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OPINION 

Regarding the evaluation of the scientific production of Chief Asst. Prof. Dr. Sergey Dimitrov 

Metodiev – the sole participant in the competition for the academic position of “Associate 

Professor” in the professional field 2.3. Philosophy (Philosophy of Religion and Worldview), 

for the needs of the section “Religion, Beliefs, Worldview” (published in the State Gazette, 

issue 61 / 29.07.2025). 

By Assoc. Prof. Dr. Miroslav Bachev – member of the Scientific Jury with Order No. RD 09-

366.4 / 24.09.2025 of the Director of the Institute of Philosophy of the Bulgarian Academy of 

Sciences Prof. Dr.Sc. E. Chengelova 

 

1. General characteristics of the participants in the competition 

The sole participant in the competition for the academic position of “Associate 

Professor” in 2.3. Philosophy (Philosophy of Religion and Worldview) is Senior Asst. Dr. 

Sergey Metodiev. Dr. Metodiev is a scholar with multifaceted interests in the field of 

philosophy, specifically in philosophy of religion, metaphysics, mnemonic classical 

philosophy, as well as contemporary reflections on the spiritual dimensions of life. He has 

teaching experience in various specialized courses with students held at Sofia University "St. 

Kliment Ohridski", as well as consultations with doctoral and postdoctoral students in the 

field of ontology and philosophy of religion. He was the scientific supervisor of a doctoral 

student who successfully defended his dissertation in 2019. He is an editor of thematic 

collections in the field of philosophy of religion. According to the certificate submitted by the 

candidate for the fulfillment of the minimum national requirements under Art. 2b of the Act 

on the Development of the Academic Staff in the Republic of Bulgaria (ZRASRB), he meets 

the requirements of ZRASRB, as well as the additional requirements of the IFS-BAS, and it is 

evident that he largely exceeds them. The publications submitted for participation in the 

competition – one habilitation monograph, one study and sixteen articles fully meet the 

formal and substantive criteria for applying for this academic position. 

 

2. General description of the submitted materials and scientometric indicators 

(habilitation work, studies, articles, reports and citations) 

The candidate’s rich scientific activity in terms of content includes the authorship of 

two monographs, one of which he participated in the competition, twenty-two publications, 

seventeen of which the candidate participated in the competition, over twenty participations in 

various scientific forums (conferences and seminars), numerous citations of his publications 
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and participation in projects. In all the materials submitted by Dr. Metodiev, high 

professionalism, profound thought, clearly formulated goals and theses, as well as precisely 

conducted argumentation are evident. The one study and sixteen articles submitted for 

participation in the competition demonstrate Dr. Metodiev's enduring interest in various 

aspects of Hegelian philosophy - dialectical logic, the relationship between reason and reason, 

philosophy of history, as well as in-depth philosophical analyses of the concepts of 

contemporary authors such as Charles Taylor, Rüdiger Safransky, Stephen Toulmin, Martin 

Heidegger and others. The author's interest in the Far Eastern religious-philosophical 

doctrines of Buddhism and Vedanta, in psychological and social aspects of Christianity, some 

contemporary challenges to religious attitudes and respect for the sacred is also evident, i.e. 

this interest does not remain "closed" in certain historical periods, but additionally enriches 

his research with the very complex dynamics of our time. The very modern social electronic 

platforms do not escape his attention, as is evident in his study "Tik Tok and the Absolute 

Idea", in which, in addition to empirically argued data, subtle psychological observation and 

analysis, as well as in-depth philosophical reflection on these new forms of communication, 

the author also shows deep concern for the general course of today's humanity in its pursuit, 

as it were, not of universal spiritual values, but of their increasingly tangible replacement with 

quick and ready-made "products" of the so-called low culture. In his studies and articles, Dr. 

Metodiev works with a large set of philosophical horizons, which demonstrates not a 

particular, one-dimensional, but a comprehensive philosophical understanding of reality. The 

given contributing moments of the publications are described correctly and thoroughly, I 

agree with them and have no objections in principle. 

The main work submitted for the competition is the habilitation monograph “The Clash 

of Civilizations or the Clash of Civilization with Its Own History.” Dr. Metodiev makes an 

impressive attempt to develop a new philosophically reasoned view of world history, 

contrasting two main positions on the topic, which in a contemporary context are presented by 

Samuel Huntington and Francis Fukuyama, and in their deeper foundations the visions of the 

historical process of Martin Heidegger and Georg Hegel are presented. A special emphasis is 

on the philosophy and ideology of the Russian philosopher Alexander Dugin, which is the 

subject of a multifaceted critical analysis. As far as I know, this is the first attempt at a 

philosophical analysis of Dugin’s ideas. The monograph is structured in an introduction, five 

chapters, a conclusion, a bibliography and two written reviews. 

The first chapter is dedicatedbut to the problem of the unity and/or diversity of history 

(stories), in which the author states that although we all live in the 21st century, this does not 
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mean that we live in “one historical era”, because there is a certain unevenness in the 

development of humanity in general, which is reminiscent of the thesis of the modern 

theologian Hans Küng about religious paradigms and here I hope to see an explanation of 

whether the author shares any similarity with Küng's ideas about religious development. This 

chapter traces in more detail the visions of Huntington and Fukuyama about the history and 

development (or decline) of civilization. 

The second chapter discusses the beginning and development of the discipline “history 

of philosophy” through Aristotle, Hegel, Windelband, Kant, Fichte, Schelling. A major place 

is given to Hegel and his vision of being, nothingness and becoming – a particularly important 

section in which philosophy itself is “at home”, also with the inclusion of Parmenides and 

Heraclitus as special prototypes of being and becoming. The references to the Buddhist 

concept of “shunya” are particularly useful. The essay on the relationship between analytical 

and continental philosophy is definitely in favor of the latter, because it can influence life, 

transform, and not simply inform man (p. 78), give birth to heroic figures such as Socrates 

and Giordano Bruno. 

