OPINION

Regarding the evaluation of the scientific production of Senior Asst. Prof. Dr. Miroslav
Yordanov Bachev — the sole participant in a competition for the academic position of
“Associate Professor” in the professional field 2.3. Philosophy (Philosophy of Religion), for
the needs of the section “Religion, Beliefs, Worldview” (published in the State Gazette, issue
105/ 13.12.2024).

By Prof. Dr. Nikolay Kirilov Mihaylov — Sofia University “St. KI1. Ohridski” — member of the
Scientific Council with Order No. RD-09 — 42.2/05.02.2025 of the Director of the Institute of
Philosophy and Sociology of the Bulgarian Academy of Sciences Prof. DSc. E. Chengelova

1. General characteristics of the participants in the competition.

A sole candidate participated in the announced competition — Senior Assist. Dr. Miroslav
Yordanov Bachev, researcher in the section "Religion, Beliefs, Worldview", IPhS, BAS.
According to the applicant's submitted certificate of compliance with the minimum national
requirements under Art. 2b of the Act on the Development of the Academic Staff in the
Republic of Bulgaria, he fully meets the requirements of the Bulgarian law, as well as the
additional requirements of IPhS-BAS. The publications with which Dr. Bachev participates in
the competition include one monograph published by an established publishing house, as well
as 12 articles published in prestigious academic journals with scientific review, including in
globally recognized indexing platforms, which gives additional scientific weight to the
academic production provided by the applicant. | find a complete and complete coincidence
between the general scientific topic, publications and interests of the applicant and the main
topic of the announced competition, which is evidence of the candidate's sustainable interest

and successful results in the scientific field chosen for implementation.

The certificate of fulfilment of the minimum national requirements further convinces of the
potential and qualities of the candidate for the desired position. The fulfilment of all necessary
quantitative criteria has been proven, in places they have been exceeded. The citations that the
colleague has proven, in addition to being numerous for the purposes of such a competition,
are from established scholars in the field, which proves the indisputable visibility of Dr.
Bachev as a scientist, researcher with his own original concept and interpretation of key
issues, concepts and positions in the field of philosophy of religion. A brief look at the
candidate's scientific biography describes the profile of a young scientist with lasting interests
in the field of philosophy of religion, comparative religious studies, German classical



(idealistic) philosophy, contemporary philosophy, history of religions. As well as a researcher
and teacher, scientific supervisor of graduate students, compiler and editor of philosophical
collections and publications, an energetic and erudite author who confidently enters ever
deeper into the complex and sometimes contradictory issues of the philosophy of religion. In
this regard, Dr. Miroslav Bachev's candidacy for the academic position he is aspiring to is

undisputed in both content and formal terms.

2. Assessment of the main contributions and the overall scientific production of the

candidate.

The general review of the overall scientific, publication, research and teaching activity of Dr.
Bachev shows the image of a confident and thorough author and researcher in his chosen
areas of academic production. The publications are independent, original and present the
candidate as an erudite and serious scientist and original researcher. They are scientifically
beneficial, both the monograph and the other publications, and show a very high level of
research skills. I will also note again the teaching activity of Dr. Bachev, with a solid number
of hours in the "bachelor" and "master” programs, which is a testament to his skills in
understanding and arguing for young people the complex issues related to metaphysics,

hermeneutics, the history of religions, the philosophy of religion, etc.

In the announced competition, the colleague presented a main habilitation monograph Bachev,
M. Unity and diversity of the Spirit: the problem of religious pluralism. Sofia, Propeller,
2024, ISBN: 978-954-392-769-8, 346 p. It is dedicated to religious diversity and explores
some basic philosophical and religious-historical aspects of the topic. The author's aspiration
is to argue the idea that religious differences are not incompatible with the possibility of
religious unity, but in fact completely presuppose it. It is in the tension between these
differences that the potential for philosophical understanding of universality in religious
experience is discovered. The author's analysis is based on the premise that each religious
system offers a unique answer to the fundamental questions about the meaning of human
existence and the relationship between immanent being and the transcendentally real. The
monograph is aptly structured with three chapters and a conclusion. It is extremely rich in
content, it contains different approaches, which the author confidently and skilfully combines
to prove his theses. As he himself notes, in the modern era of globalism, diversity and cultural
interaction, the issue of religious pluralism acquires new significance and relevance. In this
sense, the main research idea of Dr. Bachev carries an original research impulse, backed up
by serious erudition and knowledge of the topic in detail. The author sets himself an
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ambitious but achievable goal: to propose a new philosophical approach to religious diversity,
based on the critical understanding of religious phenomena, as well as the methods of
comparative religious studies. The study is philosophical in its design, carried out mainly
from the positions of the philosophy of religion, as it reaches important successful
conceptualizations through the analysis of the differences in the various confessions and
religious doctrines and their comparison. The researcher is convinced that specific religions
cannot and should not be reduced to something abstractly general, i.e. to something difficult
or even impossible to define specifically in terms of content (or as Prof. Gradev writes in one

place, the observation that "just as there is no language at all, there is no religion at all™).

