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Abstract. The various aspects of cultural heritage and tingidia coverage are analysed in a case study, based
material excerpted from 9 dailies and 3 weekliegedng the last five years and thematically classifin four
groups. The present paper focuses on only one edetlgroups, namely the cases revealing the deficit
communication concerning the barbarous destrucforaluable archeological findings, due to the lafladequate
policy on the part of the corresponding institupparticularly in the cases of obvious conflictsraerests (the
investors’ interests in particular) on the one ham on the other, the passivity of the media wéthards to the
discussion of these problems (for example, the@pgiy” cases of private collections and museunesdifficulties
the respective institutions have concerning thesgmmation of the old Black Sea settlements of Sokemd
Nesseber, included in the UNESCO list of placesnmgdortant cultural heritage, the ancient Roman athphtre
and the Yablanski house in Sofia, and many others.

On this basis the thesis of media civilization mi® is developed. The major conclusion is thatrémarkable
historical heritage is not as yet properly usea &sol for enhancing the national and regional-setffidence, with
a view to improving the image of the Balkans asadimactive tourist destination and its role in &ugan
civilization.
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Introduction

The issue of cultural identity and globalizationl af communication between various civilizations
can be discussed from a different and rather raalitiopnal — at first glance — point of view, nametythe
perspective of our cultural memory and the parametdts media coverage .The opening of frontides,
unprecedented mobility and the inevitable interpratien of a great variety of cultures raise a nendj
guestions related to the local, regional and nattiaientity. There are many scholars as for example
Roland Robertson, professor in Sociology and HistbReligion at the University of Pittsburg, whea
against the polarization of the global and thell@ording to him “the universal and the paracumust
be combined (Robertson, 2004:81). The idea of wieske of undividedness, contained in the constfuct
globality is understood by some of the critics lobglization as a systematic demolition of the @tations
of a society. However, there is also the notiofglaical” — a combination of the notions of “globaihd
“local”, which interpenetrate one another and margeintermix, says Robertson (2004:48).

The major hypothesis of the present study is ti@pteservation of the national identity can lead
to the development of the respective society arglobfalization in general to a higher, to a moneatgic
level. The object of the empirical part of the gtiglto analyze the way in which the institutionsl ghe
media fatefully underestimate the gravity of theljgm. There are often ostentatious statementg tizou

necessity of a dialogue between the cultures aid gblf-specificity. But what we see in practisean
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alarming replacement of problems, all done in #ae of “europezation” or “globalization”, leadirggthe
annihilation of basic foundations and obliteratadnmportant parameters of our cultural heritagethe
ruining of valuable historical monuments, all thiten due to institutional disinterest — the restitt ‘Why
should | care’ attitude, or to investors’ appetiesonflict of interests. There is also a tendemtyhe part

of the media to reduce cultural identity to reglomentality (in our case — to Balkan mentality) eTh
institutions and the media significantly undereatinthe role of cultural specificity as a guidiegce in

the process of European and global communicatidrat\¥ simulated is Eurointegration, the actualltes
of which is loss of national identity, due most af to the lack of national self-confidence and
underestimation of the economic dimensions andultdiral identity (unlike some of our neighbouring
countries which manage to make use of all thisgw benefit). It was only 0.6 per cent - and fribie year
—only 0.5 per cent of the Gross National ProdG&R) that is allotted for the preservation, develept
and popularization of customs and traditions. Tngblem, however, is not on the agenda of either
governmental institutions or the media, althougbrdahare many examples of cultural policies to be
followed in this respect (there are countries inclvlevery excavated stone is transformed into astou
destination).

“It is only the nations that manage to preservi tiaional, popular and ethnical physiognomy, in
spite of the toll of globalization, that have &lktchances to survive as individual states in libleatized
world”, is what popular psychologists suggest (Seri604:62). Those that do not manage to do thiat, w
simply dissolve, will dilute and disappear in thestvsea of similarities, they underline. Therefdne,
problem of cultural identity, of the necessity &ymreater attention to the local on the part efstiate and
the media, is a particularly important nationahtsigy, because a well-preserved cultural spegifizn
contribute to the formation of a more variegatabgl image. Viewed in such a perspective, the tefiic
seems to me — has many common perspectives retevanth the Balkans and the Baltic region, inespit

of the distance of 1580 kilometers between them.

