer) ja
HarjacyBa yJjioraTa Ha CTEPOTHIIMTE BO TOJIKYBAEbETO
Ha OHAa IIITO € HeBU/IJINBO U jacHO BunBO (ibid., 250)
KaKO CPeJiCTBa 3a MOJUraibe Ha CBECHOCTA 3a OIIaCHOCTA
IIITO IEMHEE, KOja € co3/iajieHa o JIpyruorT, co IeJ 1a ce
IpevYeKopHy CTabMTHUOT Iopeiok Ha Cebe/Victuot. CTpo-
rocTa Ha CTEPEOTHIIOT T0 OTKPUBA CTEIEHOT Ha 3aKaHa
IIITO TOj ja IPETCTaByBa 3a JIaJieHa IepIeniyija Ha JOMHU-
HAHTHHUOT OIIIITECTBEH nopeaok (ibid.). 3aToa, ambuBa-
JIEHTHOCTa MOJKe Jla Or/ie coriieZlaHa Kako HajoacHa 3a
CTPOrO 3al[PpTaHUTE KaTErOpHuu KOH IIPEOBJIAZyBaaT BO
OIIIIITECTBOTO.

CrurmaTtusangjata U CTepeoTHIIM3upamero Ha Ilura-
HUTE HE € HeoJJaMHeIIIHa 1ojaBa. JIETOIMCHTE Off 15 BEK
(Liegeois, 1994:134-135) T'1 OIIUIITyBaaT HOBO HACEJIEHUTE
[{yraHu Kaxko ,HajOJHUA AWBjallH”, BaJKaHU, MP3JIH-
BH ¥ cypoBu. KosektuBHHUTE (hOPMU HaA OI[PHYBAIbe TH
O3HauyBaa HUB KaKO KPaJIi¥, U3MaMHHUIA ¥ KaBraluw,
mTo ce pedJieKTHpallle UCTO TaKa U Ha ymoTrpebarta Ha
[Ie;KOpPAaTUBHU O3HAKM 3a [{MraHuTe BO pasjiMvHU jas3u-
i (ibid., 203). Hacipotu oBa, mocTou eIHaKBO IIITETHA
CJIHKA, 3a poMaHTUYHUTE [[MraHu KOU ce CTPaCHH, YMET-
HUIM, KpeaTUBHHU, YOABU, BOAAT OE3TPHIKEH KMBOT, HO
caMo KaKo JieJI O/ MUTCKHOT CBET Ha yMeTHOCTa 1 (OJIK-
sopor (ibid., 205). CoBpemenuTe GUIMOBU U IPUKAZHU
BO TOJIEM CTENeH IPHIOHECYBAaT BO OAPKYBAETO M
3rOJIEMYBAhETO Ha BakBaTa cjiuka. CTepeoTHUITH3aliu-
jata, aMOMBaJIEeHTHOCTa ¥ OTPaHHUYEHOCTa, MUCTO TakKa,
MO2KAT /1a OUAAT KOHCTPYMPAHHU CO TOJUTHYKHU M 3aKOH-
CKH CPEJICTBA.

gree of agreement, one of the most important functions
of stereotypes is to define social boundaries, insisting
on their rigidity, especially where none can be observed
(ibid., 250). Dyer emphasises the role of stereotypes in
rendering what is invisible and fluid visible (ibid., 250)
as a means of awareness-raising of the lurking dangers,
created by the Other, intending to transgress the stable
order of the Self/Same. The rigidity of a stereotype is re-
vealing of the extent of threat it presents to a given per-
ception of the dominant social order (ibid.). Therefore,
ambivalence could be seen as most dangerous to the
strictly delineated categories prevalent in a society.

The stigmatisation and negative stereotyping of Gypsies
are not recent phenomena. Chronicles dating back to the
early 15™ century (Liegeois, 1994, 134-135) described the
newly settled Gypsies as the “mostignoble savages,” dirty,
lazy and brutish. Collective forms of denigration defined
them as pilferers, swindlers and wranglers, which was
reflected also in the pejorative designations for Gypsies
in different languages (ibid., 203). A contrary, though
an equally harmful image is that of the romantic Gypsy,
passionate, artistic, creative, beautiful, leading a care-
free existence, but only as a part of a mythic world of art
and folklore (ibid., 205). Contemporary film and fiction
contribute to a great degree in the sustaining and pro-
liferating of this image. Stereotyping, ambivalence and
liminality can also be constructed by political and legal
means.
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EtHnukuTe kateropuu u ocobeHo coctojbata Ha Po-
MHUTE BO OyrapcKoTO OIIIIITECTBO, MOXKAT Jla Oujar
chaTtenn Bo TakBa cBeTinHa. Of Jpyra crpaHa Iak,
€THUYKUTE PA3JINKH KOU ce 3a0esIeIKIUBH BO U3IJIEJOT,
HAYMHOT Ha ’KUBeeHe U ja3UKOT Ha PoMmwuTe ce I0BOJI-
HU IIPETIIOCTABKHW 34 HUBHO HJIEHTHU(UKYBAaHE KaKO
Tyl eJleMeHT Ha ommTecTBoTo. Cemak, ITOCTOjaHUTE
MPAKTUKU Ha JIp;KaBaTa 3a XOMOTeHU3aIhja, He TO J03-
BOJIMja HUBHHMOT CTAaTyC Ha HAIMOHAJIHO MAJIIUHCTBO
U 0/ KOMyHHCTHYKaTa BJIa/ia, Koja Oellle Ha BJIACT JI0
1989 roj. 1 oA BiajaTa O ITIOCTKOMYHUCTHYKHOT IIe-
pHOJI, KOTa U MOKpaj patudukanujata Ha PaMkoBHaTa
KOHBEHIIMja Ha HAI[MOHAJHUTE MAaJIIIUHCTBA BO 1999
roz., [lapsiaMeHTOT toAazie ieKaapaiyja 3a 3aIITHTa of
HaIaJy Ha TEPUTOPHjaTHUOT UHTETPUTET Ha Byrapuja
(ManuuucerBata Bo Jyroucrouna EBpoma, Pomure of
Byrapwuja, aBr. 2000). IlocToemeTo Ha €THUYKUA Majl-
IIMHCTBA € HCTO Taka HerupaHo, caMo € 3aMeHETO CO
O3HaKaTa ,,0yrapCKu JIpKaBjaHH YMj MajuuH ja3UK HE €
oyrapckuot (BHC, 1999, ibid.). Pomure, Hemajku cBoja
Jp;kaBa Koja O TW mojprKajia HUBHUTE WHTepecH, Oea
MIPBUTE KOU HE BJIeroa BO KaTeropwjara eTHUYKH MaJi-
nuHcerBa. Of Apyra cTpaHa ak, Ha HUB ce IJIefjallle Kako
Ha Cy0jeKT Ha MHTETpaIfja, BO COIJIACHOCT CO HOBUTE
useosioruu. CHMyIUpaHUTE MOJIUTUKH Ha MHTETpaIyja,
HCTO TaKa, TIoBeke 0BO3MOXKHja HEKaIapHO ¥ HETATUBHO
HarJlacyBambe Ha eTHUYKHUTE Pa3JINKH, OTKOJIKY IO/0-
OpyBame Ha ycsioBuTe Ha Pomure. Pomute Bo Byrapuja
ce MOBP3yBaaT KYJITYPOJIOIIKH CO OPUEHTAJIHUTE, Typ-
CKUTE WJIN a3VCKHUTE TPaJIUINHU, 07eKa BO UCTO BpeMe
ce ImpaBaaT acoIMjallly CO 3aIaIHUOT MOPEIOK O CTpa-
Ha Ha HaMeTHATa UJEO0JIOTHja Ha MYJITHKYJITyPaIu3aM
U eTHUYKa daBOpH3aIHja, TaKa JUCKPUMUHUPAJKU TH
HACIIPOTH OCHUPOMAIIIEHUTe OyrapcKy IparaHu BO IEJTH-
Ha. Pasznukure mery Pomure u He-PomuTe, 1OTIOJTHUTE-
HO O6ea mpo71ab0veH! 01 BJIOIIYBAhE€TO Ha COIIHjaTHUTE
ycsioBu. Taka, koMOHMHAIIMjaTa 0/ 3aKOHCKH, TOJTUTHIKHI

Ethnic categories and the position occupied by the Roma
in Bulgarian society, in particular, could be perceived in
such a light. On the other hand, ethnic difference observ-
able in the appearance, way of life and language of the
Roma are sufficient prerequisites for identifying them
as an alien element in society. Nevertheless, persistent
homogenising state practices have denied their status of
a national minority, both before 1989 by the communist
government and in the post-communist period, when
despite ratifying the Framework Convention on Nation-
al Minorities in 1999, Parliament attached a declaration
to safeguard against harming the territorial integrity of
Bulgaria (Minorities in Southeastern Europe, Roma of
Bulgaria, Aug. 2000). The existence of ethnic minorities
is also denied in the Constitution of Republic Bulgaria,
only to be replaced by the designation “Bulgarian citi-
zens whose mother tongue is not Bulgarian” (BHC, 1999,
ibid.). The Roma, having no actual country to support
their interests, were the first not to fall into the catego-
ry of national minorities. On the other hand, they have
been seen as a subject of integration, according to the
new ideologies. Simulated policies of integration have
also proved inefficient and negatively highlighting eth-
nic difference, rather than improving the conditions of
the Roma. A further glance at the imagologically created
position of the Roma in Bulgaria link them culturally to
oriental, Turkish or Asian traditions, while at the same
time associating them with a Western order by the im-
posed ideology of multiculturalism and ethnic favourit-
ism, thus discriminating against the impoverished Bul-
garian citizens in general. Contrasts between Roma and
non-Roma have additionally been exacerbated by the
aggravation of the social conditions. Thus, a combina-
tion of legislative, political and cultural measures has
contributed to the construction of the liminal position of
the Roma standing between East and West, Orient and
Occident, by “orientalising” them and at the same time
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U KyJITYPHH MEPKH, MPHUJIOHECE 3a CO3/iaBaibe Ha Ipa-
HUYHA o3unuja Ha PoMmure croejku momery McTokoT u
3anagor, OpueHTOT U 3ana[0T, OPUEHTATIU3UPAJKH TH,
a BO MCTO BpeMe CO3/[aBajKi HEraTUBHU 3allaJiHU JIHC-
KypcHu. 3aKkaHaTa oJ IpeYeKopyBambe Ha I0JI0K0aTa Ha
PomuTe BO OMIITECTBOTO € OHAa Ha ,CTaBame Ha OHA
IIITO € HaJ[BOP BO OHa IITO € BHaTpe“ (Bauman, 1991: 56),
IIpeAU3BUKYBajKU HaJABHUCHATA OMACHOCT W pacIaj Ha
KOHBEHIIHOHAJIHUOT KATETOPUCKH PEJI, CTAHYBajKkH CHUH-
Tes3a Ha ,,0JIUCKOCT U oayanedenoct (ibid., 60), xubpuy
KOj IIpHuIlara Ha KaTeropujara ,HUTY/HU", HO UCTO TaKa
Pa30TKpHMBAjKU ja MOTrPEIIHOCTa Ha TPaJUIIHOHATHUTE
xueapapxuu. BooOnyaeHnTe peakIuy 3a JBO3HAYHOCTA
Ha PoMuTe Kako I'pPaHUYHM JIMKOBH Ce IPOIIECHUTE Ha
XOMOTeHHU3allhja OJf CTpaHa Ha HalMjaTa-Ap;KaBaTa,
00uayBajku ce /1a T N30pHUIlle ETHUYKUTE PA3JIMKU WA
CTUTMATU3UPAHETO, HAMETHYBAjKH OIIITECTBEH H/IEH-
TUTET, IITO HOCH CHJIHM HEraTUBHHU aCOUMjallMH KOHU
UMILTHIFpaaT cpaM | BasikaHocr (ibid., 67).

4. Pomute BO ,HOBMOT” Oyrapcku neyar

Bo 0Boj /1es1 6u cakasie /1a T HarjlacuMe Pas3JjInKUTE BO
IIpeTCTaByBamweTO HA PomuTte Bo HajTUpakKHUTE Oyrap-
CKM JTHEBHU BECHHUIIM U BO HEKOJIKY KBAJIUTETHU BecC-
HUIIM BO IOCJIEHUTE IIeT TOJJUHU U IPOMEHHUTE KOU
JIOIIOJTHUTEJIHO Ce CJIy4hja BO HOBUOT OIIIITECTBEH U
MIOJIUTUYKU KOHTEKCT.

IIpBo, cakame jia fajzieMe Mperjie/; Ha 3aKJIydOoIlUTe Of
€/THO MO€e IPETXOJHO UCTpPaKyBame 32 IIPETCTaByBakhe
Ha POMCKOTO MAJIIIUHCTBO BO OYrapCKHOT I€YaT Kako
OCHOBa 3a CIIOpeJlyBalbe CO coBpeMeHHTe (GOpMHU Ha
npercraByBamwe (Georgieva, 2000).” Hammot aprymeHnT
€ JieKa BJIOIIIYBaheTO Ha OIIITECTBEHUTE OHOCH IIOMETY
Pomute u He-Pomute BO 2002 roj., IIOTCTPEKHATO BO

producing negative occidental discourses. The threat of
transgression Roma pose in society is that of “bringing
the outside into the inside” (Bauman, 1991: 56), caus-
ing impending danger and a collapse of conventional
categorical order, being a synthesis of both “nearness
and remoteness” (ibid, 60), a hybrid, belonging to the
category of “neither/nor” (ibid.), but also exposing the
falseness of traditional hierarchies. Common responses
to the ambiguity of the Roma as liminal figures are pro-
cesses of homogenisation by the nation-state, seeking to
erase ethnic differences or of stigmatisation, of imposing
a social identity, carrying strong negative associations,
implying of shame and disgrace (ibid., 67).

4. The Roma in the “New” Bulgarian Press

In this section I would like to contrast the representation
of the Roma in the highest circulation Bulgarian daily
press and in several quality newspapers of the last five
years and the changes that have subsequently occurred
in the new social and political context.

Firstly, I want to present a summary of the findings of a
previous research of mine on the representation of the
Roma minority in the Bulgarian press as the basis of
comparison with contemporary forms of representation
(Georgieva, 2000)”. Our argument is that the exacerba-
tion of social relations between Roma and non-Roma
in 2002, goaded to a great extent by the ‘new’ Bulgar-
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rojieMa Mepa o/ ,HOBOTO" Oyrapcko HOBUHAPCTBO, JIOBe-
Jle He caMo JI0 HOBU (pOpMU Ha CTEPEOTUNU3UPAhE, He-
MpaBeJIHO OOBUHYBalkhe U CTUTMAaTHU3Hpame Ha Pomurte
BO BJIOIIIEHUTE OINIITECTBEHH, MOJUTHUYKH U €KOHOM-
CKH YCJIOBH, TYKYy M CO3/1aJle COTIEPHUINTBO U KOHQJIIUKT
rmoMery MaJIlfuHCTBOTO ¥ MHO3UHCTBOTO.

HekoJiky mMoeHTH MO’KaT /a OujarT U3BJIEYeHU O/ Me-
JINYMCKOTO IIpPeTCTaByBarhe Ha PoMHTE BO MHEPHOJOT
momery JIeKEMBPU 1997 ToA. U (eBpyapu 2000 TOA.
Nudopmaruure Oea pacrope/ieHH BO TroJjieM 0Opoj
HACJIOBU CIIOPEJ] 3a4eCTEHOCTa Ha HUBHUTE [I0jaByBambha:
OIIIITECTBEHA MHTETpaIyja, [UCKPUMUHAINja, KPUMU-
HaJI, KyJTypa, u300pu, CHUpOMAIITHja U HeBpabOTEeH-
oct. O6uuHO Oea 0OjaByBaHU HA HACJIOBHUTE CTPAHUIIA
WIA BO CIENHMjaJTU3UPAHUTE OJJIESIA 32 KPUMHUHAT U
CeH3alll¥, HArJIaCyBajKu r'd HEOOWYHUTE, CKaHAJI03-
HU, er30TUYHU WX OCKyJHHU nHpOopManuu 3a Pomure.
BTOpo, KpUMUHAIUTETOT Gellle COTJIe[yBaH IJIABHO KAaKO
e€THUYKA KaTeropuja, Kako IIITO € BO PACUCTHYKUTE JTHC-
KypCH, JIJaBajKu MOXKHOCT 3a BpCKa IoMery KpUMHUHAJI-
HOTO OJIHECYBalhe€ M eTHUYKaTa MpHUIagHOCT. Pomute
Oea TpeTHpaHM U KaKO COYYECHHUIM U KAKO >KPTBU Ha
OpOjHM KPUMHHAIHU TPyIHpama. BaskHO e /leka MasIT-
peTupameTo Ha Pomute Oellle UCTO Taka MPUKAXKYBAHO
BO CMHUCJIa Ha HENpaBeAHU WM HENpPelu3H! 3aKOHH,
MIOJIMITMCKA OPYTaTHOCT WJIH OIIITECTBEHH OKOJIHOCTH.
MHory oj; craTuuTe O0ea MPUKaKaHU HA JBOCMHUCIIEH
HAYMH, CO OYHUIJIEAHU KOHTPAUKIUKA TIOMery HaCJI0-
BUTE U COJPKUHATA HAa TEKCTOT. Bo JHEBHHOT meyat
MIPEOBJIaIyBallle CJIMKaTa 3a POMHTe Kako ayTcajiepH,
3aKOpaBeHM KPUMUHAJIIU, TO/IJIOKHU Ha OMIITECTBEHA
KOHTPOJIa, OMACHH, OPYyTAJIHM W HMPAIIUOHAIHU, TTOBP-
3aHU CO JPYTY MapTHHAJIHU JIUKOBH, UJIH KAKO )KPTBaTa
¥ HAaUBHHOT J[pyT, KOj He 3ac/Iy’KyBa KaKBO OHJIO cepu-
03HO BHUMaHHe. /[ypu ¥ moBpeMeHuTe 0OU/IH 3a MOII03-
UTHBHO WM KOHCTPYKTHBHO INPUKAKyBalbe Ha MaJi-

ian press, has led not only to new forms of stereotyping,
scapegoating and stigmatising of the Roma in an aggra-
vated social, political and economic context, but also to
open opposition and conflict between the minority and
the majority.