The first chapter is devoted to the study of the history, methodology and functions of
comparative religious studies, which as a method has serious potential and plays an important
role in understanding different religious systems. The chapter is rich in comparative-historical
expositions, and the main line of interpretation is through one of the most famous and large-
scale scientific publications by Eric Sharp (Comparative Religion. A History (1986)), which
argues that comparative religious studies should not be limited to one methodological
approach and exclude other possible methods. The idea is also defended here that comparative
religious studies not only provides research facts and data (social facts), but also serves as a
basis for the philosophy of religion, which builds on this knowledge to explore more abstract
questions about the meaning, essence and principles of religious phenomena. The author's
high bibliographical awareness, excellent and extensive knowledge of theories, authors, his

ability to compare and summarize them, makes a strong impression.

The second chapter examines the philosophical foundations of the idea of religious unity. It is
evidence of the extremely deep philosophical erudition of Dr. Bachev, at least in my opinion,
corresponding to and exceeding that required for the academic position he is applying for. He
successfully thematises key topics for religious unity from the rich philosophical heritage of
religious philosophy. The reading of Kant and his unique view of religion and faith (a priori
religion), the interpretation of Schleiermacher, C. Taylor, W. James and a number of other
authors is profound and detailed, and based on the conclusions in the chapter, the author
discusses the possibility of building a philosophical concept of religious unity that would take
into account both the differences and similarities between religious systems. | was strongly
impressed by the author's reference to Bulgarian philosophers and their writings in an
appropriate context and with skilful highlighting of their important and significant ideas as

part of the general philosophical view of the problems discussed in the monograph.



The third chapter of the monograph is dedicated to mysticism as a form of religious
experience that offers unity to religious traditions. Mysticism, viewed in different religious
contexts, manifests itself, according to Dr. Bachev, as a striving for a direct connection with
the Divine. | would like to note that such a philosophical analysis of the problems of
mysticism (the mystical) or, in philosophical terms, of pure consciousness, is an original and
complex scientific task, which the candidate has coped with extremely convincingly. The
publication “Language, Epistemology and Mysticism” (1978) by Prof. Stephen T. Katz, a
specialist in Jewish religion and culture, is a classic study of mysticism. There he defends the
thesis that no mystical experience in different religious traditions is the same or even similar
to another’. Dr. Bachev’s approach here is not an end in itself, it is aimed at studying the
mystical in the context of religious diversity. He very successfully analyses, typologies,
makes distinctions and looks for differences in order to conceptualize this complex concept in
the aspect in which he explores it. Following the tradition of Bergson, Dr. Bachev argues that
the mystic strives for direct co-experiencing of the Divine, revealing its nature through
intuition, not through intellectual analysis. As the quoted Hammersholt notes, the (general)
mystical and religious experience is often taken as the “heart” of religion and religious
experience. | want to say that in the last chapter of his monograph, the candidate has
discovered and defended an original approach, which on the one hand betrays detailed
knowledge of the research topic, and on the other hand convincingly demonstrates his skills as
an independent researcher with his own ideas and positions. If | try to summarize: in the
monograph, the author very skilfully chooses and applies an interdisciplinary approach, in
which, however, the philosophical attitude is evident. It appropriately and with appropriate
balance combines philosophical, historical and religious studies methods for analysing the
main subject of the candidate’s scientific efforts: religious diversity and the search for unity,
through which a multidimensional and, above all, effective model for understanding religious
pluralism and, ultimately, the spiritual is created. "Comparative religious studies is a scientific
method that not only analyses religions in their historical perspective, but also explores their
role in the spiritual life of humanity” (p. 324).

3. Personal impressions.

Since | know Dr. Bachev as an author, researcher, lecturer and colleague, | can also share

some personal impressions in this regard. He has always shown the highest degree of

! Quoted from the widely known article by T. Hammersholt, Steven T. Katz's Philosophy of Mysticism
Revisited, Journal of the American Academy of Religion, Volume 81, Issue 2, June 2013 (online).



erudition in all scientific and research events that | have witnessed and in which he has
appeared as an author and lecturer. Specifically, his article on the concept of Rudolf Otto in
the journal Philosophical Alternatives years ago aroused my interest in this complex but
important author, and also confirmed my commitment to the problems of religious ethics. Dr.
Bachev successfully combines scientific and research activities with teaching and even
administrative ones. The attached data from the colleague paint the image of a preferred
lecturer, sought-after author and colleague, whose original approach, in-depth knowledge and
writing skills make him a member of the academic community with a constantly growing
scientific reputation. Taking the academic position of "Associate professor”, which he is
striving for, will further enable Dr. Bachev to deepen and emphasize even more the
undeniable qualities and capabilities he possesses in academic terms. Which is an undoubted
advantage for the section that announced the competition, and why not for the entire IPhS of
BAS.

4. Conclusion

All materials and evidence proposed by Dr. Miroslav Bachev meet the requirements of the
Bulgarian Law and its regulations and the specific requirements of IPhS - BAS. That is why |
confidently highly and entirely positively evaluate the candidacy of my esteemed
colleague. | vote unequivocally positively for the candidacy of Senior Assist. Dr.
Miroslav Yordanov Bachev for taking the academic position of "Associate professor™ at
IPhS - BAS in professional field 2.3. Philosophy (Philosophy of Religion).

Member of the Scientific Jury:

Prof. Dr. Nikolay Mihaylov, 29.03.2025