Methodology

The problem of cultural identity and eurointegratibrough the eyes of the media is analyzed on
the basis of 2450 journalistic materials discustiegfate of a variety of cultural values and ttikude of
the institutions and the public to the Bulgarialtiural heritage with regards to its identity, oe thne hand,
and as part of the dialogue between civilizationghe other. The discussion is based on the tadees”
approach, and the content analysis makes use bfetgeantitative and qualitative indices that cen b

of headline, genre, author, illustrations. The itptale parameters cover thematic accent, object of
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criticism, media stylistics, media stereotypestituttonal stereotypes, and effect on the audienthe
empirical material is extracted from publication®idailies and 3 weeklies for a five-year permal/€ring
2007-2011). The case studies are classified thesitatand the following four major types of institunal
and communicative deficits can be delineated:

The first one consists of shocking encroachmentarohneological findings and territories as a
result of investors’ interests and media passivitye second is connected with the media model of
representation of the success of Bulgarian antrgisjcians, scholars and scientists in interndtjanogects,
as for example the achievement of Antoniy Chrigt@liose film studio won the Oscar for animation in
2009 for “Wall-E”), the Bulgarian expedition to ti#etarctic region, or the participation of Bulgaria
physicists in the building of the Large Hadron @elt (LHC). The third one refers to the public deba
about the atrophy of the cultural traditions agpectic manifestation of the lack of dialogue betwe
civilizations. While the fourth is related to theasty funds allocated for the preservation of autucal
memory and the lack of adequate institutional aedianpolicies in this sphere. | shall dwell in geea
detail on the first aspect, since the volume ofatgerage is the most impressive. In quantitaéues the
other three have an almost symbolic presence iBulgarian press because they account for onlytabou
one third of the case studies and their discussitre topic of community togetherness and of ay&uhn

identity is almost only hinted.

Institutional and media lack of responsibility con@rning our cultural heritage
The empirical evidence related to this group ofecatuidies consists of 1060 publications

discussing the institutional inertness in the cdisenumber of absurd scandals related to:/a/dheptan
of the town of Sozopol, which in fact changes thaent town; /b/ the danger for the town of Nesséte
lose its status of a UNESCO cultural monumenthifuining of the remains of the Roman amphitkeeatr
and a number of other important buildings in thaitehcity of Sofia, the demolition of which depe us
of the right to proclaim the city centre as a carprcheological monument, and /d/ the fate ofralau
of other archeological sites and the ineffectiversour national policy concerning our culturatitage.
This segment comprises two thirds of the matenaleu study, but the quantitative parameter does not
compensate the uncritical, insipid comment of anenother scandal. The analysis of the materiglalev
the specificity of the media coverage of these tsy@amely, that the journalists are in the grip oértain
inertia that leads to the underestimation of tipesblems.

The topic about the architectural mutilation oftdmsally authentic towns — such as the town of
Sozopol, for example,has a very low incidence gége by the media, and that only under titleh asc

“A new plan re-tailors Sozopol”. The problem abthe illegal construction of buildings not only in
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Sozopol but in other historically important settts such as the old town of Nesseber (with ab@ut 9
illegally erected buildings), the Arbanassi hantleg town of Koprivshtitza and many other, is siynpl
avoided. On top of all, there has been an attemgiresent the problem about the danger of dgltten
old town of Nesseber from UNESCO's list of placéthe world’s cultural heritage as a local intrigae
fact which reveals an attempt — on the part of btate institutions and media - to soothe theiscience.
Texts about protected territories appear ratheadmally, usually at the beginning of the sumnoerist
season, otherwise their fate seems to be beyomwdtibal eyes of the journalists.

The same passive media attitude can be observhadregards to the cases of destruction of
valuable archeological findings such as the Romaphiheatre in Sofia, uncovered in 2005. The public
discussion of this fact is reduced only to titleshsas “Another hotel on top of a Sofia amphittegairhe
problem deserves a more critical discussion becémsay knowledge, few are the capital cities ia th
world that can boast of ruins of a Roman amphiteeattheir very centre, ruins which can be tramséal
into a tourist attraction. There is also verydittliscussion of the architectural monstrositiesroiited in
the last few years, a problem that is highly redt@the issue of cultural heritage.