Several points can be made about the press representa-
tion of the Roma in the period between December 1997
and February 2000.The information was organized in
a number of topics: social integration, discrimination,
criminality, culture, elections, poverty and unemploy-
ment, according to the frequency of their occurrence. It
was usually published on the front pages or in specialised
sections for crime and sensation, highlighting the curi-
ous, scandalous, exotic or tidbit information about the
Roma. Furthermore, criminality was perceived mainly
as an ethnic category, as in established racist discourses,
providing a link between criminal behaviour and eth-
nicity. Roma were treated as both acting in compliance
with or as victims of a number of criminal groupings. An
important point is that the victimisation of the Roma
was also presented in terms of unjust or imprecise leg-
islation, police brutality or social circumstances. Many
of the articles were presented in an ambiguous manner,
with an obvious contradiction between headlines, and
the content of the text. The prevailing image of the Roma
in the daily press was that of the outsider, the hardened
criminal, liable to social control, dangerous, brutal and
irrational, associated with other marginal figures, or the
victim and naive ‘Other’, who does not deserve any seri-
ous attention. Even occasional attempts at more positive
or constructive representation of the minority proved
feeble and inefficient as they directed the attention to-
wards ethnic exoticism or the difficulties of reaching any
viable outcome in social policy.
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IIMHCTBOTO Ce JIOKa)kaa cyiabu u HeeuKacHU, Ouaejku
ro Haco4YyBaa BHUMAaHHUETO KOH eTHUYKATa HEOOUYHOCT
HJIM KOH TEIIKOTHUTE 3a JOCTUTHYBalbe Ha OMJI0 KAaKOB
HCXOJT KOj O OIICTaHaJI BO COIHjaTHaTa TOJITUTHKA.

3a pasJiika oJ1 0BOj ITlevaT, KBaJIUTETHUTE BECHUIIH, HAKO
ce oOpakaat co CJTUMYHU HACJIOBH, ITIOKAXKyBaaT ITOroJieMa
TPH’Ka 32 TYPCKOTO €THHUYKO MAaJIIIUHCTBO. ['eHepaTHo,
MaJIMHCTBaTa Oea craBaHU 1107, pedJIEKTOPH BO H3-
OOpHHUTE KOHTEKCTH W YecTo Oea TpPeTHpaHU KaKo 00-
JEKTH Ha IIOJIUTHYKa MaHuIyaanuja. Cenak, OyrapckuoT
»€THUYKN MOJIe]“ uecTo Oellle ,peKjJaMupaH” 3a Jia ce
OBO3MOXKHM KOHTpACT co 30ecHeTaTa Kpusa Ha KocoBo u
JIETUTUMMPame Ha acrupanuuTe 3a Bjae3 Bo EY.

Ce Ha ce, mpeoBJIalyBauKHUOT AUCKypC 32 PomurTe ja Har-
JlacyBallle CJIMKaTa Ha BaJIKaH, arPECHBEH, HENHCMEH,
Mp3eJIuB, HeueceH U mpocT PoM, K0j Boau Ge3rprikeH
’KUBOT U MMapa3uTHpPa O] OMIITECTBOTO. Bo 1esnHa, 1e-
JINOT CBET KOjIITO MEeYaTOT IO KOHCTPYUpAIIE BO MEePH-
oZoT ondaTeH cO OBa UCTPAXKYBal€ T'U COIJIEAyBAIlle
PomuTe BO HaryIacUT KOHTPACT: O] €/{HA CTPaHA, HEIIPH-
jaTHaTa peaJIHOCT Ha KPUMHUHAJIOT ¥ HEMAIIITAjaTa, HO,
OJ1 ZIpyTa CTpaHa, CO O/ipeieHa BU3Hja 3a MOCBETJIA, HO
cemak HepellleHa WHUHA Ha peOpMU U MHTETpaIuja.

HeopmaMHenrHuTe HAacTaHW T'M MOTXpPaHHja BOCIIOCTA-
BEHWTE IIeMHU Ha HETaTUBHO MPUKa’KyBarbe Ha Pomute
ox crpaHa Ha Menuymure. Cemak, HPUKaXKyBaHETO
MOZKe JIa Ce COTJIEe/Ia KAKO OCTPO AUBEPTHUPA BO HEKOJIKY
norsiesin. [IpBo, 3rosiemeHnTe MEIyeTHUYKH TEH3UU TH
3a0CTpHja HeraTUBHUTE cdaKama, BOJAEjKU JI0 ybemy-
Bame 3a IIOCTOjaHO HM3HEBEPYBakhe HAa MAaJI[UHCTBOTO,
Pa3HHUIIIAHO OJ CEPUO3HU BHATPEIIHU KOHQIUKTH,
CTaHYBajKW MOTEHIIMjaJTHO OMACHU W IPETCTaBYBAjKU
Hen30ekHa 3aKaHa 3a OyrapCcKOTO OMIITECTBO CO IIOC-
TOjaHH HeMUPHU. MUCJIEHETO IITO MPEOBJIalyBa ja He-

The quality press, in contrast, although addressing simi-
lar topics showed greater concern for the ethnic Turkish
minority. Minorities in general were put in the limelight
in election contexts and often treated as objects of po-
litical manipulation. Nevertheless, the Bulgarian “ethnic
mode” was frequently “advertised” to provide a contrast
to the raging Kosovo crisis and legitimisation to EU ac-
cession aspirations.

Overall, the predominant discourse on the Roma em-
phasised the image of the dirty, aggressive, illiterate,
lazy, dishonest, and rowdy Rom, leading a carefree exis-
tence and sponging off society. In sum, the entire world
that the press constructed in the period under study per-
ceived the Roma in graphic lines: on the one hand, the
dismal reality of crime and privation, but on the other,
with a certain vision of a brighter, but still indeterminate
future of reform and integration.

The recent development of events has sustained the es-
tablished pattern of negative media representation of
the Roma. Nevertheless, representation can be seen as
diverging sharply in several respects. Firstly, heightened
inter-ethnic tensions have aggravated negative percep-
tions, leading to the conviction of the immutable defec-
tion of the minority, shaken by serious internal conflicts,
being potentially dangerous and posing an imminent
threat to Bulgarian society by constant riots. The prevail-
ing opinion negates the possibility of any efficient posi-
tive solution of the problem of the Roma, who, as it was
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rHpa MOKHOCTA 3a OWJIO KaKBO e(DUKACHO U MMO3UTHUB-
HO pellleHue Ha nmpobyieMoT Ha PoMuTe KOH, KaKO IITO
Oellle cMeTaHO, HE3aC/Ty:KEHO IIOCTaBYBAaaT HATAMOIIIHU
omiitecTBeHu Oapama. [IpeTBopajku ru mpobJsieMuTe
Ha Pomure He camo Bo OeckpajHa MeqUyMCKa cepHja,
TYKY U PEKHUPAJKU U MAHUITYJIUPAjKU TH JUCKYPCUTE 3a
PomuTte, OyrapcKHOT mevar ro yrnotrpebu I1eJI0TO BiIvja-
HHeE IIITO € BO HEroBa MOK, IMPUTUPAjKU CO Pa3BOjOT HA
MelyeTHUUKHUTE OHOCH.

3HauuTeJIHA IpPOMEHa Ce CJy4d BO BaKHOCTA Ha
BOBe/ieHaTa ciuKa Ha Pomure Bo 6yrapckuor nevar. Co
HEraTUBHO INPHUKAXKyBalbe, Taa IOTIOJNHO ja WCTHUCHA
CIMKaTa Ha eTHUYKUTE Typiy Bo cMuciia Ha OYeKyBaHA
onacHocT. Mlako Ha Pomure cé yiire ce rie/iaimre Kako
Ha JKPTBU Ha MOJIUTUYKA MaHUITyJIalKja O/ CTPaHa U Ha
OyrapckaTa ¥ Ha poMcCKaTa eJInTa, The Oea MpUKasKaHU
KaKO MOTEHI[HjJTHO CPEJICTBO 3a KOBAIHE 3aBEPa POTUB
JIp>KaBaTa W HeEj3UHA Jectabmwiaus3anuja. JloMUHAHT-
HHOT CTaTyC Ha >XKPTBa CTaHa KaTeropuja yrnorpebeHa
[JIABHO BO CJIy4ajoOT HAa MHO3WHCTBOTO Ha Oyrapckara
nomysanyja. Kako mTo e mocrojaHO HAryiacyBaHO Of
[eYaToT, BTOPUBE JIEHEC Cce JUCKPUMUHHUPAHU, MTOPan
HHUBHaTa CJIMYHA COCTOj0a Ha CKYyAHOCT W HEMAIITHja.
[IpernocraBkara 3a NpuUBUJIETUPabhe HA MIIUHCTBOTO
MpeN3BHKa II0jaBa HA JKECTOKU HAIIMOHATHCTHUYKH,
JypU U HEO-HAITUCTUYKH PeaKIMU, HACOYEHU He CaMO
nporuB Pomure, Tyky u nportus EBpenre.® Pacreukure
MelyeTHUYKH TEeH3UHM VIITe IIOBeKe Ipeau3BHUKaa
MMIUINIUPaka 32 MOKHO ClieHapHo 3a IOBTOPYBakbe Ha
yCHexoT Ha eKTpeMHaTa JiecHuna Bo llentpanna EBpona
BO KOHTeKcT Ha KpusaTa co Jle Ilen (Ceza, ampun 23,
2002).

[IpuuynHaTa 3a HOpacT Ha HEIPUjaTEJICTBOTO IIPOTHUB
Pomure Gerte oayykata Ha HanmuoHasiHaTa KOMIIaHUja
3a enektpuuHa eHepruja (HKEE), apkaBHHOT MOHOTIOJ

assumed, undeservedly pose further social demands. By
turning the problems of the Roma not only into an end-
less media serial, but directing and manipulating public
discourses on Roma, the Bulgarian press has exercised
the full sway of its power, conducting the development
of interethnic relations.

A significant shift has occurred in the importance laid
on the image of the Roma in the Bulgarian press. It has
completely overtaken that of the ethnic Turk in terms
of expected danger by means of negative representa-
tion. Although still seen as victims to political manipu-
lation, by both Bulgarian and Romani elites, the Roma
are represented as a potential tool for plotting against
and destabilising the state. The dominant status of vic-
tim has become a category to be applied mainly in the
case of the majority Bulgarian population. As constantly
emphasised by the press, the latter have been discrimi-
nated against, despite their similar condition of destitu-
tion and privation. Such an assumed privileging of the
minority has provoked fierce nationalistic and even neo-
Nazi reactions, directed not only against the Roma but
also against Jews.® The rising inter-ethnic tension has
provoked further implications for a possible scenario re-
peating the success of the extreme right in Central Eu-
rope against the background of the Le Pain crisis (Sega,
April 23, 2002).

The reason for the rising hostility towards the Roma
has been the decision of the National Electric Company
(NEC), the electric state monopolist, to disconnect the
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3a CTpyja, /Ia ce UCKJIYYU CTpyjaTa BO POMCKHUTE HaceJ-
O0u BO HEKOJIKY OyrapcKu I'pa/ioBH 3apaZyl HEHCIIOJIHY-
Barb€ Ha HUBHUTE OOBPCKH Beke HEKOJIKY roguHu. OBa
pesyJTupaiile co MaCOBHU HEMHPH BO POMCKOTO TeTO BO
CrosmunuHOBO® BO rpafoT IlmoBaus, co OoKupama Ha
YJIMIH, TaJielhe Ha OOpHWHU, 3aKaHa 3a OJIOKMpame Ha
MATHUINTATa U JUTAEbe BO BO3AyX Ha OEH3UCKU ITyMIIH.
I'naBHUTE aKTEPU HA HACTaHUTE IITO M30Mja Ha 18 (eB-
pyapu 2002 To/. ¥ IPOJIOJIKUja 0 MapT, CO OAPEJIEHU
MepUOY Ha TPEKUHU, Oea PomuTe, GyrapcKkuTe eTHUIKHI
MaJIIUHCTBA KOW >KHUBeaT BO COCEJICTBOTO W IIOJIU-
IIUCKUTE CHJIM KOW ce o0Ou/TyBaa Jia ce CIpaBaT CO CHUTY-
anujaTta. Pa3jimyHy aBTOPUTETH, KAKO TPAJIOHAYATTHUOT
HBan YomakoB, TyBEpHEPOT Ha OKOJIMjaTa T'oxa Xarm-
MeTPOB U MeHaepoT Ha 6opaoT Ha AupekTopu Ha HKEE,
Banentun Kupues, kako ¥ HEMO3HATU POMCKU JINAEPU
Oea Mery IJIaBHUTE IPOTAarOHUCTU BO CTOPHUTE BO BeC-
HunuTte. /Ipyru noenuHeduHu (urypu, co He Imomasa
BAXKHOCT 34 U3HECYBahe Ha JeTAJIUTE U OBO3MOKYBabhe
Ha eMOI[MOHAIHA 060€HO0CT, 6ea uyBapuTe Ha ABETE MPO-
JIAaBHUIIY KOU PoMuTe ru uckpiuja u orpabuja, BO3a40oT
Ha TpoJiejOyc Koj Oellle McTeNaH U 4Hj TPojaedyc Oere
MIPEBPTEH U UCKPIIIEH, ABajIaTa MOJHUIAJIH CO TOMAJIH
MOBPEAY KaKO M HEKOW TOEIMHITA, HAQjYeCTO aHOHUMHHU
Pomu wnu byrapu.

[IpukasHaTta v 3a¢aTv HACJIOBHUTE CTPAHUIIA O HAj-
TUPaKHUTE AHEeBHU BecHuIn: WAZ Tpyo, 24 Yaca, Ceaa,
Kako U Ha oHHe Ha CiiaHdapid, /Jemoxpayuja, MoHu-
tiop n Petiybauxa u xBanuteTHuTe /[HesHuk u Katiu-
tian. PaMkara Ha Npe3eHTHpabe Koja IPeoBJIayBalle,
I'Y TIOBTOpYBAIlle TOCTOEYKUTE IIIEMU HA PACHO HACHJI-
CTBO U OIIITECTBEHU TYPOYJIEHI[UH, KOU CE TIO3HATHU Of
3amaJHUTe MeAUyMU, ToBeke (OKycHUpajku ce Ha CeH-
3allIOHAJIN3aM W HEeraTUBHU e(eKTH, OTKOJIKY Ha Ha-
IJIacyBame Ha MPUYMHUTE Ha HE3aJ0B0JICTBO. OCOOEHO
BHUMaHUe My Oellle JaZieHO HAa ETHUYKUOT KapaKTep Ha
HEMUPHUTE U Ha HapyIIlyBauUTe HA MUPOT, HarJIaceHU BO

electricity of the Roma neighbourhoods in several Bul-
garian towns for failing to meet their dues for quite a
number of years. This has resulted in the massive dis-
turbances in the Roma ghetto of Stolipinovo® in the town
of Plodiv, the blocking of streets, kindling of fires and
threats of blocking roads and blowing-up petrol stations.
The main participants in the events that broke out on
February 18, 2002 and continued until March, with cer-
tain periods of intermission, were the Roma, the minori-
ty ethnic Bulgarians living in the neighbourhood and the
police forces attempting to tackle the situation. Different
authorities, such as the Mayor Ivan Chomakov, the Dis-
trict Governor Gioka Hadzhipetrov and the Manager of
the Board of Directors of NEC, Valentin Kirchev, as well
as anonymous Romani leaders, were among the main
protagonists in newspaper stories. Other individual fig-
ures, though of no less importance for presenting details
and providing emotional tinting were the shopkeepers of
the two groceries the Roma broke into and looted, the
trolleybus driver, who was beaten and whose trolleybus
was overturned and broken, the two policemen with mi-
nor injuries as well as some individuals, usually anony-
mous Roma or Bulgarians.

The story occupied the front pages of the highest circula-
tion dailies: the WAZ Trud, 24 Chasa, Sega, as well as
those of Standart, Demokratsia, Monitor, and Repub-
lika and the qualities Dnevnik and Kapital. The predom-
inant frame of representation repeated well-established
patterns of racial violence and social turbulence, familiar
from the Western media, focusing on sensationalism and
the negative effects, rather than on the underlying rea-
sons for the discontent. Particular attention was given to
the ethnic character of the riot and the peace-violators,
highlighted in headlines and illustrated by rich photo-
graphic material.
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HACJIOBUTE U WJIYCTPUPAHH co OoraT ¢oTorpadcku ma-
TepHjaJl.

PaznuuHu BUAOBU Ha apryMeHTaIdja, CJIe/ejKu To
Bpynep (Bo Brunner et al. 2000: 139), kakBa ImITO €
ynorpebaTaHaakTUTe, reHepaIn3alifjao oeIuHEYHI
CJIy4yau, IUTHPAabe Ha aBTOPUTETH U €KCIIEPTHU B CTEPEO-
ThIU, Oea cepBUpPaHU KaKO OCHOBA 3a JIETUTUMU3AIHja
Ha BHCTUHATa. MHOIITBO PETOPHUYKH CTPATETHH U ajiaT-
K1 Oea ymoTpeOeHM 3a Jila ce IOCTHUTHE ITOCAKyBaHHOT
eeKT Ha HOBHHAPCKHUOT AUCKypc. Bo jomosiHeHue,
eKCIUTUIUTHO Oea yroTpeOeHH OTBOPEHH U CKPHEHH
HJIE0JIONIKY TEXHUKH BO Ja3UKOT, CHHTAKCaTa, CEJIEKITH-
jata Ha ”H(OpPMAaIIUU U HUBHATA ITOCTABEHOCT.

