OPINION

on the scientific works and contributions of PhD Miroslav Bachev, candidate in the competition
for the position of Associate Professor in the field 2.3. Philosophy (Philosophy of Religion), for the

needs of the Department '"Religion, Beliefs, Worldview"
by Professor Tatyana Batuleva-Kancheva, DSc, Institute of Philosophy and Sociology,

Bulgarian Academy of Sciences

1. Grounds for preparing the review

I participate in the composition of the Scientific Jury in accordance with the order PJ{ 09-
42.2/05.02.2025, issued by the Director of the Institute of Philosophy and Sociology, BAS, Prof. DSc
Emilia Chengelova, and I am the author of this opinion in accordance with the decision of the first
meeting of the Scientific Jury held on 25.02.2025. The competition was announced in the State
Gazette, 1ssue 105, 13.12.2024.

2. General description of the submitted materials

PhD Miroslav Bachev is the only candidate in the competition for associate professor in
Professional Field 2.3. Philosophy (Philosophy of Religion) for the needs of the department "Religion,
Beliefs, Worldview". For participation in this competition, Chief Assistant Miroslav Bachev has
attached three tables, respectively for "PhD", "chief assistant" and "associate professor". The data in
them do not match in any indicator. Bachev not only meets, but significantly exceeds the minimum
national requirements for an Associate Professor, as stipulated by the Law on the Development of the
Academic Staff of the Republic of Bulgaria, the National Center for Information and Documentation,

the Regulations of the Bulgarian Academy of Sciences and the Institute of Philosophy and Sociology.

3. General characteristics of the candidate's scientific, applied scientific and pedagogical

activities

Miroslav Bachev applies to this competition with 12 articles and one monograph. He is also the



author of another monograph, an expanded and revised edition of his doctoral thesis. Mr. Bachev is a
Chief Assistant at the Institute of Philosophy and Sociology. Bachelor of Theology (2007), Master of
Philosophy (2009) and Doctor of Philosophy of Religion (2015). He is the editor and compiler of more

than 10 collective monographs and collections and 6 reviews of bachelor's and master's theses.

In addition to his scientific and publishing activities, PhD M. Bachev has serious pedagogical,
editorial and compilation activities. His ten-year work as a lecturer (2014-2025) at the Faculty of
Philosophy of Sofia University covers a wide range of philosophical disciplines such as: Philosophy of
Religion; Philosophical Anthropology; Philosophy of History; Metaphysics and Psychology;
Hermeneutics; History of Religions: a total of about 400 hours of lectures and 1020 hours of seminars.

Some of M. Bachev's works have been published in renowned scientific publishing houses and
journals. For the competition for the post of Associate professor, he indicated 80 points of citations and
10 participations in national and international scientific forums. This testifies that the results of his
scientific research work receive real recognition in the community of philosophical and religious

studies.

4. A substantive analysis of the candidate's scientitic achievements in the publications with which

he is applying for the academic position of "Associate Professor'.

The scientific interests of Chief Assistant Miroslav Bachev lie in the field of history of religion,
philosophy of religion, theory and practice of comparative religious studies, which are harmoniously

combined in the works presented by him into an excellently structured multidimensional whole.

The first research optics of the candidate is stated in his main monographic work Unity and
Diversity of the Spirit: the Problem of Religious Pluralism (Sofia, Propeller, 2024). The monograph is
dedicated to an extremely relevant problem for the modern globalized world. The challenge in this case
is that religious diversity is not simply a collection of different belief systems, but a field of tension
between different metaphysical and ethical views of the world and the divine. The research emphasizes
the philosophical reflection of religion, the philosophical analysis of religious diversity and unity, and

the philosophical interpretation of the possibility of religious unity.

The historical path of comparative religious studies, its philosophical foundations,
methodology and functions, as a perspective on the unity of religious traditions is traced. Special
attention is given to interreligious dialogue in its theoretical and practical aspects and to the assessment

of the prospects for religious pluralism. By combining philosophical and religious research methods,



Mr. Bachev argues his main thesis: the unity and diversity of religions are related to each other in a way
similar to the regulative and constitutive functions of the ideas of pure reason and the concepts of
reason in Immanuel Kant's Critique of Pure Reason. The conclusion is that the idea of the unity of

religions has a regulative function, while specific religious traditions retain their constitutive function.