The next thematic accent in this group of casaestusl related to the impotence of the municipal
leading bodies to make it an obligation of all ownef old buildings recognized as architectural
monuments, to keep them in good repair, in spitth@fsanctions envisaged in the law (The Cultural
Monuments Act). The media stylistics in these cém#ls down to headlines such as “A Ghost House
Gives the Creeps to Sofiotes”, “Fingov’s housenishe demolition list”, etc. What is actually hapjog to
old architectural monuments remains outside theesobvision of both the institutions, the medid ¢éhe
public eye. Rather timid is also the public dismrssf the problems related to the constructiobusiness
buildings, which deprives the historical centretha# city of Sofia of the chance to be proclaimedas
collective UNESCO cultural monument.

We can use the label of “archeological summerdémiify the fourth thematic line in this group of
case studies. It is usually in the summer thatirigg going on at more than 300 archeologicasshiat
you will never find that many materials in the nagdirespective of the fact that work is going oraa
number of interesting places such as for exampl&tizarnika Cave. And the results of the archesiggi
findings are really impressive, for they changeviews concerning the route traversed by theHinsbhan
beings in Africa towards Europe, namely, that ibtxecross the Balkans. At “The Younatzite” settletne
mound there have been uncovered structures thabecaionsidered as witnessing the process of the
formation of city life in Europe. Unfortunately, Wwever, very little is done for their popularizati@s is
also the case with the rich undersea heritage fourttie bottom of the Black Sea. Neglected is talso

fact that American scholars are now trying to esgtbe Black Sea in their search for Atlantiddpfeing
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the traces of the world deluge described in théeBibhe aim of the expedition is to find supportato
hypothesis that the most ancient civilization onlands provided the beginnings of the Sumer zatilon,
and later on — of the Egyptian civilization. Suctpexspective in the discussion of the work of the
archeologists does not seem to provoke the intefabte respective institutions or the media; ngbod
comments, for example on the fact that —due tactises — the initially planned means allotted facls
work have been cut by a third.

The problem of the scanty financing of archeoldgiaak, of the fact that archeologists try to find
funding for their projects from abroad (projectschbare usually buried into oblivion after the diggis
over) does not seem to enjoy the attention of tledian It is probably due to lack of experience in
provoking a public discussion about, for exampie, fact that Macedonia allots 32 million eurostfer
preservation of its cultural heritage, while thensBulgaria has provided is only 4 million levs (a2
million euros). Incidentally there appears the fobof what should be done to protect our cultural
heritage from the encroachments of treasure-humiers and then some of the media timidly raise the
problem about the necessity, on the part of thevaek institutions, to examine the origin of thavade
collections of antique objects, icons and pictutesrnalists often play the role of passive obssiteewhat
is happening to the Bulgarian cultural heritagangéred in many and unknown ways. There is lack of
institutional and public intolerance to such pheana

The systematization of the material extracted filoercase studies makes it possible to suggest that
we are witnessing the phenomenon of INSTITUTIONANRAMEDIA CIVILIZATIONAL APATHY.

The extremely rich and varied cultural heritagenfrgarious historical periods does not seem to be
appropriately valued as an important element offidh@ation of our national identity, for provokiram
enhancement of our national and regional self-denfie and for promoting Bulgaria and the Balkans as
the cradle of European civilization. What we arnessing instead is a dull and unperceiving priafieas
insensitivity. What strikes the analyst is the eatven and monotonous way of writing, which i§alift

to explain when compared to the otherwise sharpeagigeness found in the discussion of other prable

What we deem as imperatively necessary is a mogtige professional reflex and a deeper
understanding of our socio-cultural identity; thexghe need of new institutional and media modéls
public speaking about our cultural heritage. Sucatoreclusion seems to be applicable with regards to
another aspect of cultural identity, namely, thebfam of running the tourist business as part ef th
understanding of globalization. A significant ihgibnal and media deficit can be also observett wit
regards to the popularization of interesting tosaigyets and destinations, such as for exampli@tiseum
of the rose, that of yoghurt, etc. Both state timgbns and media seem to consider this topic a®fou

fashion; there are, for example, journalistic maltethat contain hints about museums as institiigs
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smell of mothballs, that is, of naphthalene; itrige that there have been organized a number tsf pol
concerning visiting museums, but the major questiased in them are of the sort “Why visiting
museums is so boring and tedious?”, or “Why pedpiét go to museums?”, that is, with a major qoesti
that may contribute to the formation of a negadittéude to such pastimes. The attacks of the g@lists
remain on the level of conclusions and inferenthere are no genuine professional attempts to fatenu
these issues as part of the problem of the susteraal safeguarding of our national memory andfgpec
culture within a global society.