Bo cute BecHUIIM omdaTeHH CO OBaa CTyAHja, MHO3UH-
CTBOTO HACJIOBU Ha MaTepHjaIuTe KO Ce 3aHMMAaBaa co
HEMUPUTE, MOKa)Kaa cJlydaj Ha MpeTepaHa ynorpeba Ha
BOEHATa PETOPHKA, CO IIeJ1 BHUMAHUETO Jla Ce HaCOYH
JIUPEKTHO KOH Pa3MepPOT U eCTPEMHO 3aKaHyBayKaTa
npupoza Ha uHnugeHture.’ [lokpaj ,BojHA”, ,HEMHUD®,
,OYHT", KyIIOT Ha CHHOHH MU ITOHaTaMy Ce IIPOIIINpYyBaIIle
CO JIoZlaBakbe Ha: ,CIau", ,,KPBOIIPOJIeBama“, ,HeMup®,
,TypOyJIeHIINu ", ,arpecuja“, ,Hepena”, ,,IPOTECTH", ,,BaH-
Janusam®, ,Termadyka“, ,IOTHayBame”, ,SBelKame* Hu
yrormoTHuIu . [loHaTamy, HacTaHOT Oellle KBaJTHU(PUKY-
BaH KakKoO ,eMOIIMOHAJIEH IPOTECT,” ,eKCIUI03uja“ HJIN
,CPy0 00U/l Ja ce HapyIId €THUYKUOT MHUDP®, ,yIHYeH
MIPUTHCOK" U ,ITUTAHCKA peBoJyIrja“. TumunyHaTa TeXHU-
Ka 3a 3aCHJIyBambe Ha ITOCAKyBaHHUOT e(eKT, yrmoTpebara
Ha MeTadOpH 3a MPHUPOJHHU Karactpodwu, Oerre HCTO
Taka ynorpebeHa 3a Ja ce WIYCTPHpaaT MOCTIEHUIINTE
0/ POMCKOTO YHHUIITYBame, Kako IITO ce ,TOPHAAO,"
,Iopoj“ wmiu ,HeBpeMme.“ Ilperepanara ymorpeba Ha
TJIaTOJIM BO KPAaTKU U aKTUBHU KOHCTPYKITUH I'O HATJIaCH
BIIEYATOKOT CO3/a/ieH O] arpecujaTa U JUHAMHYHOCTA
BO Pa3BOjOT HA HACTAHOT."

Different types of argumentation, following Brunner (in
Brunner et al. 2000, 139), such as the use of facts, gener-
alisations from single cases, quotations from authorities
and experts, and stereotypes, served as a basis for the
legitimisation of truth. Multiple rhetorical strategies and
tools were also employed for achieving the desired effect
of a newspaper discourse. In addition, open and hidden
ideological techniques were made explicit in the use of
lexiscalisation, syntax and the selection of information
and layout.

In all of the newspapers under study, the majority of
headlines of materials dealing with the riots reflected
the case of over-lexicalisation of war rhetoric, aiming to
direct attention to the scale and extremely threatening
nature of the incidents.”” Apart from “war,” “riot,” and
“rebellion,” the synonym cluster was further elaborated
by adding to it: “excesses,” “bloodsheds,” “unrest,” “tur-
bulence,” “aggression,” “disorder,” “protests,” “vandal-
ism,” “scrimmage,” “arson,” “rattle” and “cannonade.” It
has been further qualified as “an emotional protest,” an
“explosion” or a “rude attempt to disturb ethnic peace,”
“street pressure” and “Gypsy revolution.” A typical tech-
nique to amplify the desired effect, the use of metaphors
of natural disasters, was also applied to illustrate the
consequences of the Roma pogrom, such as that of a
“tornado,” “torrent” or “hailstorm.” The excessive use of
verbs in short active constructions emphasises the im-
pression created by the aggression and the dynamics in
the development of the event."

;
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Yecro Oemre HarsacyBaH 6Opojor Ha Pomure kou ce
OyHTyBaa, Mako Bapupallle O/ U3BOD BO HU3BOD, HaJ
500 (Ceza, deB. 22, 2002), 900 (Ceza, dpeB, 20, 2002;
Jlemoxpauyuja, des. 20, 2002; Peiiybauka, des. 20,
2002), u 1000 (Citiandapil, ¢es. 20, 2002), 70 2000
(Tpyo, deB. 20, 2002). UyBCcTBOTO HA HAJIBHCHATA OIIAC-
HOCT U Ha mperutaBeHocT o lluranm Gelre MMIUTHITU-
pPaHO CO W3HAOlame Ha JIONOJHUTEJHH HH(opManuu
3a OpojoT Ha Jsyfero Kou >kuBeaT BO CTOJIMIIMHOBO,
sluranckara npecrosauHa Bo Espona“ (Tpyo, des. 20,
2002:3), JOCTUTHYBajku 710 OpojkaTa OKOJIy 50 000 U
IIOCTOjaHUTe TPUIKBY Ha l{uranu Bo rpazot nopaau be-
CIUIaTHA CTPYja, XpaHa u Osaroseru 3a Pomure (Monu-
top, deB. 20, 2002: 4).

[Muranckara Hacenba Oellle NpHUKakaHA Kako O0O0jHO
[I0JIe Ha HelpujaresicTBa momely PommuTe u mosmiu-
jaTa, co Impenu3Ha XPOHOJIOTHja BO CIIEIHjaTHU JIeJIOBU
o/ BecHUKOT. [loHaTamy Gelrle mpuKa)kaHo KaKoO TEMHO,
3adpJieHOo U OIIaCHO MECTO 3a BJleryBame. TakBara omnac-
HOCT Oellle 3roJieMeHa co onuc Ha OyHTOBHa, OecHa Maca
Ha Jiyf'e Ha YJIUIIUTE BO TeTOTO, ,,op/ia“ u ,,0ecHa Tosma“
Ha ,,FHeBHU rparanu’ ([Jemoxpayuja, des. 20, 2002)."*

On ctpana Ha MenuymuTe Oea yrnoTpeGeHU LUTATH OF
AHOHUMHU WIEHOBH OJ] IUTaHCKATAa TOJITIA J1a [IOCBEA0YAT
3a BUCTHHCKHTEe HaMepu Ha PoMmmuTe, MOBeJIKyBajKu
mapasiesia co HeMUpH Ofi APYTH MecTa BO CBETOT. ,Ke
3all0YHEMeE BOjHA aKO THeE He HU CIIPOBEAAT cTpyja“, ce
3akanu Pomot Bo Tpyd (des. 20, 2002). ,OBa e Kako
BO ApreHTHHA®, MOJIUIAEL] TO OIUIIYBA HACTAHOT BO 24
Yaca (desB 20, 2002: 1-3). JKero nperBopuMe [L1oBuB
Bo Asranucran! Ke y6uBame u pasbuBaMe cé HAOKOIY,
ce ZioJleKa He HH ja BocrocTasar crpyjarta“ (ibid.). ,Hac
MHPOJbyOUBHUTE JIyT'e HE MpeTBopHja Bo Tanmmbanmu. He
HaTepaa /ia rjacame, II0Toa HE mpeTBopuja Bo Pomu u
cera He peganoa“ (ibid.)."

The number of the rebelling Roma was often stressed, al-
though it varied according to different sources from over
500 (Sega, Feb. 22, 2002), 900 (Sega, Feb, 20, 2002;
Demokratsia, Feb. 20, 2002; Republika, Feb. 20, 2002),
and 1,000 (Standart, Feb. 20, 2002), to 2,000 (Trud,
Feb. 20, 2002). The sense of impending danger, of being
merely ‘swamped’ by Gypsies was implied by providing
additional information about the number of the people
living in Stolipinovo, the “Gypsy Capital of Europe”
(Trud, Feb. 20, 2002, 3), coming up to about 50,000,
and the constant inflows of Gypsies to the town because
of the free electricity, food and benefits provided for the
Roma (Monitor, Feb. 20, 2002, 4).

The Gypsy neighbourhood was presented as a battlefield
of hostilities between Roma and the police, the precise
chronology of which was provided in special newspaper
sections. It was further depicted as a dark, remote and
dangerous place to enter. Such a danger was amplified
by providing a description of the unruly, raging multi-
tude of people in the streets of the ghetto, a “horde” and
a “raging mob” of “angry citizens” (Demokratsia, Feb.
20, 2002)."

Quotes from anonymous members of the Gypsy crowd
were used to attest to the real intentions of the Roma,
drawing a parallel with other places of unrest around the
world, often referred to by the media. “We are going to
wage a war if they don’t connect the electricity”, threaten
Roma in Trud (Feb. 20, 2002). “It’s like in Argentina,”
a policeman describes the event in 24 Chasa (Feb 20,
2002:1-3). “We are going to turn Plovdiv into Afghani-
stan! We’re going to kill and smash everything all around,
until they restore the electricity” (ibid.). “They’ve turned
us, peaceful people, into Talibans. They made us vote,
then they turned us into Roma, and now they have all
betrayed us” (ibid.).*
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CamuTe HOBHHAPU OHEKOTAII EKCITUIIUTHO T'O IIpaBea
CIIOpeyBameTo co ApreHTHHA Bo HacyoBure (,Hue cme
CKOPO Ha HCTO HUBO co ApreHTHHA" BO 24 Yaca, des. 20,
2002: 10) U NpeJu3BUKyBaa eMOIIMOHAJIHYU PEAKIIUH CO
CIIOpeyBame:

IpafaHuTe ce oOAHeCcyBaaT HCTO KakKO ApPreHTHHIIUTE -
MPOBAJIyBaaT BO MPOZABHUIM 3a xpaHa. Kora raydocure
Ce Impe3acuTHja O] KOMOMHAIMja HA MOHETApHUOT (OHJ
1 Hee(UKACHUTE IOJUTUYAPH, TU HUCKPIIMja H3JIO3UTE
Ha CKaluTe NPOoJaBHUIM Bo ByeHoc Awupec. Pomure BO
CronunuHoBO 30ecHaa OUIejKku KOMIIaHHjaTa 3a CTpyja Tu
WCKJIYYM HUBHUTE cTPyjHU KoJa (ibid.).

CamMuOT mevyaT JUPEKTHO yIaTyBa Ha CJIMYHOCTA IIOMery
VHHUIITyBambaTa U CIUKUTE €MHUTYBAaHHU O CBETCKHTE
TeJIEBU3UU O] IPYTH reorpadceku perunonu (Mowuiliop,
deB. 20, 2002: 4). JIlupekTHa BpcKa IOMely TepOpHC-
tute u lluranure Bo Byrapuja Geliie BocriocTaBeHa yiire
IIPH IPBUTE OCEAUIHN O 11 CENITEMBPH BO OYyTapCKUOT
neuar (Ciiandapid, cent. 25, 2001).

ITonekorair He e 6alll jaCHO KOj caka Jja 3all0YHe BOjHA.
Katiuitian (6p. 8, deB., 2002) muIysa 3a IJIaCHHUTE BO
CTOJTUIIMHOBO JIeKa TEHKOBH TprHasie KoH [110BIUB of
Codwuja, moxeka ,,I'onemuor I'enepan“ Hapesnu aa ce co-
npe crpyjara. Kako ozrosop, anHoHumen Pom gaBa pac-
IaJIeH TOBOP:

Hue cme m1asHy, a The cakaar Jia 3allovyHaT BojHa. OBzie e
kako Bo KabOys1. Ako Toa e Taka, Toral HUe cMe CIIpeMHH Ja
I'u u3BaZiuMe cabjuTe U ceKUpuTe u fia ce bopume. Hamecto
Jla yMHpaMe CeKoj IeH, IT0100po e Jla yMmpeMe OfieTHAIll U 33
Toa ke mMaMe npuuuHa. JleBcku' ro kaxxa oBa. Hue He ce
wiamuMe. Hue nMame BUCTUHCKY TYPCKU CpIia HA BOUHMU...
Hamumu! OBa e zp:kaBeH yzap! OBa e cTaBOT HA HAPOAOT
MIPOTUB I1ayBame. Hema ipyr craB. Tue HE MMaar JakeHo,
He JIa)Kea, HUe TJIacaBMe 3a KpaJjoT,'® HO TOj MCTO Taka HeMa
Ja i mompasu paGorute! Kaxku my Ha Axmen [loran®...

The journalists themselves sometimes made the com-
parison with Argentina explicit in headlines (“We are
Almost Coming Level with Argentina” in 24 Chasa, Feb.
20, 2002, 10) and by evoking emotional reactions by
means of comparison:

The citizens of Stolipinovo react exactly like the Argentin-
eans — break into food stores. When the gauchos got fed up
with the combination of a monetary fund and inefficient pol-
iticians, they smashed into pieces the shop windows of the
expensive stores in Buenos Aires. The Roma in Stolipinovo
rage because the electric company has switched off their cir-
cuit-breaker (ibid.).

The press itself makes direct reference to the resem-
blance between the pogroms and the pictures broadcast
by the world televisions from other geographical regions
(Monitor, Feb. 20, 2002: 4). Direct link between terror-
ists and Gypsies in Bulgaria was established yet in the
immediate aftermath of September 11 in the Bulgarian
press (Standart, Sept. 25, 2001).

Sometimes it is not quite clear who wants to break a
war. Kapital (#08, Feb., 2002) narrates of the rumours
in Stolipinovo that tanks have headed for Plovdiv from
Sofia, while the “Big General” had ordered to cut off the
electricity. As a response, an anonymous Rom makes an
ardent speech:

We’re hungry, and they want to start a war. It’s like Kabul
neighbourhood here. If this is the case, we're ready to draw
the swards and axes to fight. Instead of dying every day, we’d
better die once and there will be a reason why. Levski'* said
this. We're not afraid. We have real Turkish hearts of war-
riors... Write! This is a coup d’etat! This is the policy of the
people against starvation. There is no other policy. They have
lied to us, lied to us, we voted for the king,® but he also won’t
make things better. Tell Ahmed Dogan®®... write! Tell him
not to come to Stolipinovo, or he will die. He never support-
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nuinyBaj! Kaxxu My 1a He foara Bo CTOJIMIIMHOBO, 3aTOA IIITO
ke ympe! Toj HUKOTalI He HE TOJAPIKYBAJI; TOj HUKOTAII HE
MOKakasl OWJI0 KaKOB MHTepeC 3a Hac, TYKY CaMO 32 OHUE
Bo Kapnianu u Pasrpaz.” [MosutryapuTe 3HaaT 3a HAILINUTE
po0bJIeMH U Kora Ke JI0jAaT OBJE; ,,IJIacajTe 3a HaC U HUe Ke
Be 0CI000IMMeE OJ1 OJITOBUTE 32 BAIINTE CMETKH 34 CTPYja,
HUe Ke BU JIO3BOJINME JIa IIPO/IaBaTe COHUOIJIEOBU CEMKH
Ha yJINIUTE, Ke MaTe MHOTY TUBO 1 kebamu“... Toa 3aBpimu!
Hue cakame pabora u cTpyja, BO CIIPOTUBHO HUE Ke MOpa /1a
ympeme (ibid.).

Ipyruot npumep e o 24 Yaca (des. 20, 2002: 1-3):

Ianu oBue Jjyfe cakaar jga Bomar BojHa?! [...] Hue cme
Ipe3acuUTeHU O/ OBaa BJIajja, OBOj Kpaj, 3a KOj 90% of
syfero ox CromunuHOBO Ti1acaa (ibid.).

Pazouapanocra o7 BjajjHaTa MOJUTHUKA U 3JIOYIIOTpPe-
OaTa Ha MOKTa O7] CTpaHa Ha MOJIUTUYAPHUTE Oellle mpu-
Ka’KaHa BO MPETXOTHUTE MeAUYMCKHU TUCKypcHu. Kako u
Jla e, HOB eJIEMeHT Oellle MOOU3MINPAaYKOTO, PETOPHUIKO
1103ajMyBakbe 07 jA3UKOT, UyBCTBATA U CJIMKUTE O] IIEPH-
oot Ha HarmuoHasHata npepoaba Bo 6opbara mpoTUB
OTOMaHCKOTO yTHETYBal€e BO Cpe/IMHATa Ha 19-OT BeK.
[IpeponbenuTe nucKypcu Bo ¢opMa Ha MAPTHOTCKH Iec-
HU U cuMOoyinka 6ea TTIOBTOPHO OKMBEAHU BO IPOTEC-
THTE 3a COOOpPYBame Ha KOMyHHUCTUYKATa BJI1aJia BO 1997
T'Ol, BOZIEHA OJI CTY/IEHTUTE U IOITyJIapU3UPaHa OJ1 CTpa-
Ha Ha MJIQJIMHCKATa CATUPUYHA IIporpaMa Koja 3armoyHa
nox umero Ky-Ky, a nogoiHa ce npoMeHu Bo KaHaeitio
u Xawoee.” Victnor By, Ha cuMOO0JIM3aM U PETOPHUKA
Oellle MMPOKO IPHUMeHYBaHa O/ cTpaHa Ha Pomure Kou
MIPOTECTHPAaa BO BECHHIUTE, YECTO UTPAjKU cU cO 300-
pOBUTE O] TOIYyJApHHUTE PEBOJIYIIMOHEPHU CJIOTaHU:
~X€epojcKa CMPT WK cJI000/1a 0] KOMIIAaHHjaTa 3a CTPy-
ja“ meeja 6yHTOBHULINTE BO 24 Yaca (deB. 21, 2002: 4)."
HerroT peBoIylIIOHEPEH X € U3Pa3eH BO pelleHoCcTa
Jla ce ,craHe Kako JleBckd u fa ce ocsobomar [camure]

ed us; he never showed any interest in us but only in those
in Kardzhali and Razgrad.” The politicians know about our
problems and when they come here; “vote for us and we’ll
remit your electricity bills, we'll let you sell sunflower seeds
in the streets, you’ll have plenty of beer and kebabs”... That
was the end of it! We want jobs and electricity, or otherwise
we have to die (ibid.).