The third chapter is devoted entirely to the philosophical views of Alexander Dugin and 

his ideology, culminating in the so-called “fourth political theory”, through which Dugin will 

try to save the world from Western philosophy and the Western attitude of egocentrism and 

consumerism, which are detrimental to humanity. He does this by actively using the Western 

Heidegger and the Russian Yevgeny Golovin. Many topics from the philosophy of religion, 

the worldview concepts of theism and deism in the context of Modernity and Postmodernity – 

the God of miracles and God compatible with reality, the philosophical starting premises of 

faith and doubt, the relationship between das Man and Selbst are examined here. Dr. 

Metodiev’s criticism of the foundations of Dugin’s philosophy and “new theology” is well-

founded, because all the basic philosophemes that he uses to express his dislike and 

refutations of Western philosophy are all born in this same Western way of thinking. 

Of essential importance is the distinction between reason and reason, which is present in 

various forms in the history of philosophy, but only with Hegel does it acquire a very concrete 

expression in the removal (aufheben) of the contradictions of the representation in the form of 

the concept. The Fourth Chapter of the monograph is devoted to this problem. Dugin 

criticizes Western rationality, but by it he understands rationality, not reason. By the way, the 

author correctly states that the special concept of “rational” seems to be born more with 

reason than with reason, although it encompasses both. Dr. Metodiev very actively poses the 

question “what is philosophy” as a metaphilosophical one, in the unraveling of which, 
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according to him, one can seek the main key to the problem of the two paths that have 

emerged today before the eyes of the philosophy of history – that of Heidegger and the return 

to the pre-Socratics and that of Hegel and the future development of the concept, or, in 

abstract terms – a existential depth and a logosic depth to the question of being, nothingness 

and becoming. The worst or “best of all possible worlds” (Leibniz) is our world in which we 

live, is a question that cannot be resolved only in favor of empiricism and direct observation, 

because truth belongs to the field of philosophical theory, and not to direct, historically 

conditioned and transient facts. 

The problems of the “salvation” of the West, in particular, and of the world as a whole, 

of the fundamental metaphilosophical question, especially in Heidegger’s context of 

fundamental ontology, naturally lead to the problem of the “last saving God”, known from 

Heidegger’s interview with the magazine “Spiegel”. The last Fifth Chapter is devoted to this 

question. Here the author interprets Heidegger’s famous words …philosophy will not be able 

to cause an immediate change in the current state of the world. This applies not only to 

philosophy, but also to any human reflection. Only one God can save us now. We are left with 

the only possibility in thinking and poetry to prepare the possibility for the appearance of God 

or in the absence of God in a decline, that in view of the absent God we will fall. (Heidegger, 

“Essences”, 1999, pp. 294-295, Metodiev, “The Collision…”, 2025, p. 228). These words are 

the subject of linguistic and philosophical interpretation, which tries to clarify who this last 

God is, about whom we are talking - about a new (and probably last) incarnation of the 

monotheistic God, known to us from world religions, or something completely different. Dr. 

Metodiev reminds us in this case of Nietzsche's "superman", also about the fourth element in 

the Divine Trinity, about which Carl Jung speaks, as well as about a new Divine incarnation, 

but not in the form of the descent of Jesus of Nazareth from Nebeto, but in another Dasein. 

What it will be, perhaps we have yet to find out. In any case, it is probably precisely The Last 

God in a metaphilosophical perspective that will be able to lead to a new synthesis the 

dilemma between Hegel's logos paradigm and Heidegger's existential paradigm. Perhaps such 

a solution should be sought not only in the perspective of philosophy, but also in the horizon 

of poetry, which is - as Dr. Metodiev assures us - highly valued by both Hegel and Heidegger. 

 

3. Personal impressions of the candidate 

I would like to mention some personal impressions of the candidate. Dr. Metodiev 

possesses high moral qualities, is always responsive to the general work of the section, 

executive and precise in achieving the set goals. I must also mention his readiness to provide 
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his professional and personal assistance whenever it is necessary for a member of the section 

and the Institute in general. He possesses highly developed social qualities and fits completely 

into the scientific team as a scientist and as a person. In professional terms, Dr. Metodiev has 

a tangible presence as a scientist with a wide range of knowledge and interests, not only in the 

field of philosophy. What has been said gives me the conviction to be categorical that in view 

of these qualities, the candidate deserves to occupy the academic position of "associate 

professor". 

 

4. Conclusion 

All materials, with which Dr. Metodiev applies in the competition, meet the 

requirements of the ZRASRB, PPZRASRB, as well as the additional specific requirements of 

the IFS - BAS. I have no joint publications with the author. I have not established plagiarism, 

the works are original and author's. All this gives me reason to vote positively and 

unequivocally for the candidacy of Senior Assistant Professor Dr. Sergey Dimitrov Metodiev 

for occupying the academic position of "associate professor" at the IFS - BAS in the 

professional field 2.3. Philosophy (Philosophy of religion and worldview) and I appeal to the 

members of the Scientific Jury to support the candidate. I propose to the members of the 

Scientific Council of the Institute of Philosophy and Sociology at the Bulgarian Academy of 

Sciences to elect him as an "associate professor" in the above-mentioned professional field. 

 

Member of the Scientific Jury: 

 

Assoc. Prof. Dr. Miroslav Bachev,  

22.10.2025 


