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The Study

 The debates held by the Bulgarian 
Parliament on the Transplantation of 
Organs and Tissues Act, 2002-2006

 How the Members of Parliament 
justified their arguments on the 
regulation of the transplantation of 
organs and tissues 



The Data

 113  speeches taken from the 
parliamentary minutes, approximately 240 
pages

 250 short rejoinders discarded 

– because they did not make an attempt at 
developing a consistent argument   



Phase 1

 The texts randomly distributed among 3 
independent judges (PhD students in 
sociology), who:

 Read through the texts 

 Identified the arguments and the means, 
by which the speakers supported their 
arguments

 Made a list of the arguments and the 
means, by which they were supported

 Labeled the arguments and the means 
by a general category



Phase 2

 Developing a coding frame

 Two types of coding 

 Name, political affiliation, and 
professional background of the speaker

 The position of the speaker in favor or 
against the bill

 20 argument descriptors based on the lists 
of arguments, made by the judges in the 
first phase of the analysis

 6 descriptors of the means of support 
based on the lists made by the judges



Phase 3

 2 judges, PhD students in sociology, 
working in isolation

 113 speeches coded by means of the 
coding frame

 A list of the relevant argument descriptors

 The weight of each argument descriptor 
evaluated on a 5-point scale

 The weight of the means of support 
evaluated by the frequency of their use in 
the speech 

 The name, political affiliation and 
professional background of the speaker 
coded in a separate file 



The Results

The speech types:

1.Expert, claims expertise in transplantation and 
biotechnology

2.Governmental, claims expertise in governing 
public resources

3.Moral, claims that experts in biotechnology 
unqualified to decide on moral issues 

4.National, claims that MPs should represent the 
people, who are in favor of stronger regulations

5.Common, Scattered references to other MPs or 
publications in the press, occasional references 
to scientific publications



Discussion

 References to science are common and  
superfluous irrespectively of the content of the 
argument, the political affiliation, position on the 
bill, or professional background of the speakers

 How a sphere of high expertise such as 
biotechnology can be governed by an institution 
that lacks adequate expertise

 The conflict between long-term policies and the 
need to make ad hoc decisions based on 
insufficient knowledge

 The problem of the attribution of the deficit of 
knowledge 



Political Appropration of Science

• Social energy of science can be appropriated 
by different social actors

• The appropriation is imperfect, it does not 
bring about any genuine understanding, 
appreciation or deliberation 

• However, the appropriation seems sufficient 
for the practical purposes of Bulgarian MP-s 



Thank you for your attention!