Another example is from 24 Chasa (Feb. 20, 2002: 1-3):

Do these people want to wage a war?! [...] We are fed up with
this government, this king, for whom 90% of the people in
Stolipinovo voted (ibid.).

Disillusionment with governmental policies and the
abuse of power by politicians have been present in previ-
ous media discourses. A new element, however, has been
the mobilising rhetoric borrowing from the language,
emotions and images of the period of the National Re-
vival in the struggle against the Ottoman oppression in
the mid-19™ century. Revival discourses in the form of
patriotic songs and symbolism have been revitalised in
the protests attempting to overthrow the communist
government in 1997 led by students and popularised
by a youth satirical programme that started under the
name of Ku-Ku, which was later changed to Kanaleto
and Hashove."® The same type of symbolism and rhetoric
has extensively been applied by the protesting Roma in
newspaper discourse, often making puns of popular rev-
olutionary slogans. “Heroic death or freedom from the
electric company!” sing the rebels in 24 Chasa (Feb. 21,
2002: 4)." The same revolutionary spirit is expressed in
the determination to “become like Levski and set [them-
selves] free from the electric company!”(ibid.). Levski
seems to be a symbol to an equal extent for Roma, eth-
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on kommauwjata 3a crpyja!“ (ibid.). Hsriema neka
JleBcku e cuMOOJI ITOAEAHAKBO U 3a PoMUTE, ETHUYKHUTE
Typmu u Byrapure 3a cebeoipekyBame u mpasaa (Katiu-
tian, br. 8, ges 20, 2002). YpeyBameTo Ha HaCJIOBHATA
cTpaHuna Ha 24 Yaca (¢eB. 20, 2002) IIpaBu JUPEKTHA
ajy3uja Ha cukaTa Ha JIeBcKU Bo OOHJ Jla ce HaMeTHe
cuMbostnueH pef. I'u mpuKakyBa CIUKUTE Ha JIEBCKU U
l'enepan Bojko Bopucos®® Bo JIEBUOT U JAECHUOT TOPEH
aroJji, CMMOOJIMYHO CO37]aBajKU U€ja 3a PeJ U AP KaBHA
MOK. BusyesiHaTta BpcKa € IMOeKCIUTHIIUTHA BO HACJIOBOT:
,DOPHCOB HajMHOTY CaKallle [ja CTOH IPeJ CIIOMEHUKOT
Ha JleBcku™.” Toa uMmmuiuIuparie aeka bopucos e mo-
JIEpEH THII Ha XePOoj, ckopo KoJiky JIeBcku. 1oz Toa, cron
orpomeH 6oJiiupaH HaclIoB: ,Hemupu“ u HabpojyBame
Ha Hacranute BO CrosmnuHOBO. BO mosaguHa crou
dororpaduja Ha 1e7a cTpaHa 0ff OrpabeHHUTe MU/bapH
0JI cTpaHa Ha poMcKuTe OyHTOBHUIN. Ha IecHUOT 0/1eH
arosi uma peksiama Ha Voice Mail koja Beu: ,,YKpaieHUTe
MOMEHTH Ha MHUP Ce TOJIKY cKaIlolleHu 3a Bac. Kopucrere
Voice Mail! Kusotor e cpeka!“ Toa ja xommieTupa
C/IMKAaTa Ha HEIIOBPATHOCT U HACHUJICTBO HA HACTAHUTE U
3aKaHaTa Jieka HEMHUPUTE MOXAaT Jia ja 3adarar 1eiata
Haruja. [ToHaTaMy ce UMILUTALMPA IeKa 0Ba € BPEMETO
Koe Oapa aZileKBaTHM OJJIYKH, CHJIHA paka Ha Jp:KaBaTa
¥ HOBM HanMoHaaHu xepou. Cemak, AypH U coszaze-
HaTa uiysuja 3a ,l'omemuor I'eHepan® CKOpo Kako per-
Jivka Ha JIeBcKH, HAaCKOPO € pacTepaHa co IT0AHACI0BOT,
UMILTUIMPAajKU HEe3aI0BOJICTBO JIyPH U HA COCTAHOITUTE
Ha HajBMCOKO HMBO Ha JprKaBaTa U MOJUTHYKATA BJIACT,
BeJiejku ,JaBHa BojHA u36u momery I'enepasor u MuH-
vcrepot 3a BHaTpemHu paboru“ (ibid.). MctuoTr BoeH
peUYHMK € ymoTpebeH 3a Jla ce 3aCHJIM BIEYATOKOT Ha
HACHUJICTBO, HEPE/ U ITOJTUTUYKH Pas3ziop.

PomuTe ce mMpUKa’KaHW KaKO TOTOBH /la 3allOYHAT BO-
jHa, cHabJEeHW CO MYHHIMja W IpaBejKU IUIAHOBU H
MMajKu CpeJicTBA U Jiyre fa TH ucrnosiHaT. Criopen 24

nic Turks and Bulgarians, as an emblem of self-denial
and justice (Kapital, # 08, Feb 20, 2002). The layout of
the front page of 24 Chasa (Feb 20, 2002) makes a di-
rect allusion to the image of Levski in an attempt to im-
pose symbolic order. It represents the images of Levski
and General Boiko Borisov*° respectively in the left and
right top corners, symbolically creating the idea of order
and state power. The visual link is made more explicit in
the headline: “Borisov Most Liked Standing in Front of
Levski’s Monument.”* The meaning implied is that Bor-
isov is a modern-type of hero, almost of the stature of
Levski. Underneath, a huge bold headline reads: “Riots”
and enumerates in a bullet form the order of events in
Stolipinovo. This is against the background of a whole
page picture of the grocery stores plundered by the Roma
rioters. The bottom right corner presents an advertise-
ment of Voice Mail, which reads: “The stolen moments
of peace are so precious for you. Use Voice Mail! Life is
happiness!” It completes the impression of the irrevers-
ibility and violence of the events and the threat that the
riots may spread nationwide. It is further implied that,
this is a time requiring adequate decisions, the strong
hand of the state and new national heroes. Nevertheless,
even the illusion created by the “Big General” as almost
a replica of Levski, is soon dispelled by the subheading,
implying discontent even at the summits of state and po-
litical power, as it states that “A Public War Broke Out
between the General and the Minister of the Interior”
(ibid.). The same war lexis is applied to amplify the im-
pression of violence, disorder and political discordance.

The Roma are represented as ready to fight a war, stored
with ammunitions and having the plans, resources and
people to fulfill them. According to 24 Chasa (Feb. 21,

’II




Nadezhda Georgieva Negative Media Representation of the Roma in Bulgaria

Yaca (des. 21, 2002: 4), OyHTOBHHUIIUTE HMajie Ha-
Mepa Jia KpeHaT BO BO3/yX OeH3MHCKA IyMIla Ha IaTOT
3a Codwuja, sKejle3BHHUKATa CTAaHMIA, KaHIeJapujaTa Ha
I'paoHAYaTHUKOT U HEKOJIKY JPYTH POMCKH Haces0Owu.
LYMaMe TpU Kua TPOTHJI, IIITO € JOBOJIHO. McTo Taka
“MaMe JIyl'e KOU CJIy»Kea Kako 6oMbapaepy BO BOjcKa U
KOM 3HAarT Jia KpeBaarT BO BO3/IyX," ce 3akaHyBaa Pomure,
coOMpajKu ce Jja 3alI0YHAT BOjHA BO PAHUTE YTPUHCKH
YacoBH, criopest 24 Yaca (ibid.).

3acuyIeHOTO YyBCTBO HA HA/IBUCHATA OMACHOCT 3a Byra-
puUTE W JprKaBara € JIEMOHCTPUPAHO IOJETHAKBO O/
[IeYaTOT BO IieJInHA. BHUMaHUETO YeCcTo € HaCOYyBaHO
KOH CUMYJIMpaHaTa MpUpOo/ia Ha CHpoMaIliTijaTa Ha Po-
mute (Tpyo, des. 21, 2002: 14; /[HesHuK, GeEB. 20, 2002:
7), mocToeuKaTta HeoHIIMjaIHA €eKOHOMHUja Koja Oerre
BUCTHHCKHOT JIOJDKHUK HAa KOMITAHHMjaTa 3a eJIEKTPUYHA
eHepruja, mapa3uTCcKaTa ersucTeHnuja Ha Pomwurte u
HUBHOTO ITOCTOjaHO MpUBHJIErupame. CTapure MUTOBHU
3a boraTcTBOTO Ha PoMHTe ce MarepujayiM3upaaT BO
JINCKYPCHUTE 32 POMCKHUTE ,,0apOHU“ WJIU KOTa ce pedepu-
pa Ha JIBOCMHUCJIEHOCTa ¥ HEKOMIATHOW/IHOCTA Ha
CHUPOMAIIITHjaTa U TOCEYBAhETO Ha CATETUTCKU UM HU U, >
co371aBajku KjacHa Kpusa. CBPTYBaHO € BHUMaHHE KOH
MMYIITHOCTA Ha POMCKUTE ,,0apOHHU" U MIOJIUTUYAPU, KOU
coszasie 6oraTcTBa CoO MPUCBOjyBakhe Ha TapH Off CIEIH-
jamaute ¢ouzmoBu 3a Pomu (24 Yaca, des. 22, 2002:
6; Tpyo, des. 21, 2002: 14). [lokpaj dhakToT /EeKa a¥C-
KpUMHHaIMjaTa, HEBpabOOTEHOCTAa ¥ CHPOMAIITHjaTa
ce CIIOMEHATH HEKOJIKY IIaTh KaKO MOXKHHM IPUYHHHI
3a HE3a/I0BOJICTBO, THE OOMYHO Ce MPUKAKYBAHU KaKO
apryMeHTH Ha aHOHUMHU POMH U BeIHAII UM Ce CIPO-
THCTaBYBa IOMHUHAHTHOTO MHCJIEhe Ha aBTOPOT (MoHu-
op, des. 20, 2002: 4; Tpyd, des. 20, 2002: 2-3; Kaiiu-
tiana, 6p. 8, des. 2002). VCKIydUTETHO €MOIIMOHATHA
peToprKa e MpuMeHeTa BO IPUKaXKyBameTo Ha Pomure
CO IIeJT /Ia ce HarjlaCh HUBHOTO HACHUJICTBO M HPAIHO-
HAJTHOCT. /IMPEKTHHUTE IUTHUpama YeCcTO ymaTyBaa Ha

2002: 4), the rebels intended to blow up a petrol station
on the road to Sofia, the railway station, the Mayor’s Of-
fice and several other Roma neighbourhoods. “We have
three kilos of trotyl, which is enough. We also have peo-
ple who served as bombers in the army and who know
how to blow it up,” threaten the Roma, as they gather for
plotting a war, in the early hours of the morning, accord-
ing to 24 Chasa (ibid.).

A heightened sense of an impending threat to Bulgarians
and the state is demonstrated equally by the press as a
whole. Often attention is directed to the simulative na-
ture of Roma poverty (Trud, Feb. 21, 2002: 14; Dnevnik,
Feb. 20, 2002: 7), the existing unofficial economy that
was the real debtor of the electric company, the parasitic
existence of the Roma and their constant privileging.
Pre-existing myths of the affluence of the Roma are rei-
fied in discourses about Roma “barons” or when refer-
ring to the ambiguity and incompatibility between pov-
erty and the possession of satellite dishes,** creating a
categorical crisis. Attention is often called to the wealth
of Roma “barons” and politicians, who made fortunes by
appropriating money from special Roma funds (24 Cha-
sa, Feb. 22, 2002: 6; Trud, Feb. 21, 2002: 14). Despite
the fact that discrimination, unemployment and poverty
are mentioned several times as the possible reason for
the discontent, they are usually presented as arguments
by anonymous Roma and immediately contradicted by
the dominant opinion of the author (Monitor, Feb. 20,
2002: 4; Trud, Feb. 20, 2002: 2-3; Kapital, #08, Feb.
2002). Extremely emotional rhetoric is employed in the
representation of the Roma, aiming to emphasise their
violence and irrationality. Direct quotes often point to
their linguistic incompetence of Bulgarian language, il-
literacy, or naiveté, thus reinforcing denigrating nega-
tive images (Kapital, #08, Feb. 2002; Trud, Feb. 25, 26,
2002).
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HUBHOTO HEMO3HaBamhe Ha OyrapCKUOT ja3UK, Ha HEIHC-
MEHOCTa MJIM HaUBHOCTA W Ha TOj] HAUMH ja 3acHIyBaa
oMaJIo}KyBadyKaTa, HeraTupHa ciuka (Kaiiuitian, op. 8,
deB. 2002; Tpyd, des. 25, 26, 2002).

JIHMCKypCOT KOj TH IPETCTaByBa IPKaBHUTE aBTOPUTETH
¥ IOJIMIMjaTa UMa 3a IeJ1 Jja BHece YyBCTBO Ha KOH-
TpOJIa, HAJ30D, PEIIEHOCT U OJJIYIHOCT I[€JIOCHO J]a ce
3rpamyu cuTyanujata. Ilosuiujata He € €IUHCTBEHO
’KpTBa Ha HacwJHaTa ToJima. Tue ja objaByBaat cBojaTa
ITOZITOTBEHOCT /]a He J03B0JIaT [10jaBa Ha IIOHATAMOIIHH
He3anoBoJicTBa.”? I'eHepan bopucoB BO /[HegHuKk u3-
jaByBa JeKa ,HEOIXOJHHUTE MepKU Oea Ipe3eMeHH U
MOJIMI[MjaTa MO’KE JIECHO Jla Ce CIIPaBH €O OWIO Ka-
KOB HeMHUp off ciu4yHa mnpupoga“ (des. 20, 2002).
I'pagoHavasHUKOT YOMaKOB, Kako M O(HUIIHjaTHUTE
smmna ox HEKK ja motBpauja omyykara Ha HUBHaTa pup-
Ma ,Ja He ce oTcramyBa“ (24 Yaca, des. 20, 2002: 3).
HcraTa BoeHa peTopuka e ymnotpebeHa oz MeHanepot
Ha Oopaotr Ha aupekropu Ha NEC, Bamentun Kupues
[UTHPAH HEKOJIKY IaTH BO I1€YaTOT, KOj M3jaBH JeKa
»,ako [HEKK] ja u3ryou Outkara, [Tue] Ke ja muarybart
BojHaTa. OBa e nociaegHuOT beaeM” (24 Yaca, des. 20,
2002: 3). Cemak, cropes MeryceOHaTa COIJIACHOCT Ha
JIOKQJTHUTE BJIACTH U MOJIUIIMjaTa, 6ea JafieHu HHCTPYK-
I[MU Jla He ce YIOTpeOU cuiia 3a pacTepyBarbe Ha TOJI-
nata. ExHa crpaTeruja 3a peliaBame Ha MpoOJIEMOT BO
jaBHOCTa, CIIOpe/1 JIOKAJTHUTE BJIACTH, O€llle Ia ce yarcaT
HU3BPIINTEINTE HAa KPUMUHAJIHM Jeja U HHUIHjaTo-
pute Ha Hemupure. Hackopo, HEKOH O OHHE 3a KOH Ce
IIPETIIOCTaByBallle JieKa ce IMPEeKPIINTeH Oea yarceHH,
HO BHUHaTa Oellle IpeHeceHa Bp3 Hee(pUKACHOCTA Ha CO-
nujanaure cayxk6u (Tpyo, des. 20: 2-3), 3aTBopajku
OuM TIpeJ] HeJlerayiHUTe OW3HUCU W Osarococrojbara
Ha I[[uranuTe, KoW oj Apyra cTpaHa OapaaT OeHedu-
MU Iopaau HeBpaboreHoct. [lnakameTo HA CMETKUTE
3a eJIEKTPUYHA eHepryja MoHaTaMy Oellle OIpesesieHO