All these facts reveal serious deformations initistitutional and media understanding of the
notion of identity. This problem is intimately rigld to the next one, namely, that of the phenomehan
ANEMIC NATIONAL SELF-CONFIDENCE.

The systematization of the empirical material maikegssible to draw the conclusion that there is
the imposition of two media socio-models: the foiah be described as a substitution of identitythad
second, as the stereotype of castigation.

This leads us to another communicational probleamaety, to the interpretation of the conflicts
and their media framing, that is, about what ilsat the media write about and how. If we take @eff's
thesis about the framing of the conflict repertoivlat strikes as a specific feature of the Butgamedia
now is the strong tendency towards an unprincigkedction, as a result of which in fact they create
another, a second ‘“reality”. We have been oftemesges of the way the media keep silence about
important problems concerning our cultural heritdge example, and a re-focussing on less significa
events, which distorts the real picture. As a testilat we see is a deformation of the functions of
journalism, due to either economic censorship auto-censorship, as a result of professionalitiefic

What sounds most alarming in the analysis of thiemads is that the media do not seem to notice
the following three extremely important aspects:fitst is related to the crisis in the field delectuality
and the results from it. The second problem whiehmtedia do not seem to understand correctlytishtha
preservation and development of cultural diversiikes the achievement of our national goals maily ea
attainable. And the third one refers to the faat #erious shortages of financial means need aitazn
financial mechanisms.

One can delineate a few more negative tendenciesxdmple, the passivity of the journalists and
the campaign sort of style of working by fits atatts, and the frequent cases of serious sulmtisuéind
surrogate thinking concerning media resonance laadiynamics of cultural heritage as a kind of $ocia
thinking and as the most essential aspect of thetifuns of journalism. But these will be discussed

more detailed version of the present paper.
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Major conclusions

May we therefore suggest that there is the negessiadopt a different media approach, an

approach that will result in a more civilized sbclogue, a dialogue that may lead to a sociahgk

which will improve the ability of society to imprehe management of our cultural heritage, to \eatk

its cultural policies and media effect as partwfsirategy to affiliate ourselves with the resthaf world.

A positive social change in the direction discusabdve can be attained if we take into account the

following major conclusions to be drawn from thalgsis of our material:

1.

The problem of the interconnection between gloatitim and our national cultural specificity
should be part of our daily programme, a constamtern of both the institutions and the media.
The solution of these problems should become atamingoint on the agenda of the relevant
institutions, the media and society as a wholhauld be in the centre of the public debate, where
different points of view can be expressed, irrebgeof the clashes that may emerge between
irreconcilable, at first glance, views and tendesici

All this requires an elaborate institutional anddragoolicy concerning the preservation of our
cultural specificity as an element in the formataina national and regional self-consciousness
with a view to the role it can play in the procekglobalization.

The theoretical tradition, known as a culture-baggatoach to the explanation of social changes,
lays stress on the important role that culturaifacplay in social development. We can quote at
least some of them here, for example Max Webeesrthabout the importance of cultural
tradition and its role in modernization and ecorwognowth (Weber, 2004); the theories about the
type of civilization to which a society belongs (tington, 2006); about the effect of political
culture (Almond,Verba,1998), the theories aboutdbeial capital and confidence, etc., etc. A
comparison of the societies going through a tiansit period during the last twenty years
PROVES THE VALIDITY of these theories. The courgrifom the Eastern bloc started
reforming their systems — which were more or lesssame — or at least very similar in terms of
their economic systems, political structure analmgical framework, but after two decades of
democracy their achievemerdge not the same A fact which may — to a certain extent-be
explained with the mentality and the cultural idgrdf the people and the media coverage of these
dimensions. The narrower they are, the more diffisuthe European and global adaptation.
Nations with a clearly proclaimed national identityd self-confidence can more easily globalize
and become part of our common home— our planeh.Bdations that have problems with their
cultural identification and national self-conscioess will feel more isolated in the process of

European and global integration.
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