The second research lens includes meaningful comparative analyses through which the author
formulates his own theses on the historical roots and development of comparative religious studies
(Comparative Religious Studies in the 20th Century - Historical Outlines; Louis Jordan and
Comparative Religious Studies); an author's reading of the thesis of "too much God" in Spinoza,
constructed in a "correspondence dialogue" with Hegel (Is there "too much God" in Spinoza - Outlines
of Hegel's Interpretation); a detailed analysis of the concept of "infinity" in the context of Kant's first
antinomy and Hegel's "bad infinity". Special attention is given to the philosophy of Martin Buber: the
emphasis here is on the philosophy of dialogue as a theology of dialogue and the understanding of the
transcendent by Buber on the one hand and Carl Jung on the other (How We Think of the Transcendent:
the Dialogue between Carl Jung and Martin Buber), analysis of the relationship between the ethical
and the religious (Kierkegaard vs. Kant: the relationship between the ethical and the religious),
analysis of the relationship between the mystical and the religious (The Problem of Religion and
Pluralism in the Interpretation of William James; A Study of Mysticism: Jeffrey Parinder and Henri
Bergson; Contemporary Visions of Spirituality and Religion - Charles Taylor).

5. Contributions

The contributions of the results obtained by Chief Assistant Bachev are correctly presented in
the author's reference and testify to objective self-reflection. I will focus on some of them, which I

consider particularly important.

The monograph Unity and Diversity of the Spirit: The Problem of Religious Pluralism is the
first Bulgarian study on the theory of comparative religious studies. In the research perspective chosen
by the autor, comparative religious studies has been transformed into a reliable scientific method, on
the basis of which a new philosophical model of the relationship between diversity and unity of
religions has been proposed. A relationship of a precisely defined balance between the regulatory
function of religious systems and the constitutive function of specific religions. The role of different
religious traditions as specific manifestations of a universal spiritual reality and as a means of

overcoming a false, "totalizing" homogeneity is substantiated.



Mr. Bachev turns comparative analysis into a working methodology through which he derives
general principles for the interpretation of religions, which, however, do not erase their unique content.
An interdisciplinary approach that combines philosophical, historical, and religious-scientific methods

for the analysis of religious pluralism is theoretically justified and practically applied.

The various approaches and criteria for the truth of religion are analyzed comparatively: as a
reflection of primary human needs, as a religious transformation achieved through sublimation, as a

religious experience that has proven its practical utility (a pragmatic criterion for the truth of religion).

Special attention is given to comparative religious studies as an intermediate stage in the three-
stage development of the study of religion. The importance of the comparative method as a critical tool

for identifying patterns and as a way to objectively assess religious phenomena is emphasized.

The main forms of mysticism (theistic and monistic, natural mysticism, Indian religious
mysticism, mysticism in ontological perspective and extra-religious context) are analyzed, which,

despite their diversity, prove its nature as a universal and multifaceted phenomenon.

6. Critical comments on the submitted work

I have no critical remarks on the works presented by Dr. M. Bachev. Their content demonstrates
the high competence and erudition of the candidate, combining expertise in the field of history of

religions, comparative religious studies and philosophy of religion.

7. Personal impressions of the candidate

My personal impression of Dr. Bachev is that of a creative, responsible and hard-working
colleague. A respected scientist who, with his knowledge, work and correctness, contributes
significantly to the optimization of the scientific and organizational life of the "Religion, Belief and

Worldview" department and to the motivational climate typical of it.

8. Conclusion

Considering the works presented by Dr. Bachev, the contributions contained in them, their high
scientific and social significance, I will confidently vote for PhD Miroslav Bachev to be elected

Associate Professor in Professional Field 2.3. Philosophy (Philosophy of Religion) and I call on the



members of the esteemed Scientific Jury to support this decision.

Professor DSc  Tatyana Batuleva

March 26, 2025