The discourse representing state authorities and the po-
lice aims to infuse a sense of control, restraint, determi-
nation and resolve to obtain a full grasp of the situation.
The police are not only the victim of the violent mob.
They declare their readiness not to let further discon-
tents occur (Trud, Feb. 20, 2002: 3).?® General Borisov
declares in Dnevnik that “the necessary measures have
been taken and the police can easily tackle any riot of a
similar nature” (Feb. 20, 2002). The Mayor Chomakov,
as well as the NEC officials confirm their firm decision
“not to yield” (24 Chasa, Feb. 20, 2002: 3). The same
war rhetoric is applied by the Manager of the Board of
Directors of NEC, Valentin Kirchev, and quoted sev-
eral times in the press, who states that “If [NEC] lose
the battle, [they] lose the war. This is the last redoubt”
(24 Chasa Feb. 20, 2002: 3). Nevertheless, according
to mutual consent, the local authorities and the police,
instructions had been given not to use force to disperse
the crowds. One strategy to deal with the problem in
public discourse, according to local authorities, was to
arrest the perpetrators of the crimes and the instigators
of the riots. Soon, some of the assumed offenders were
already under arrest, but the blame was shifted to the in-
efficiency of the social services (Trud, Feb. 20, 2002: 2-
3), turning a blind eye to the illegal business and wealth
of the Gypsies, who otherwise claimed unemployment
benefits. The payment of the electricity bills was further
defined as “a battle for statehood and [the need for] abi-
dance by the law by everyone”(Monitor, Feb. 20, 2002:
4). The Mayor Chomakov suspected intentional plotting,
aiming to destabilise the peace in Plovdiv (Standard,
Feb. 20, 2002, 6). The District Governor and the Manag-
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KaKo ,,0MTKa 3a Ip>KaBHOCT U [1ToTpebaTa 0/1] MOKOpHOCT
KOH 3aKOHOT O7] cTpaHa Ha cexoro“ (Monuitiop, des. 20,
2002: 4). 'pagonavanaukotr YoMakoB ce COMHEBAIIIE BO
HaMepHO 3aroBapame 3a JiecTabuiansanyja Ha MUPOT BO
[Tnosaue (Ciiandapd, des. 20, 2002: 6). I'yBepHepoT
Ha okosnujata u MeHarepor Ha HEKK ja morBpauja
XUIIOTEe3aTa JIeKa OM3HUCMEHUTE KO »KUBEAT BO FeTOTO
MOKebu MMaaT ofipeZieHa KOPHUCT OJi IPOBOLIMPAbEe Ha
KOH(JIVKT CO IIeJI Jla TO of0erHar IUIakameTo Ha CMeT-
KHTe 32 eJIEKTpUYHA eHepryja (24 Yaca, des. 26, 2002:
8; /[HesHuxk, deB, 20, 2002: 1-4; Katiuitian, 6p. 8, des,
2002). Bo Hekou ciyun ce mpeTmocTaByBallle JieKa ce
pabotu 3a mosutuuku citetku (Tpyo, mapt 8, 2002:
1; Ceaa, desB. 20,2002; Ceza, mapt 6, 2002; 24 Yaca,
desB. 22, 2002: 6; Jemokpayuja, deB. 20, 2002: 1-2)
oJl cTpaHa Ha YHUjara 3a geMmokpatcku cwiu (YC),*
Ha /IBmkemeTo 3a mpaBa u ciobogu (JIIIC) wam Ha
IIOeIMHEYHN POMCKHU JIMJIEpH, €O IIesl /1a ce JecTabu-
y3upa fpkasata. 1 mokpaj obuauTe a ce BOCIIOCTaBAT
IIPETOBOPU TIIOMeEFy POMCKHUTE JIUJIEPH, IMOIUIHjaTa U
JIOKaJIHUTE BJIACTH, ce CO3/a/ie BIeYaTok Jieka Pomure
HMMaaT CHJIHO IOJINTHYKO JIOOU Koe r'u OpaHu HUBHUTE
VMHTepeCcU U ja HaMeTHyBa HUBHATa BOJIja BP3 MHO3UH-
crBoTo. OBa € UMILIUIIUPAHO BO HACTIOBOT BO Ceza (deB.
22, 2002): ,IIpatenurure ox HICB, MP® u nuranckure
JINJIEPH IIOCTUTHAA KOMIIPOMHUC, ja tipucuauja HEKK oa
Jja exayuu ciipyjaitia 80 pomckuilie 2ettia 8o I1r1080us.
HavaynHuKOT Ha JIoKayiHaTa noaunuja, aujan Jopaax-
OB, T HAITYIIITH IIPeroBopute 6ecHeejku”“. HacoBoT He
o0jacHyBa Jileka TakBaTa MepKa Oellle IpuBpeMeHa, caMo
3a BpeMe Tpaeme Ha PEeJIMTHO3HUTE MOCTH Ha XPUCTU-
jaHCcKkUTe U MycanMaHckute Pomu, 3agymuuna u Kyp-
6aH bajpam, co 1esn fa ce IpeTeKHAaT MOHATAMOIIHU
BO3HEMUPYBama.

Cute BecHUIIM ja Harjacwja ocobeHaTa JIyTHHA Ha
Pomure, koja ce mpeTmocTaByBa Jieka ja UMaaT KOH By-

er of NEC confirm the hypothesis that businessmen liv-
ing in the ghetto might have certain interest in provoking
conflict in order to avoid the payment of electricity bills
(24 Chasa, Feb. 26, 2002, 8; Dnevnik, Feb, 20, 2002,
1-4; Kapital, #08, Feb, 2002). In some cases political
scheming has been assumed (Trud, March 8, 2002, 1;
Sega, Feb. 20, 2002; Sega, March 6, 2002; 24 Chasa,
Feb. 22, 2002:6; Demokratsia, Feb. 20, 2002, 1-2) on
the part of the Union for Democratic Freedoms (UDF),*
the Movement for Rights and Freedoms (MRF) or indi-
vidual Romani leaders, as a plan to destabilise the state.
Despite the attempts at negotiation between Romani
leaders, the police and local authorities, an impression
was created that the Roma have a strong political lobby
to defend their interests and impose their will on the ma-
jority. This is implied by the headline in Sega (Feb. 22,
2002): “MPs from NDSV, the MRF and Gypsy leaders
have reached a compromise, forced the NEC to switch
on the current in the roma ghettos in Plovdiv. The Chief
of the Local Police, Ilian Jordanov, Left the Negotiations
Raging.” The headline does not make it clear that the
measure was temporary, only for the duration of the reli-
gious feasts of Christian and Muslin Roma, Zadushnitsa
(All Souls’ Day) and Kurban Bairam, aiming to forestall
further disturbances.

All newspapers highlighted the particular grudge that
Roma are assumed to bear against Bulgarians. A very
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rapure. HarrpaBuja MHOTY CHJTHA IMILIMKALM]ja JieKa Haj-
oraceH e (aKTOT IITO POMCKHUTE JIela ce BOCIIUTYBAHU
Jla BepyBaaT Zieka ,Byrapure ce 35100HH, KaKO HITO €
TOA HAIIPABEHO U €KCILUIMIIUTHO BO TOJIEMHOT HACJIOB BO
24 Yaca (mapr, 22: 14), npukadeH Ha ¢ororpaduja co
pomcku Aena. OBa ja 3acuiIyBa COAPKUHATA HA HACJIOBOT
Y TIOZTHACJIOBOT, KaKO U IleJlaTa COJIPKUHA Ha HAIHCOT,
6a3upaHa Ha CEpUO3HO UCTPAXKyBaIbe HA TeMaTa ,,Komy-
HUIFPamkaTa BO pOMCKAaTa 3ae/IHUIA“, KOe IpHUKaka 00-
jEKTHBHA CJIMKA Ha JAUCKPUMUHAIMjAaTa U PacU3MOT BO
Byrapuja: ,,Cute Byrapu na ympar!“ usBukyBaiie pomc-
KaTa ToJIIa Ha CJIMYeH HauyuH, criopes Monuitiop (des.
20, 2002: 4).

KBasiTeTHHOT HedaT € IOAeAHAKBO €JIOKBEHTEH BO
M3BECTYBaIETO 32 HeMUpHTe. PaboTaTta HAa HOBUHapKaTa
BJIETYBAjKH BO T€TOTO € MPUKaKaHa KaKo 0COOeHo omac-
Ha, MPUCHUJIEHA /1a U3BECTYBa MO/ IPUTHUCOK U 3aKaHH I10
HEj3UHUOT JKUBOT, ITOKPAj MOMaJIKy UPOHUYHHOT IPH-
3BYK, HO CIIOp€eJIeHa KaKO CJIMYHA Ha paboTaTta Ha JpyTH
HOBHHApH, KAaKO OHaa Ha KUJHAMMMPaHUTE AMEPUKAHIIN
Bo [Takucrau (Katiuitian, 6p. 8, peB. 2002). [IpukazHara
HacJIOBEeHA Kako ,lluranckure kaMIioBsu ofat Bo uin-
0e“*® e HaNMIIIaHA 110 IIOBOJ, KOHTPACTOT Iomery Byrapu-
Te 1 Pomure Bo reroto. Jlo/ieka mpojaBavykara Ha eiHa
OJ1 UCKPIIIEHUTE MPOJAaBHUIIM, KAKO I00pa XPUCTHjaHKA
MIO/ITOTBEHA /Ia UM IPOCTH Ha PoMuTe 1 MOKa)KyBa BoJIja
Jla UM IIOMOTHE U TOKPaj OpOjHHUTE CAUYHU CIIydyBarba
BO MHUHATOTO, HEKOU OCYM HWJIH JECETTOAUIITHUA POMCKH
Jlella TH TOKaKyBaaT HUBHHTE ,ClIa0UUYKU“ palle HU3
OCTpUTE TapyYUEba O HMCKPIIEHUTE IPO30PIH ,KAKO
dakupu®, ,Bemro” 3emMajKku TM MAPUYKHUTE O] IIPABTa,
MPMOpEjKHU KJIETBU Ha Hea ,,Jla mobuemn pak! [la moouern
pak!“ (ibid.). OmacHocra 111TO 0Ara O/ MyIaANHATA € KUCTO
Taka OTKpHeHa co (aKTOT JeKa jelara Oea O3HAYEHHU
Kako mozOyrHyBaun Ha Hemmupute (ibid.). Tozmeka 3a
Hekou o7 Pomute HemupwuTe Oea ,jaercka urpa“ (ibid.),
3a MHO3WHCTBOTO HCIIPaKameTo Ha JKEeHUTE U JIeriaTa BO

strong implication is made that most dangerous is the
fact that Romani children are brought up to believe that
“Bulgarians are Evil,” as it is made explicit by the big
headline in 24 Chasa (March, 22: 14), attached to a pic-
ture of Romani children. This undermines the content
of the captions and subheading, as well as the overall
content of the article, based on a serious research on the
“Communications in the Roma Community”, which pre-
sented an objective picture of discrimination and racism
in Bulgaria: “May all Bulgarians die!” yelled the crowd of
Roma in a similar mode, according to Monitor (Feb. 20,
2002: 4).

The quality press is equally eloquent in presenting the
riots. The job of the journalist entering the ghetto is de-
picted as particularly dangerous, being forced to report
under pressure and threats to her life, despite the slightly
ironic undertones, but compared as similar to the work
of other journalists, like that of the American kidnapped
in Pakistan (Kapital, #08, Feb. 2002). The story entitled,
“The Gypsy Camp Goes to the Filibe,”* is built around
the contrast between Bulgarians and Roma in the ghetto.
While the saleswoman of one the plundered shops, be-
ing a good Christian is ready to forgive and shows will-
ingness to help the Roma, despite the numerous similar
instances in the past, some eight or ten-year-old Romani
children shove their “skinny” hands through the jagged
pieces of the broken windows “like fakirs”, “skillfully”
picking out coins in the dust, mumbling an oath at her
“May you get cancer! May you get cancer!” (ibid.). The
danger coming from the youth is also revealed by the fact
that the kids were targeted as the instigators of the riots
(ibid.). While for some of the Roma the riot is seen as a
“kids’ play” (ibid.), for the majority sending the women
and children to the “vanguard” is a premeditated and
well-designed, typically Gypsy tactic (Monitor, Feb. 20,
2002: 4).
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,A3BUJIyBaE" € OTHAIIPE] CMHUCIeHA U J0OPO UCIIJIaHU-
paHa, TUIIUYHA UTaHCKa TakTuka (Monuitiop, ¢es. 20,
2002: 4).

EKCIINITUTHO € U3peueHo eTHO MHOI'Y CUJIHO TBP/IEHhe
3a MaJITpeTUpameTo Ha byrapure kou KuBeaT BO re-
ToTO. PoMute ru 6s0kupaa yaunute U ¢paa KaMema
KOH ITPO30PUTE HA TpHECETHHA OYyrapCKHu ceEMejCTBa KON
>kuBeat Bo CTOJIMIIMHOBO, cnope/; Peiiy6auka (des. 20,
2002: 1-4). Kako oarosop, uciiamexnure byrapu nosu-
KaJie TOoJINIHja MOJIejKH ,, BeCTIOMOIIIHU cMe, TOMOTHETE
Hu, Be mosinme!“ (Tpyo, des. 20, 2002: 1-3). ,KuBeeme
oz, orcaza Ha Iluranure, momorHere Hu!“, ce xajele
ZIpyr byrapux Ha JlokasiHaTa KaHuenapuja Ha MoHuiiop
(deB. 20, 2002: 4), KpaTKO IMpeJ MOYETOKOT HA IUTaH-
ckute Hanazau. J{pyr HacioB Bo Tpyd (des. 21, 2002: 14)
ro IUTHPA U3BUKYBAKETO Ha POMCKATa ToJIma: ,I'aypn,
HHe Ke ja BKJIyYHMe IIOBTOPHO cTpyjara 3a Bac! [...] Ke
T'Yl ICIIPABUMeE Ha Kpaj paboTHUTe 3a BaC U BAIlIMOT HAPOJ
Hackopo ke ce npegaze.” (ibid.)

He ce ritena Ha PomuTe kako Ha becriomoInsu u 6e3 o-
OpaHa, Ouziejku MHOTY O/ HUB ce 00Hu[0a /1a ja BKJIydaT
eJIeKTpUYHATa €eHepruja yIaaHyBajku Bo Tpado-cTa-
Hunure, cropez 24 Yaca (des. 27, 2002: 6). Ox apyra
cTpaHa, naxk, byrapure, 6110 KaKo OeAMHEYHY rparaHu
WJIU BJIACTH, Ce MPUKAKAHU KaKO OECIIOMOIIIHY KPTBH,
3ayIokHUIY Ha PomuTe 1 moTpebaTa o cTpyja.

MMniunupaHo e Jieka cTpyjaTa € UHCTPYMEHT 3a JIuC-
KpPUMHHAIIMja, MPETBOPAjKH T MUIIHOHUTE Oyrapcku
rparaHu, BKJIydyBajKu I IOCUPOMAIITHUTE U IIEH3UOHe-
pure, Bo ,,0enu llpHIM®, ynja cTpyja ce UCKIydyBa ako
He IUIaTaT AypU U eJlHa eauHCTBeHA cMeTKa (Tpyad, des.
23, 2002: 16). Ha Byrapure Bo 1mesnHa ce riezia Kako
Ha ,pEeKeTUPaHM " O] CTPaHA HA TOJIEMUTE UH/YCTPUCKH
JIOJDKHUIY, Kako mTo ce Kpemukosuu, Xumko, Pado-

A very strong assertion is made explicit by pointing to
the victimisation of the Bulgarians living in the ghetto
and in general. The Roma blocked the streets and threw
stones at the windows of some thirty Bulgarian families
living in Stolipinovo, according to Republika (Feb. 20,
2002: 1-4). As a response, the frightened Bulgarians
called the police pleading “We are defenseless, help us,
please!”(Trud, Feb. 20, 2002: 1-3). “We live under siege
by Gypsies, help us”, complained to the local office of
Monitor another Bulgarian (Monitor, Feb. 20, 2002, 4)
shortly before the launch of the Gypsy attacks. Another
headline in Trud (Feb. 21, 2002: 14) quotes the crowd of
Roma yelling: “Giaours,?® we’ll switch on the current for
you again! [...] We’ll make things right in the end for you
and your people will give up soon.” (ibid.)

Roma are not seen as helpless or defenseless, as many of
them attempted to switch on the electricity by breaking
into the switch-stations, according to 24 Chasa (Feb. 27,
2002: 6). On the other hand, Bulgarians, either as indi-
vidual citizens or authorities are represented in general
as helpless victims, hostages of the Roma and electric
dependence.

Electricity, it is implied, is an instrument for discrimina-
tion, turning millions of Bulgarian citizens, including the
socially weak and the pensioners, into “white Negroes,”
whose electricity is cut off if failing to pay even a single
bill (Trud, Feb. 23, 2002: 16). Bulgarians as a whole are
seen as being “racketeered” by the big industrial debtors,
such as Kremikouvtsi, Himko, Radomir Metali (ibid.) and
EU pressure for closing down the nuclear power station
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mup Meitiaau (ibid.) u mputucokor Ha EY 3a 3aTBOpame
Ha HywkeapHarta cranuna Bo Kosmonyj (Tpyo, des. 20,
2002: 1). [TocyiemHaTa IMIUTAKAIIAja MOXKeE J1a Ouie wii-
ycTpupaHa co HacjoBHaTta crpanuna Ha Tpyd (ibid.),
KOja MOKa)KyBa cJInKa Ha OyHTOBHMYKUTE PoMU 1 rosiem
HACJIOB ,,YHHIIITYBambe", IO/ KOj CJIeU JIPYT ToJIEM Hac-
JioB , EHepreTcku uMmnepujanuctu”, pepepupajku Ha EY,
BO corsacHocT co IIpemuepor Ha ®uHcka. Begnam 10
HEro, BO JIpyTa cIleijaiHa KOJIyMHa ITocBeTeHa Ha Po-
MHUTe, HOBUHAPUTE IIpalryBaar ,Kako Hue Ke riaTume 3a
cmetkute Ha Pomure?” (ibid.). [ToBTOpYBameTo u peaot
Ha pPEYeHHIUTE, YIIOTPeOEHU 0] aBTOPOT, CE HACOUEHH
Jla ce HAIJIACH WCIPEBPTEeHaTa Ipuposa Ha Pomwure u
HUBHUTE HEONPAaBJAHU TBPJEHA 32 JUCKPUMUHAIY]A,
CO IPUMEHYBakhe Ha I00pO 3aKOTBEHU CTEPEOTHIIH.

WMako nmaat HOMa A CKuU iyX, PomuTe ce HCTO Taka HABUKHATHU
Ha cTpyja. Mako ce Oe3rpmKHO Beceid I1aJaBKOBIIH,
HUBHHUTE HEPBU HE Ce O] YEJIMK M KOTa HHUBHATA CTpyja €
MPEKWHATa, THE CEe CIIOCOOHM J1a TO IIPETBOPAT IEJIHOT I'Paj
BO ypHaTtuHu. Mako ce mely HajAUCKPUMUHHUPAHUTE, THE
HCTO TaKa MMAaarT OIIITECTBEHU MPUA0OUBKH, UMaaT IMPaBo
Jla Ty1acaat, paboTat, J1a ce IBHIKAT U Jla TPryBaar.

3omTo ce OAHECyBaaT KAaKO MeETAJIypPrUCKHOT MAacTO/I0H
KpemukoBiu u Bukaar: ,Hema nma miatume! Hema ga
miatume! ?“

3a aBTOpPOT OATOBOPOT € jaceH - HEAOCTUTOT 071 100pOo
pa3BUeHA MOJIMTUKA 32 UHTETPUPAkhe HAa MaJIIIMHCTBA-
Ta. Ce YMHM JleKa BaKkBaTa KPUTHKA He e npudaTeHa oy
BJIa/IaTa, HO KaKO M JIa €, CBPTEHO € BHUMAHHETO O7] Hea
Ha KOJIYMHAaTa JI0 Hea CcO M3jaBara 3a yOeIyBameTo Ha
IIpemuepor geka ,[HeroBuot] kabuHeT e [Herosa] corm-
crBeHa pabora“. (ibid.)

HampaBeH e o0uj 3a pas3juKyBame U 3a MelyceOHO
noZ0yIHyBame He caMo Ha Pomute 1 Byrapure, TyKy 1 Ha

in Kozlodui (Trud, Feb. 20, 2002: 1). The last implication
can be illustrated by the front page of Trud (ibid.), show-
ing a picture of the rioting Roma and the big headline
“Pogrom,” followed underneath by another big headline
“Energy Imperialist,” referring to the EU, according to
the Prime Minister of Finland. Next to it, in another spe-
cial column dedicated to the Roma, the journalist asks
“How Shall We Pay for the Bills of the Roma? (ibid.) The
repetition and ordering of the sentences, used by the
author, aims to emphasise the backward nature of the
Roma and their undeserved claims of discrimination, by
means of applying well-established stereotypes.

Although having a nomadic spirit, the Roma also got
used to electricity. Although being carefree merry rascals,
their nerves are not made of steel and when their electric-
ity is being cut off, they are capable of turning into ruins a
whole town. Although being among the most discriminated
against, they also get social benefits, have the right to vote,
work, wheel and deal.

Why do they behave then like the metallurgic mastodon
Kremikovtsi and yell: “We are not going to pay! We are not
going to pay!?”

The answer is clear for the author — the lack of a well-de-
veloped policy for integrating the minorities. Such criti-
cism seems to be not accepted by the government, how-
ever, as hinted by the column next to it, declaring the
Prime Minister’s conviction that “[his] cabinet is [his]
own business.” (ibid.)

An attempt is made to contrast and to set off against
one another not only Roma and Bulgarians but also the
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OCTaTOKOT O/ ETHUYKUTE MaJIMHCTBA. BUKTHMHU3AIIM-
jaTta Ha cCHpOMAIITHUTE OyrapCKH CEMEjCTBA € IMPUKayKaHa
BO HAITMCOT HACJIOBEH KaKo ,,[locpoMaIiriHu ce OHHuEe KOU
ru wiakaatr cmetkure”. (Tpyd, des. 20, 2002: 3) Tek-
CTOT Ce CTPEMHU KOH OOjEKTHBHOCT CO MPE3EHTHUPAIHETO
Ha TeIKaTa cOocToj0a Ha JIBe XUIOTETHYKU OyrapcKu
1 POMCKH CEMEejCTBa, BO KOW U JIBETE UMaaT TPH JIela,
POAUTEIUTE OJT IBETE CEMEjCTBA MTOZ0JITO BPEME CE HEB-
pabotenu. [Ipenu3Ho IpecMeTyBarbe € HallpaBeHo 3a ce-
MejHUTEe OyIIeTH Ha ceMejcTBaTa Of pa3IMYHU U3BOPH,
KaKOo IIITO Ce IIOBPEMEHHU MpUMarba WK PaOOTHU MECTA,
KOWIIITO M3JIETYBA JieKa ce IMojeHaKBO HucKH. Cemax,
BO 3aBPIIHUOT JieJl € U3jaBeHo Jeka Ha Pomure um e
moz00po, buzejku He 1akaar crpyja wiu Boza (ibid.).”
Harmucor e TunnyeH mpuMep 3a BU/ Ha apryMeHTaIja
Ha U3BJIEKyBaibe Ha OIIITU 3aKJIyYOIH, IOTIUPAjKH ce
Ha MoeINHEeYEH CIIy4aj.

Cute byrapu, Typuu u I[lomanu ce cmeTaaT 3a CBECHU U
JI00pu rparaHy, KO ' M3BPIIyBaaT CBOUTE JI0JI>KHOCTH
1 He 'Y 3JI0yIoTpeOyBaaT CBOUTE MpaBa, [0/IeKa BO UCTO
BpeMe JO0OpPOBOJIHO TH IIakaaT CMETKUTe 3a Pomwurte
(Tpyo, des. 20, 2002: 1). 3a pasnuka oa HUB, Pomure
MOKaT Ja OuaT MPeTBOPEHH BO JIECHO CPEACTBO 3a
KpIllemhe Ha eTHUYKUOT Mup. (ibid.) [Tperxomno, Typuure
Oea cMeTaHu 3a TakBa 3akaHa. Cemak, TYPCKUTE JINIEPU
yclieaa Jia M3rpajaT MO3UTUBHA CJIMKA 32 MAaJII[AHCT-
BOTO BO MOCT-KOMYHUCTUYKHOT IEPHOJ, U3BJIEKYBajKu
CUMOOJIMYEH CTaTyC Ha >KPTBH OJi HUBHOTO HMCKYCTBO
3a BpeMe Ha TakaHapeudeHHOoT ,IIpoIrec Ha Mmpemnopox”
u ,Tosemuor mat“*® Bo ocymzecerure, kora 6ea mpucH-
JIEHH J]a TH CMEeHAT HUBHUTE UMUIbA WJIH /1A ja HAIYIIITaT
3eMjaTta. Tue Oapaa oj1 p>kaBaTa /ia ja MpU3Hae cBOjaTa
BMHA M Kako mrto Tpyd nadopmupa (mapt, 18, 2002:
3), Ilormpercematenor Ha BiagaTa mobapas mpoika 3a
,11POIIECOT Ha MPENOpPO " Ha XPUCTHjaHCKUOT MPa3HUK
IIpouxa (mpBaTa Hejieia MpeJ MOCT), KOj € IPa3HUK Ha
IIPOCTyBakbe Ha IPENIKUTE O] MUHATOTO.

rest of the ethnic minorities. The victimisation of poor
Bulgarian families is stated in an article entitled “Poorer
are Those Who Pay the Bills.” (Trud, Feb. 20, 2002: 3)
The text aims at objectivity by presenting the plight of
two hypothetical Bulgarian and Romani families, each
having three children, in which both parents have been
long-term unemployed. Precise calculation is made of
the monthly budget of the families from different sources
such as occasional benefits or jobs, which turn out to be
equally low. Nevertheless, it is stated in the concluding
part that the Roma are much better off as they don’t pay
for electricity or water (ibid.).”” The article is a typical
example of a type of argumentation relying on a single
case for drawing general conclusions.

All Bulgarians, Turks and Pomaks are seen as conscien-
tious and good citizens, observing their obligations and
not abusing their rights, while at the same time benevo-
lently footing the bills of the Roma (Trud, Feb. 20, 2002,
1). In contrast, the Roma could be turned into an easy
tool for breaking ethnic peace (ibid.). Previously, the
Turkish minority was considered as being such a threat.
Nevertheless, the Turkish leaders have managed to build
a positive image of the minority in the post-communist
period, drawing a symbolic status of victim from their
experience during the so-called “Rebirth process” and
the “Great Trip”*® in the 80s, when they were forced to
change their names or leave the country. They have de-
manded the state to acknowledge its fault and as Trud in-
forms (March, 18, 2002: 3), the Vice President has asked
pardon for the “Regeneration Process” at the Christian
holiday Sirni Zagovezni (the first Sunday before lent),
which is about forgiving past mistakes.
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MeauymuTe ru NpuKaskyBaaT PoMuTe KakO CEpHO3HH
HapyIIyBauyd Ha OIIITECTBEHHUOT MHD, 32 pas3yIMKa Of
HMHIIMOT Ha eTHUYKUTE TypIyM WK JPYTUTE eTHUUIKH
MaIIMHCTBa. EJIeH Harmuc 3a WTHaTa mortpedba aa ce
eBakynpaaT Oyrapckure cemejctBa of CTOJHUIIIHOBO
(Tpyo, des. 27, 2002: 6), KAKO KOHTPACT € CTaBEeH 0
dororpaduja Ha MUHHCTEPOT 3a HAJIBOPEIIHU PabOTH
Costomon Ilacu, k0j € TOKaHET Ha MPOCJIaBa Ha €BPEjCKO
yurmnuinre. OnacHOCTa Of] HapyIIyBalkhe Ha €THHYKHOT
MUP 0O/ cTpaHa Ha PoMuTe Bo GJ1MICKA UJTHIHA € TIOHATaMy
HarjaceHa co 00jaByBameTO Ha CJIMYHU IMPOOJIEMHU BO
JIDYTH TpaZioBH o7 3eMjarta, kako Jlom, CituBeH u Coduja
(Tpyo, mapr 14, 2002: 7; deB. 20, 2002: 2; CiliaHoapii,
des. 21, 2002). Tensunre nomery Byrapure u Pomure
I'Y BJIONINja MEeYeTHUYKHUTE TEH3UH BOOIIIIITO, HAKO HE
TOJIKY €KCIUTMIIUTHO BO HOBHHAPCKHUOT AucKypc. OBa
MO3Ke J1a Ouzie 3a0es1e’kaHo O/ IojaBaTa Ha aHTH-CEMHUT-
CKH TpaduTH, I0jaBa MPETXOJHO PEYNCH HEI03HATa BO
Byrapuja u o/ U3UTrHYBabeTO HA €EKCTPEMHOTO IIPABO
Y HeO-HAIMCTHIKHUTE CTABOBH, CO KOW MCTO TaKa N300U-
JIyBaar JIeJIOBUTe 32 KOMEHTap Ha uzzianujara Ha Ceea u
/lHeeHUK HA WHTEPHET, HE caMO 0 MH(pOpPMaNNUTE 3a
Pomurte, TyKy ¥ 3a cé IIITO € IIOBP3aHO CO MOT(PIyBaEhe-
TO Ha COIMjaTHATa IOJIUTHUKA BO 3€MjaTa.

[TpukaKyBameTo Ha POMCKUTE HEMHUPHU BO Oyrapcku-
OT Teyar, NMOTIHPAjKU Ce Ha rojieM Opoj PETOPUYKH
¥ WJIEOJIONIKU CPEJICTBA, Pa3MHOXKYBAjKU TH CTapUTE
CTEPEOTHITH U HAIJIaCyBajku T HOBUTE HETaTUBHU OCO-
OMHM Ha MAJIIIMHCTBOTO, CO37ajZle HAaTaMOIIHA IaHH-
Ka 3a Ha/JIBUCHYyBayKaTa 3aKaHa OJ €THUYKH HEMUPH.
Hajrupakauor BecHuk Ha WAZ ja TpUKaKyBa HajJo-
OpaTa wiIycTpalyja Ha cTpaTerrjata Ha TaOJIOUIUTE 3a
CO3/1aBame Ha CJIMKaTa 3a PomuTe Kako €eTHUYKMY L,/ py-
r'u“, KaKo IIITO IPETX0HO Oea coryie/laHN KaKo BAJIKaHH,
MP3JIUBU, HEITUCMEHHU, Oe3TPIKHU, BOJIEjKH TAPA3UTCKHU
HAYMH Ha XUBOT. Kako ¥ J]a e, eTHUYKNUTE HEMUPU IO
HarJjacyja 4yBCTBOTO Ha OIACHOCT CO3AAZEHO Of CypO-

The press represents the Roma as seriously violating so-
cial peace, contrary to the image of the ethnic Turk and
other ethnic minorities. An article on the urgent need to
evacuate the Bulgarian families from Stolipinovo (Trud,
Feb. 27, 2002: 6) is arranged next to a picture of the For-
eign Minister, Solomon Pasi, invited to a celebration in a
Jewish school as a means of contrast. The danger of vio-
lating ethnic peace by the Roma in the near future is fur-
ther emphasised by publications about similar problems
in other towns of the country, such as Lom, Sliven, and
Sofia (Trud, March 14, 2002: 7; Feb. 20, 2002: 2; Stan-
dart, Feb. 21, 2002). The tensions between Bulgarians
and Roma have exacerbated interethnic tensions in gen-
eral, though not explicitly in newspaper discourse. This
can be observed in the growth of anti-Semitic graffiti, a
phenomenon previously almost unknown in Bulgaria,
and the rise of extreme right and neo-Nazi attitudes,
which are also abundant in the commentary sections of
the Internet issues of Sega and Dnevnik, following not
only information about Roma, but anything related to
the failure of social policy in the country.

The representation of the Roma riots in the Bulgarian
press relying on a number of rhetorical and ideological
devices, the proliferation of old stereotypes and the em-
phasis on new negative traits of the minority, have created
further panic of a pending threat by ethnic disturbances.
The highest circulation newspapers of WAZ present the
best illustration of tabloid strategies for creating the im-
age of the Roma as an ethnic “Other,” as previously seen
as dirty, lazy, illiterate, carefree, leading a parasitic ex-
istence. The ethnic riots, however, have highlighted the
sense of danger created by cruel mutinous rebels, spong-
ing on society, aiming to destabilise the state. Numer-
ous comparisons with other places of ethnic discontent
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BHUTE, OYHTOBHUYKM BOCTAHHUIIM, KOU ITapa3UTHpaaT Ha
OIIIIITECTBOTO, CO IIeJI A ja AecTabIn3npaar Ap>KaBara.
BpojHu cropeayBarba CO APYTM MecTa Ha €THHUYKO He-
3a7I0BOJICTBO, CO3/[aBaa CJIMYHA HEIpUjaTHA CIUKA 3a
MelyeTHHUYKHUTE OJHOCH BO Byrapuja. Peropukara Ha
PEBOJIyIIMOHEPHHUOT AyX o1 HarroHnaHaTa mpepoaba of
19 Bek e ynoTpeOeHa 3a /1a ce HarjiacaT Pa3jIuKUTE BO pe-
JIMTHO3HOTO BEPYBAIbE, IIITO BO CETAIIIHOCTA IIPETCTABY-
Ba OIACHOCT BO CJIy4ajoT camo Ha Pomwure. Hacmpotu
IIPETXOAHUTE CTPATETWH Ha IIPETCTaByBaibe, CIMKATa 32
etHnukuTe Typiiu eBoJiyHpalie v IMOCTUTHA TO3UTHBHU
KOHOTAIIMH U YyBCTBO Ha Kaere 3apaji HelmpaBeHaTa
ITOJIUTUKA Ha KOMYHUCTUYKATa JipKaBa. [IpuunHuTe 3a
HeMupuTe 6ea oT¢pJIeHH KaKo ancypAHu v 6e3 OCHOBa.
ONImTHOT BIIEYATOK KOj ce co3ziazie Oellle BIEYATOK Ha
omaceH eTHUYKHU J[pyr u GECIOMOIIHO U JUCKPUMUHM-
paHo 6yrapckoTo HaceJIeHHe.

Ceza rv TIOBTOpPYBAIlle TJIAaBHUTE I[PTH Ha IPETCTaBY-
Babe Ha BO3HEMUPYBambaTa Bo BecHHIIUTe HA WAZ. Oco-
0eHO BHUMAaHHE € HaCOUeHOo KOH ,,Iluramckara TakTuka“
3a BOJIEIb€ HA ,HENPHUjaTEJICTBOTO M HAa UYBCTBOTO HA
CHJTHA EKOHOMCKA U IOJIUTHYKA MaHUITyJIaIyja.

Citiandapili ja HarjacyBallle IIOCTOe€YKaTa IIaHUKa,
IIOTIHPAjKU ce Ha AUPEKTHH IUTUPAakba Ha BJIACTUTE U HA
OYHTOBHUIIUTE, Ha BOEHATA PETOPHUKA U IIPETIIOCTABKATa
3a KOBame Ha 3aroBop. cTo Taka, Gelle eJUHCTBEHHOT
BECHUK KOj U3BECTYBAIIle 32 CTENIEHOT Ha HE3a/10BOJICTBO
BO JIPYTHTE POMCKH I'eTa BO 3eMjaTa.

Jlemoxpauuja, Petiybauxa u MoHuiliop ja OBTOpyBaa
HCTaTa IIeMa 32 OIMaCHOCT KOja MPETCTOU U PEIIeHUEeTO
Ha TOJIUIAjaTa U JIOKAJIHUTE BJIACTH 32 CIIPABYBAIbE CO
npobsieMoT. Bucoka eMoTHBHA 000EHOCT € TIOCTUTHATA
BO Monitor co UTHpPamke Ha KPTBUTE U OYHTOBHUIIUTE
¥ CO HarJIacyBale Ha HEIPUJaTEJICTBOTO BO IOCJIETHO
BpeMe.

draw a similar dismal picture of interethnic relations in
Bulgaria. The rhetoric of revolutionary spirit of the 19™
century National Revival is employed to emphasise the
difference in religious faith, which at present is seen as
threatening in the case of the Roma alone. The image of
the ethnic Turks, contrary to previous strategies of rep-
resentation has evolved and achieved positive connota-
tions and a sense of penitence for the unjust policies of
the communist state. The reasons for the riots are denied
as absurd and lacking objective grounding. The overall
impression created is of a dangerous ethnic “Other” and
a helpless and discriminated against Bulgarian popula-
tion.

Sega repeats the general outlines of representation of
the disturbances of the WAZ newspapers. Special atten-
tion is paid to the “Gypsy tactics” for conducting “hos-
tilities” and the sense of strong economic and political
manipulation.

Standart intensifies the existing panic by relying on
direct quotations from authorities and the rebels, war
rhetoric and an assumed idea of plotting. It is also the
only newspaper reporting the degree of discontent in the
other Roma ghettos in the country.

Demokratsia, Republika and Monitor repeat the same
pattern of an imminent threat and the resolve on the part
of the police and local authorities to tackle the problem.
Heightened emotional colouring is achieved in Monitor,
by directly quoting victims and rioters and emphasising
the hostility of the latter.
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Ksanurernure Becuunu (/[Hesnux u Kaiiuiian) nmaa
JIBOCMUCJIEH OZHOC KOH KOHGIUKTOT. Of efHa cTpa-
Ha, camo Kapital obe30emyBa CEPUO3HU aHAJIU3U 34
IPUYMHUTE Ha HEMUPOT U JI03BOJIyBa M3pasyBame Ha
nouHakBo mienuinTe. Cemak, MPKOCEHETO KOH OOW-
nuTe 32 00jEKTUBHOCT, IIITO € TUIIUYHA 3a TabJIouaHaTa
pPETOpUKa U ypeAyBameTo Ha BecTuTe Ha WAZ, mozen-
HAKBO MOJKe /Ia Ce HajJle U Ha cTpaHuIuTe Ha Katiuilian
u /[HeeHuk. CeBKYIIHHOT BIIEYATOK € TOj 3a OIIITECTBO
paz/iesieHo M0 eTHUYKU JINHUM, TOBTOPYBAjKU CIMYHU
ClleHapyja 32 ETHUYKHU PA370p O/ APYTH JeJIOBHU Off CBe-
TOT.

Ha kpaj, morxe f1a 6u/ie 3aKJIydeHo JieKa BUOT Ha apry-
MeHTall}ja ¥ PETOPUYKUTE aJIaTKU Ha OyTapCKUOT IevyaT
BO IPHUKAKYBAETO HA POMCKHUTE HEMHDH, HE IIOCTHI-
Haa caMo KPaTKOTPajHU MeAUyMCKH e(deKTH, KaKo IITO
Ce ypeIyBameToO U IIOCTaByBame Ha areHjara co Ies
Jla ce 3roJIeMH IpojiakbaTa co CeH3AIMOHATUCTHYKU
cpencrBa. Cinukarta Ha Pomure Gelre KOHCTpyHpaHa co
aKyMyJIupame Ha aMOUBAJIEHTHU KapaKTEPUCTHKHU Ha
CHMyJIMpaHa CHUPOMAINTHjAa U KPTBU HA JIUCKPUMHU-
Halyja U HEJOCTAaTOK Off ONIITECTBEHA WHTerparyja.
O’XHUBYBambeTO HA MUTOJIOIIKUTE PAMKH O7] OTOMAHCKOTO
MUHATO U JI0OpOTO OJIHAIIPE]] IIPOMUCIEHO 3HAEHE 3a
IICUXOJIONIKUTE MEXaHU3MHU Ha E€THUUYKUTE IUCKYPCH,
MOOMIN3UPaa KOJIEKTUBEH O/ITOBOP O/ MHO3UMHCTBOTO U
obuy 3a epuHUpame U HACOUyBame HA IPUPOJIaTa Ha
Mel'YEeTHUIKHUTE OZJHOCH.

5. 3akny4yok

OBa ucrpaxxyBame ce o0uje Ja I'l WIyCTpUpa Mexa-
HU3MUTE 32 Kpeupame Ha JIOMHHAHTHO IJIEJUIITE BO
IIPETCTaByBaETO HA POMCKOTO MAaJIIIUHCTBO BO Oyrap-
CKUTe nevyaTeHu MeanyMu. PoKycrupajku ce Ha CTPYKTYpP-

The quality press (Dnevnik and Kapital) has an ambigu-
ous attitude towards the conflict. On the one hand, only
Kapital provides for serious analysis of the reasons for
the riot and allows for the expression of the alternative
view. Nevertheless, to defy attempts at objectivity, a typi-
cally WAZ tabloid rhetoric and framing of the news can
equally be found on the pages of Kapital and Dnevnik.
The overall impression is of a society driven apart along
ethnic lines, repeating similar scenarios of ethnic discor-
dance in other parts of the world.

To sum up, it could be concluded that the type of argu-
mentation, the rhetorical tools of the Bulgarian press in
the representation of the Roma riots have achieved not
only short-term media effects, such as framing and agen-
da setting, aiming to boost sails by means of sensational-
ism. The image of the Roma has been constructed by ac-
cumulating the ambivalent characteristics of the feigned
poor and victim of discrimination and lack of social
integration. The revival of mythological frameworks of
the Ottoman past and a well-premeditated knowledge of
the psychological mechanisms of ethnic discourses have
mobilised collective response on the part of the majority
and already attempt to define and direct the nature of
interethnic relations.

5. Conclusion

The research has attempted to illustrate the mechanisms
of creating the dominant view of representation of the
Roma minority in the Bulgarian print media. Focusing on
structural, discursive and ideological strategies, the con-
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HUTE, JUCKYP3UBHUTE U WJEOJIOIIKUTE CTPATETUH,
CO3/1aBalbeTO HAa HEeraTMBHA M MPHUCTPAcHA CJIMKa Ha
Jpyruort Gelile THTEPIIPETHPAH KAKO PE3YJITaT Of] OTCyC-
TBO Ha JIOBOJIHH KPUTEPUYMHU 32 HOBHHApPCKATa €THUKA 1
OZITOBOPHOCT, O7I IPEOBJIalyBaheTO Ha IPEOKymaIujara
CO MOTpoIITyBayKa 1 GYHKIIMOHHUPAHETO Ha MEXaHHU3MHU-
T€ Ha CTEPOTHUIIM3HUpPabe, HEIMPaBeJHO OOBHHYBalbe U
crurmatusupame. [1okpaj Toa, Moxe aa bune chaTeHo
KaKO CTparerdja 3a HaJAMUHYBame Ha IIOCTOEUKHUTE
BO3HEMHUPYBabha IpeIu3BUKAHU 011 ,,/JIpyruoT”, Koj 3a /1a
ce CKpPOTH, HAJI0KyBa MHCTUTYIIHOHATIM3UPAHU U KOT-
HUTHUBHH CTPYKTYPH 32 JUCTAHIIMPAHbE U HCKIYIyBarbe.
OsBa e mapigjaiHa, IprUcTpacHa ¥ UCIPEBPTEHA BU3HU]a,
KOja OIIIITO 3€MEHO I'o IMTOPEKHYBa OCOOEHOTO TJIe/Iathe
Ha JI[pyTHOT WK AyPH Ha CErallHOCTa, KaHAIU3UPajKu
ja BO MPENO3HAT/INBYU PACUCTUYKHU JUCKYPCH.

ITpeBox ox anryncku jasuk: Enena HukosoBcka

benewku:

1. MekBemn (McQuail) ro mepuHHpa BpaMyBameTO KaKo
,HAaUMHOT HA KOj COAPIKMHATA HA BECTUTE € TUIIMYHO
odopMeHa U CTaBeHA BO KOHTEKCT Of CTpaHA HAa HOBHU-
HapUTe BO HEKOU IMO3HATH PAMKHU Ha YIATyBakbe U BO CO-
IJIACHOCT CO HEKOW JIATEHTHU CTPYKTYpU Ha 3HAUEHETO".
(2000: 495) Toa ucTo Taka ro BKIy4YyBa U e(deKTOT BP3
MyOJTMKUTEe KoW ro mpudakaar AUCKYPCOT CO3[aJIeH Of
HoBuHapure (ibid.).

2. T'JaBHUTe MOJUTHYKH opraHu Jlemokpauuja (opraH Ha
ObenuHeTHTEe JEMOKpATCKM cwiu) U Jlyma (momoiiHa
Petiybauxa) (opranot Ha ColyjajiucTHUYKaTa IapTUja Ha
Byrapuja) ce gexapupaar cebecr Kako HAI[HOHAIHH, a He
MIOJINTUYKY AHEBHU BecHUIU. On0HUBabETO HA AMPEKTHA
IIOJINTHYKA COIICTBEHOCT HAa IIEYaToOT Oellle COTrJIeAaHO
KaKO CcO3/laBarbe Ha c1000/IeH 1 He3aBuceH mevat. Cenax,
Kypa# (Curran) u CutoH (Seaton) (1991: 1) pa3MucayBajku
3a IPUPOJATA HAa OPUTAHCKUOT [1€YaT, CMETaaT JIeKa OBa €

struction of the negative and biased image of the “Other”
has been interpreted as the result of the absence of suf-
ficient criteria for journalistic ethics and responsibility,
of prevailing preoccupation with consumption and the
functioning of mechanisms of stereotyping, scapegoat-
ing and stigmatisation. In addition, it can be perceived
as a strategy for overcoming existing anxieties provoked
by the “Other,” which in order to be tamed, necessitate
institutionalised and cognitive structures of distancing
and exclusion. This is a partial, biased, distorted vision,
which denies, in general, the particular view of the “Oth-
er” or even of present, channeling it through familiar
racist discourses.

Notes:

1. McQuail defines framing as “the way in which news con-
tent is typically shaped and contextualised by journalists
within some familiar frame of reference and according to
some latent structures of meaning.” (2000, 495) It also
includes the effect on audiences, who adopt the discourse
constructed by journalists (ibid.).

2. The main political organs Demokratsia (the organ of the
United Democratic Forces) and Duma (later Republika)
(the organ of the Bulgarian Socialist Party) declared them-
selves as national, not political dailies. The decline of di-
rect political ownership of the press has been considered
as contributing to the construction of the free and inde-
pendent press. Nevertheless, Curran and Seaton (1991, 1)
reflecting on the nature of the British press, consider that
this is another ideological invention aiming to conceal the
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caMo Jipyra U7leoJIolIKa UHBEHI[Mja o eI Jia ce IPUKpUe
3rojieMeHaTa eKOHOMCKAa 3aBHCHOCT Ha IledyaTeHUTe Me-
JIYMH.

Unejata 3a ,HOBUOT* Oyrapcku IeyaT NpB IaT Oelrre
ynotrpebeHa BO 1990 TOj. W IOIyJIapu3upaHa Of] CTpaHa
Ha rojieM Gpoj aBTOpM, Mefy Kou u VBajimo 3HEMIOJICKH
(Ivailo Znepolski) xoj e efeH of rJIaBHUTE TEOPETHYAPH
3a 0B0j mouM (3Hemosicku, 1997: 5). Cropes Hero, Imo-
UMOT Oellle KperpaH 3a Jla ce HallpaBU BU/IJIMBA jacHaTa
rpaHuIia Mery ,,CcTapuoT Ap’KaBeH MevaT, Koj Oelle KOH-
TPOJIUPAH OJf BPBOT M HEOJIONIKA MAaHWIIYJIUpPaH 3a
BpeMe Ha KOMYHH3MOT W acIIUpalUTEe 32 CO3/1aBarbe Ha
,HOB“, IUIypDAJIMCTHUYKH IedaT, ocao007eH of IleH3ypa
¥ OPUEHTHPAH KOH IOTpebuTe Ha maszapoT. Cemak, 3a
3uemnoncku (ibid.) TepMuHOT He 3HAUM KBaJMTAaTHBHA
IIpOMEHa, TyKy MPOMeHa BO HETOBHOT OIIIITECTBEH, €KO-
HOMCKH U ITOJIUTUYKK cTaTyc. Ha HeKoj HauWH, MOXKeMe
Jla TIPeTIoCTaBUMe JieKa ,HOBHUOT Oyrapcku medar oerire
HJIE0JIONIKY TIPOHAjI0K, 3a OIpaBAyBalbe Ha UHTEPECUTE
Ha OHUe Ha Kou uM ciay>ku. 3a Kypan u Cutos, 3aBucHOCTa
Ha IIeYaToT O/ 11a3apOT € MO/Ie/THAKBO O/ITOBOPHA 32 IPET-
IOCTaBeHaTa JieBHjanuja of MPoGeCHOHATTHUTE MPaKTHU-
KH U 3a 3JI0ynoTpebaTa Ha MOKTa Ha medaTtoT (1991: 4).
JepHUHUTUBHO Ma3apoT OAMIPA LEeHTpajHA yJiora BO U3-
60poT Ha (popmMaTa ¥ pPeTOPHUKATa HA MEIUYMCKOTO ype-
nyBatbe. KomOuHanjaTa Ha TaKAaHAPEYEHUOT ,, XUOpUIEH
(Spassov in Lozanov et al. eds. 2000: 112) meuaT Gelre
ycreniHa popMysia, KOMOMHUPAjKU TH Oesie3uTe Ha CEpPH-
03€H, KBAJIUTETEH KOMEHTAP CO TabJIOHU/ICKO BHUMAaHIE CO
3a6aBHOTO, JBYOOIIUTHOTO, CKAHAJIO3HOTO U KaTacCTPO-
danmnoro. HarmacyBambara Ha JIMYHOTO MU CEH3AI[MOHAJI-
HOTO, IIITO IPEOBJA/yBaa, YeCTO CTABEHH BO HATIIMICUTE
Ha HacJIOBHATA CTPAHUIA WM BO HACIOBUTE, IPEIU3BU-
Kaa TBpPJeEma JleKa JHEBHHOT MedaT € TabJouAu3upaH.
TakBara (opma Ha HU3BECTyBaibe MOXKe Jla Oujie MHTep-
MpeTUpaHa Kako MHOTY CIJTHA ajlaTKa 3a JIETUTUMU3AIIAja
Ha ITOCAKyBaHUOT JUCKYPC IIpeJ rojiemMa IyOaruKa, Kako
mro cmeta Pucke (Bo Tompson, 1997: 47), Ao/eKka Tab-
JIOWTHOTO HOBHHAPCTBO TM OXpabpyBa CKENTHIIM3MOT U
HeMambeTo BepOa, KBaJTUTETHUOT ITeYaT MOKe J]a Ce CMeTa
3a O/ITOBOPEH 3a CO3/IaBambe Ha cy0jekT koj Bepyra (ibid.).

increasing economic dependence of the print media.

The notion of the “new” Bulgarian press has been first used
in 1990 and popularised by a number of authors, among
whom Ivailo Znepolski is one of its main theoreticians
(Znepolsky, 1997, 5). According to him, it was created to
make visible the clear boundary between the “old” state,
centrally-controlled and ideologically manipulated press
under communism and the aspirations towards creating a
“new,” pluralistic, free of censorship and market-oriented
press. Nevertheless, the term for Znepolsky (ibid.) does
not signify a qualitative change, but rather a change in its
social, economic and political status. In a sense, we could
assume that the “new” Bulgarian press was an ideologi-
cal invention, to justify the interests of those it serves. For
Curran and Seaton, press market dependency is equally
responsible for the assumed deviation from professional
practices and the abuse of media power (1991, 4). The mar-
ket has definitely played a central role in the choice and
form and rhetoric of media framing. A successful formula
has been the combination of the so-called “hybrid” press
(Spassov in Lozanov et al. eds., 2000, 112), combining the
features of the serious quality commentary with tabloid
attention to the entertaining, curious, scandalous and di-
sastrous. The prevailing emphasis on the personal and the
sensational, often exposed on front-page articles or in the
nature of construction of headlines, have provoked claims
of the tabloidisation of the daily press. Such a form of pre-
sentation could be interpreted as a very strong tool for the
legitimisation of the preferred discourse to a large audi-
ence, as according to Fiske (in Tompson, 1997, 47), while
the tabloid journalism encourages skepticism and disbe-
lief, quality press may be held accountable for creating a
believing subject (ibid.).
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JlaHcupameTo Ha BECTUTE Hau/ie Ha CUJIEH OTIIOP, 0COOEHO
0] cTpaHa Ha BHaTpenIHo Make/JoHCKaTa PEBOJIYIIMOHED-
Ha opranusanuja (BMPO).

BpxoBamor ®opym Ha Oyrapckute HOBHHAPU H3TOTBU
IporpaMa Bo Koja 0ellle BKIIyYeHO IOMUHYBAKkEeTO Ha 3a-
KOHOT 3a IleyaT, Ha HeroBuoT IX koHrpec Bo ¢eBpyapu
1990 roza. Cemnak, Bo UcTaTa roZiliHa, IIPBUTE PEAKIIUU IIPO-
THUB BaKBHOT 3aKOH ce CJIy4dHja BO meyator. Bo 1991 roz.
MpallamkeTo 3a U3rOTBYyBalbe Ha 3aKOH 3a IleyaT IIOBTOP-
Ho Gerrie craBeHo BO wiaH (IToeaed, 6p. 25, jyHu 26, 1991,
ibid.)

Mexksewt (McQuail) u Birymep (Blumler) (1972 in Watson
and Hill, 1993:197) ro onwuiryBaaT co3/1aBarbeTO HA JINYEH
WJIEHTUTET KaKO €/IeH O YEeTHPUTE OCHOBHH IOTpeOU
KOU IITO Ce 337I0BOJIEHH BO KOH3YMHUPAHETO HA MEINyM-
ure (TakaHapeyeHATa TeOpHUja HA ,yIOTpeba-u-3a70BOJ-
CTBO®): OIIITECTBEHU BPCKU U 3a€THUIITBO, GopMaryja
Ha UJIEHTHUTET, BPEAHOCT U UCTPAXKYyBalbe HAa PEATHOCTA,
06e3b6enyBarme Ha MHpOpMAIUHY, TUBEP3Uja U OErCTBO.

Crynujata tu omdakaimie NpUKaKyBamara Ha Pomwure
BO HeKoJIKy aHeBHuM Bemuunu (Tpyd, 24 Yaca, Ceea),
KBaJIUTeTHUTE Hegenauny Kyaiuypa u Katiuitian, J10KaI-
HUOT BecHUK Ciliapo3azopcku HoguHU KaKo 1 JIOKAJIHUTE
nmonartonu Ha Tpyo u 24 Yaca BO EPUOAOT Off IEKEMBPH
1997 roz. 1o peBpyapu 2000 roz.

ITosHaro e jeka EBpeute TpajuIuoHAJIHO OMJIe TOYH-
TYBaHHU BO OYTapCKOTO OIIITECTBO U IOKPAj IOCTOEHETO
Ha HEKOU CPEJTHOBEKOBHU CTEPEOTHUITH KOU ITOJI0ITHA Ouie
MO3UTUBHO JekoHcrpyupanu (Mutafchieva, 1994: 51).

CTOJIMIIMHOBO MMa MPUOJIMKHO 07 30 000 JI0 50 000
JKUTEJIN, CIOpeN pasyindHu u3Bopu (/[HesHuk, ¢eB. 19,
des 20, 2002; Tpyod, dpeB 20, 2002: 3), KOU CE IJIABHO
Pomu, Ho uma u Typnu u Byrapu.

4. The launching of the news met strong opposition, espe-

cially by the Internal Macedonian Revolutionary Organi-
sation (VMRO).

The supreme Forum of the Bulgarian Journalists drafted
a programme including the passing of a Press Law, at its
IX Congress in February 1990. Nevertheless, in the same
year, the first reactions against such a law occurred in the
press (ibid.). In 1991 the question of drafting a Press Law
was again put on the agenda (Pogled, #25, June 26, 1991,
ibid.)

McQuail and Blumler (1972 in Watson and Hill, 1993, 197)
describe the construction of personal identity as one of
the four basic needs satisfied in media consumption (the
so-called “uses-and-gratification” theory): social relations
and companionship, identity formation, value and reality
exploration, provision of information, diversion and es-
capism.

The study covered the representation of the Roma in sev-
eral daily newspapers (Trud, 24 Chasa, Sega), the weekly
qualities Kultura and Kapital, the regional Starozagorski
Novini as well as the regional supplements of Trud and 24
Chasa, in the period December 1997-February 2000.

It is an acknowledged fact that Jews have traditionally
been treated with great respect in Bulgarian society, de-
spite the existence of some medieval stereotypes that have
subsequently been positively deconstructed (Mutafchieva,

1994: 51).

Stolipinovo has approximately 30,000 to 50,000 inhabit-
ants, according to different sources (Dnevnik, Feb. 19, Feb
20, 2002; Trud, Feb 20, 2002: 3), who are mainly Roma
but also ethnic Turks and Bulgarians.




10.

11.

12.

13.
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SHemupu“ (24 Yaca, des. 20, 2002: 1); ,,Bojua Bo Cro-
aunuaoBo“ (ibid., 2-3), ,HcrpebyBabe BO ILnoBauB“
(Tpyo, des 20, 2002: 2, 2002: 1); ,Pomcka 6yrna“ (ibid: 2);
»,HoB 6yHT Bo CtosmunuuoBo” (Tpyo, MapT, 14, 2002: 7);
»MacoseH OyHT Ha Pomute Bo CrounuHoBO“ (Ceza, deB.
20, 2002); ,PoMcku Oec mopajgu HCKIydeHaTa crpyja’
(/InesHux, deB. 19, 2002); ,McrpebyBamara IpoJIoIKAja
BO 1leHTapoT Ha [InmoBauB® (/[HesHuk, deB. 20, 2002).

Ha npumep: ,Pomu oz Tpu rpasoBu ce ymaTyBaaT KOH
TpaJioT Ha PUOBUTE,  ,,IPOBaJIHja U orpabuja MpoJaBHU-
ma,” ,HamamHaa Tposejoyc” (24 Yaca, des. 20, 2002: 1);
»,2000 Jyfe ¢psaaT co KaMema Ha MOJIUIUCKH aBTOMO-
6win, orpabyBaaT MU/bapy, 3aKaHYBajKH ce eKa Ke JUT-
HaT BO BO3/yX OensuHcka cranuna“ (ibid.); ,3amanen ot-
mag;“ ,IJIAaHOBH J1a ce OJIOKMpa M 3amajid KeJIe3HIYKaTa
npyra“ (Tpyd, des. 20, 2002: 2); ,BaokupaH IeHTpa-
HuOT OysieBap ‘HeszaBHCHOCT W aBTOIATOT®, ,,HAIIaJIHATH
TpH [...] Kyku“, ,HamagHAaT € TPUKK aBTOOYC CO KaMerba U
TIOBpEJIEHU ce JienaTta BHaTpe® (/JHesHuk, PeB. 20, 2002);
LAcKpien apromo6rmt Ha HEKK® (ibid.).

Hcro Taka: ,6ecun Pomu“, (Tpyd, des. 20, 2002: 2-3);
~pazbecueru Pomu*“. (Citiandapit, dbes. 20, 2002)

Jpyru pa3becHeTr aHOHUMHH IJIACOBH OJI TOJITIaTa BHKaa:
~AKO THe He HH ja IyIITaT cTpyjara, Ilj1oBauB ke Oume
MpeTBOPeH BO ABraHHCTaH U BO cropeada co Hac, Tau-
6anrure ke 6umat kako anrenu.” (CitiaHoapid, des. 20,
2002: 6)

Bacun JleBcku (1837-1873) e efeH ol HajroJeMUTe Ha-
IMOHAJIHU Xepou Ha Byrapwuja, HapekyBaH ,ammocTOJI Ha
ciaobonmata.“ Toj opraHM3Upas PEBOIYIIMUOHEPDHA Mpeska
3a 0cs060/yBame 0J] OTOMAHCKOTO yrHeTyBame. Hekou
O]l HETOBUTE UJIEU, KAKO OHHUE 3a ,4KCTa U CBeTa pemyo-
JuKa“ U 3a ,JIOUNTTa 3a IMpaBaTa U cJI000JUTE Ha CEKOj
nmoeguHeI ", 6ea UCKIYYHUTETHO HAIIPETHU BO 19-0T BEK BO
KOHTeKcT Ha OTOMaHCKaTa UMIIepHja.

10. “Riots” (24 Chasa, Feb. 20, 2002, 1); “War in Stolipino-

11.

12.

13.

14.

vo” (ibid., 2-3), “Pogrom in Plovdiv” (Trud, Feb 20, 2002,
2), 2002:1); “The Roma Rebel” (ibid., 2); “A New Roma
Riot in Stolipinovo” (Trud, March, 14, 2002: 7); “A Mass-
scale Riot of Roma in Stolipinovo” (Sega, Feb. 20, 2002);
“Roma Rage in Plovdiv because of Disconnected Electric-
ity” (Dnevnik, Feb. 19, 2002); “The Pogroms have Moved
to the Centre of Plovdiv” (Dnevnik, Feb. 20, 2002).

For example: “Roma from Three Towns are Making for the
Town of the Hills,” “broke into and plundered a shop,” “at-
tacked the trolleybus” (24 Chasa, Feb. 20, 2002: 1); “2000
people shoot with stones police cars, plunder groceries,
threaten to blow up a petrol station” (ibid.); “lit fires,”
(ibid.); “intend to block railways and set on fire” (Trud,
Feb. 20, 2002: 2); “Blocked the central boulevard ‘Inde-
pendence’ and the ‘Thrace’ highway,” “stormed three [...]
houses,” “attacked a Greek bus with stones and injured the
children inside” (Dnevnik, Feb. 20, 2002); “broke a car of
the NEC” (ibid.).

Also: “raging Roma,” (Trud, Feb. 20, 2002: 2-3); “enraged
Roma.” (Standart, Feb. 20, 2002)

Other enraged anonymous voices from the crowd yell: “If
they don’t switch on our electricity, Plovdiv will be turned
into Afghanistan, and compared to us, the Talibans will be
like angels.” (Standart, Feb. 20, 2002: 6)

Vassil Levski (1837-1873) was one of the greatest Bulgar-
ian national heroes, called the “Apostle of Freedom” who
organised a revolutionary network to overthrow the Ot-
toman oppression. Some of his ideas, such as that for “a
Pure and Sacred Republic” and the “respect for the rights
and the freedom of every individual” were extremely pro-
gressive for the 19th century in the context of the Ottoman
Empire.
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Cumeon CakcOOYpProOTCKH, CETAIIHUOT npemuep Ha by-
rapuja.

JluepoT Ha mapTHjaTa Ha TypCKOTO MAaJIIIHHCTBO ,,/IBU-
JKembe 32 ImpasaTa u ciioboaure” (JII1C).

Enuu of1 rpazioBuTE CO IOMUHAHTHO €ETHUYKO TYPCKO Hace-
JIeHHe.

TB emucujaTa 6elre eMUTYBaHa 0T CTY/IEHTUTE BO PAHUTE
QO0-TH U ce 31001 cO orpoMHa momyaapHocT. ['osem 6poj
TOJIMHU CO CBOjaTa MOJINTHYKA caTupa Oellle BIUjaTesIeH
KOPEKTUB Ha MOJIUTHYKUOT JKUBOT, YECTO CO3/1aBajKu ce-
puosnu ckagpanu. Ky-Ky u nogonHa Kaunaseilio pa3su
cBOj OmM3HMC 3a 3abaBa, IO IITO €KHUIIATa Ce IOJeJIM Ha
JIBa JleJla M Ipou3Befioa iBe Iporpamu: Kauaseilio u
Xawose. ,Xamose“ (,,byaToBHUITI®) € 360p KOj HCTO Taka
My mpumara Ha nepuozot ox HanuonanHaTa npepoaba u
ce OJIHeCyBa IVIaBHO Ha OyrapcKUTe PEBOJIyIIIOHEPU KOU
’KMBeaT BO IIporoHcTBo. TB eMucHjaTa moBeke He ITOCTOMH.
HeroBara Bozneuka ¢urypa, Cnasej TpudyHOB cera uma
cBoe TOK 110y Ha Mypaokosara BTB.

,Cioboaa wiu cMpt!“ Gelrte eTHA 01 TAPOJIUTE HA OYHTOB-
HunuTe Ha HanuoHanHata npepoxba u Ha ANPUIICKOTO
BOcTaHUe o, 1876 roj., HallMIIaHa Ha HUBHUTE 3HAMUbA.
,C10bo1a miu xepojcka cMpTt® Gellre UCTO Taka yImoTpeoy-
BaHa O] CTPaHa Ha eJleH O/ HajroJieMuTe Oyrapcku peBo-
JIyIIOHEpH U TIoeTH, Xpucto botes (1848-1876) Bo Hero-
BaTa no3HaTa necHa ,Ha pasnen6a“ (1868).

Ennaon Hajnomynapaute urypu Bo Byrapuja, cosgaBajku
HMUII Ha ,,J00ap MOJIUIAEel BO AMEPUKAHCKHU CTHII U € JI0-
Ka3 3a epMKACHOCTA HA ITOJIMI[HjaTa BO HAMETHYBAIbe Ha
3aKOHOT U PEIOT.

19 ®eBpyapu e JIEHOT Ha KOMeMopaldja Ha XepojcKara
cMpT Ha Bacun JleBcku.

. BpojauTe carenuTcKu YMHNUY ce TUIIMYHA IJ1eTKa Bo CTo-

JIMIIMHOBO, KO€ € COYUHETO O] TYPCKO HaCeJIEeHHE UJIX HaC-
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Simeon Saxe-Coburg-Gotha, the present Prime Minister
of Bulgaria.

The leader of the Turkish minority party “Movement for
Rights and Friedoms (MRF).”

Some of the towns in Bulgaria with predominantly ethnic
Turkish population.

The TV show was launched by students in the early 9os
and gained extreme popularity. For a number of years its
political satire was an influential corrective to political life,
often creating serious scandals. Ku-Ku and later Kanaleto
developed their own entertainment business, after which
the staff split into two and produced two new programmes:
Kanaleto and Hashove. “Hashove” (“Rebels”) is a word
also belonging to the period of the National Revival, ap-
plied mainly to the Bulgarian revolutionaries living in ex-
ile. The TV show no longer exists. Its leading figure, Slavi
Trifonov, has his own talks show on Murdoch’s BTV.

“Freedom or death!” was one of the slogans of the rebels
of the National Revival and the April uprising of 1876,
written on their flags. “Freedom or death heroic” was also
used by one of the greatest Bulgarians revolutionaries and
poets, Christo Botev (1848-1876) in his famous poem “On
Parting” (1868).

One of the most popular political figures in Bulgaria, cre-
ating an image of an American-style “good cop” and at-
testing to the efficiency of the police in imposing law and
order.

February 19th is a day for commemorating the heroic
death of Vassil Levski.

The numerous satellite dishes are a typical sight in Stolipi-
novo, which has a great number of population with a Turk-
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eJleHre KOU UMa Typcka nepudepHa cBect. Tue ce cpen-
CTBO 3a OZ[pP’KyBaibe Ha KOHTAaKTOT CO 3eMjaTa 3a Koja ce
MPETIIOCTaByBa JieKa O] Hea NMOTeKHyBaart. CaTeuTcKaTa
YHHU]ja € BasKeH JIeJT O] CO3IaBAETO HA UJEHTUTETOT, 3a-
TOa ce CMeTa 3a OCHOBHA IOTpeba, Aypu U BO YCJIOBH Ha
KpajHa 6ezia. busiejku caTeIMTCKUTE YMHUY Ce TIPUTMIHO
cKamu Bo Byrapuja, HUBHOTO ITOCEZ[yBakbe YeCTO Ce CMeTa
3a 3HaK 3a OOraTcTBo.

OBa e OUHUTJIEHO O] yrIoTpebaTa Ha HACJIOBUTE CO JUPEKT-
HO IUTHUPak-€e Ha MOJINIMCKUTE BIACTU: ,Hema fa 103B0-
nume Hemupu“ (Tpyd, hes. 20, 2002: 3) unu ,Iloaunujata
Bo Il;10BAMB € cupemHa fa ru 3aaymu Hemupure” (Tpyd,
des. 26, 2002).

Vuujara Ha nmemokparcku cwau (Y/IC) Oerne riapHara
omosunuja Ha CoIlujasucTUYKaTa mapTuja Ha Byrapwuja
BO TOJIMHUTE MO 1989 TO/. 1 ja U3ryOM MOKTa BEHAIII 110
Joaramero Ha maprujata Ha Cumeon I, HarmoHaaHOTO
nBmkeme Cumeon 11 (H/ICB), Ha mostuTHYKaTa apeHa Ha
usbopure BO 2001 rof,.

Hampagena e anysuja Ha GuaMoT ,, Tabop yKXOAuT B He60®
(,uramckuor kami Jiera Ha He60“) (CCCP/Monnasuja,
1976, pex. Emu Jlotnany). ®unube e eZieH 0f] CTapuUTe U
ToImyJIapHuTe Mecta Bo IIJIOBAMB 110 14-0T BeK, KOra rpa-
not Gerrie ocBoeH o1 Oromanckute Typru. bun Hapeuen
Ouymunonoanc no Puiaun II MakegoHCKH, TaTKOTO Ha
Asnekcanzap Besnku Bo 432 roz. Ipej Halara epa.

JTayp“ (o1 Typcku jasuk) 3HauM ,HEBEPHHUK® HA MyCIIH-
MaHckara pesuruja. OBa Oellre eieH 0] HAUMHNATE HA KOU
ocmaHckute Typru My ce obpakase Ha IOKOPEHOTO Hace-
nenne Bo Ocmanckata Ummnepuja. TepMUHOT MMa CHIHA
HeraTUBHA KOHOTAIHja BO OyrapCKHOT ja3UK.

BapujaHTaTa of MCTHOT HATHUINC HA WHTEPHET € MaJIKy
nonHaKBa. Bo Hea ce nMIIMIMpa Jeka poMCKOTO CEME]-
CTBO MOKEJIO ia 3apaboTH MHOTY IOBeKe IMapu, aKo IJia-
BaTa Ha CEMEjCTBOTO He 0/I0MBAJIA 1a pabOTH Ha MIPOEKT 32
MOIIIyMYBakbe.
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ish or Turkish preferred peripheral consciousness. They are
a means of maintaining contact with the assumed country
of origin. The satellite dish is an important element in the
construction of identity and therefore is considered a basic
necessity, even in conditions of utmost penury. As satellite
dishes are quite expensive in Bulgaria, their possession is
often seen by the majority as a sign of affluence.

This is evident from the use of headlines, directly quoting
police authorities: “We Will not Allow Disturbances”(Trud,
Feb. 20, 2002: 3) or “The Police in Plovdiv Ready to Quell
the Riots”(Trud, Feb. 26, 2002).

The UDF have been the main opposition to the Bulgarian
socialist party in the years after 1989 and lost power only
after the advent of Simeon II’s party, the National Move-
ment Simeon IT (NDSV), on the political arena at the elec-
tions in 2001.

An allusion is made to the film “Tabor Ukhodit v
Nebo”(“The Gypsy Camp Flies in the Skies”)(USSR/Mol-
dova, 1976, dir. Emil Lotianu). Filibe is one of the old and
popular designations of the town of Plovdiv after the 14th
century, when the town was conquered by the Ottoman
Turks. Named Philipoppolis after Philip II of Macedonia,
father of Alexander the Great, in 432 B.C.

“Giaour” (from Turkish) means an “infidel” of the Muslim
religion. This was one of the ways the Ottoman Turks ad-
dressed the dependent population in the Ottoman Empire.
The term has achieved strongly negative connotations in
Bulgarian language.

The Internet variant of the same article is slightly different.
It is implied that the Roma family could have earned much
more money, had it not been for the refusal of the head of
the family to work in a project on afforestation.

:
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28. KomyHuCTHYKaTa MapTHja CIpPOBeZEe MOJUTHKA HA acH-
MuIMpamke Ha eTHHYKUTe Typuu Bo Byrapuja co mpome-
Ha Ha HUBHHTE TYPCKO-apalCKU UMHUEbA CO OYTapCKH BO
epuoioT o7 1984 1o 1985 roxa. OBa Bojiellle KOH OpaH Ha
MPOTECTH HA TYPCKOTO MAUIIIUHCTBO U IOJIOIHA 10 HUBEH
MacoBeH er3ojyc Bo Typriuja Bo 1988 roz. /[BaTa mporeca
co mo4yuT H6ea HapeueHH, COOABETHO ,IIpoliec Ha Ipepos-
0a“ u ,I'omemuoT mmat”.
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Cryauu Ha cnyyaj: MegnmymcKku n3sopu Case Study: Newspaper Sources
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