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Based on a report by Assoc. Prof. PhD. Miroslav Bachev with entry No. NO 05-06-
481/07.10.2025, Minutes No. 16/09.09.2025. National Assembly of the Institute of Philosophy of
the Bulgarian Academy of Sciences, Order No. RD — 366.4/24.09.2025. of the Director of the
Institute of Philosophy of the Bulgarian Academy of Sciences, | have been selected to be a
member of the scientific jury of the competition for the position of "associate professor™ in the
field 2.3. Philosophy (Philosophy of Religion), for the needs of the section "Religion, Beliefs,
Worldview", Institute of Philosophy - Bulgarian Academy of Sciences.

The only candidate in the competition for the academic position of “associate professor” is Chief
Assistant Professor PhD. Sergey Metodiev in the “Religion, Beliefs, Worldview” section of the
Institute of Philosophy at the BAS, who has presented his habilitation monograph “The Clash of
Civilizations or the Clash of Civilization with Its Own History”. This monograph is a
continuation and development of the main theme of his previous research and his main research
interest. This is, in his own words, the question of the invaluable and unacceptably neglected and
even forgotten in philosophy, and completely unknown outside of it - the Kant-Hegelian
distinction Understanding — Reason. Sergey Metodiev has studied this topic as it arises, and also
in its connection with the most current problems of the contemporary world. Many of his articles
published in various collections with a precise author reference are also dedicated to this topic:
“The Question of the Universal through the Prism of Hegel” - 2024, “Hegel's Vision of the
Categories of Being and Nothingness” - 2023, “The Relevance of Hegel's Philosophy in
Postmodernity” - 2022, “Hegel and the Relation: Philosophy and Religion” - 2019, “Points of
Contact between Buddhism and Modern Science” - 2019, “God and the Superego” - 2016, “An
Attempt at a Speculative-Rational View of Religion and Reason” - 2015. Sergey Metodiev has
broad scientific interests, which is evident from his scientific CV. Even in the monograph under
consideration alone, the various areas of his interests are included: metaphysics, ontology,
philosophy of religion, history of philosophy, and geopolitics. | would also like to note that the
philosophy of sports for him is not only a theoretical discipline, but sport itself is an inseparable



part of his life. He also participates in a number of scientific projects of his section. It must be
emphasized that he has already been the supervisor of a successfully defended doctoral student,
and he also has pedagogical experience.

He has conducted consultations with doctoral and post-doctoral students. He has two special
courses delivered at Sofia University "Kliment Ohridski". He has also specialized with Prof.
Stiliyan Yotov and Assoc. Prof. Tsvetina Racheva, as well as language courses in the USA and
Germany. He has been the editor of thematic collections. Together with other works mentioned
in the reference, which I do not need to repeat here, it is clear that they fully meet the formal
requirements for the number of publications. I will only add that his revised dissertation work
"Philosophical Foundations of the Postsecular Dynamics of Religion™ has recently been
published. The twelve citations show the interest in these, at first glance old-fashioned for the
postmodern world issues, which is also due to the clear writing style of Dr. Metodiev. | must add
here the reports he has given at scientific forums and participation in seminars, which show the
accumulation of theoretical experience and the ability to apply it to the empirically existing
situation in the world. In his review of the monograph by Sergey Metodiev presented here,
Assoc. Prof. Dr. Zdravko Popov notes: “In my opinion, this is the first monographic study of the
philosophy and political theory of Alexander Dugin in Bulgaria”. The extensive third chapter,
which occupies almost half of the volume of the entire monograph: “Basic Provisions in
Alexander Dugin’s Concept”, is dedicated to the critical study of the latter’s work. I share this
opinion of Assoc. Prof. Popov and | myself am impressed by the seriousness of the philosophical
analysis made by Sergey Metodiev. I will clarify this view of mine in my commentary on the
relevant chapter.

The habilitation thesis itself consists of a short preface, in which the author clearly outlines his
tasks and goals, an introduction, five chapters and a Conclusion. The literature used consists of
66 books in Bulgarian, 61 books in Russian, 7 in German and 20 internet sources. The main
points of the author's thesis are accurately presented. These are the specific differences and
relationships between reason and mind, as well as those between the representation and the
concept. In the introduction, the author examines the contemporary socio-political situation,
explicitly emphasizing and showing well its exceptional dynamics, which greatly complicates the
analysis of what is happening. He himself concludes at the end of the introduction with the
words: "The enumeration of age-old and newly emerging problems can be continued without
meeting a limit. In any case, however, when the text is printed, some events will already be
outdated, and others wouldbe yet to occur.” (p.19) In the first chapter, Sergey Metodiev returns to
the previous geopolitical situation and examines the current problem of the multipolar world.
The text continues with an examination of the Judeo-Christian and Greco-Roman roots of
modern European civilization, and here his attention is focused more on the spiritual movements
in Christianity and the change of its paradigms, which began with the work of the Apostle Paul.
After this review, the author returns to the question he posed at the beginning of this chapter,
“One or Many Histories?” (p. 21). As a starting point for further research, he takes the books by



Francis Fukuyama “The End of History and the Last Man” and Samuel Huntington “The Clash
of Civilizations and the Changing World Order,” published in the 1990s and which gained wide
worldwide fame even outside scientific circles. The main concepts of the two thinkers are
presented briefly, but clearly enough to be understood. The two theories are compared, with the
aim of showing their advantages and disadvantages.

In the second chapter “On Philosophy and Its History”, Sergey Metodiev emphasizes that the
history of philosophy is not as old as it might seem. The history of philosophy, as a separate
discipline, was first taught by Georg Hegel, where he argued that the sequence of the appearance
of philosophies in history is the same as the sequence in the logical derivation of the conceptual
definitions of the idea. Here, an overview of the historical movement of European philosophy is
made. The author’s goal is to bring to a wider circle of readers the important philosophical
concepts, without which, as he emphasizes, a meaningful explanation of what is happening today
cannot be reached. This aspiration of his is explicitly stated in the very preface to the book. Here
he writes that “the conscious avoidance of the unnecessarily heavy philosophical language,
which confinesit in the esoteric circle of academic philosophizing” (p. 6) is a task that he sets for
himself in advance. Personally, | believe that he has managed to achieve this difficult goal of his
without distorting the presented philosophical concepts, something that is often encountered in
attempts to popularize such concepts. | drew attention to chapter three above, which examines
the work and in particular the philosophical-theological and ideological views of Alexander
Dugin. But here I would like to emphasize once again the great importance of this chapter, not
simply because of its large volume, occupying almost half of the volume of the text, as | have
already indicated, but because of the relevancy of the topic. Dugin's work "The Fourth Way" has
been published in Bulgarian, but the reactions to it are very few and almost completely
politicized. I myself have been following Dugin's texts and statements for years. | completely
agree with some of Dr. Sergey Metodiev's statements, others are controversial, but interesting to
me as a different point of view, and others do not coincide with what | think about the issues
under study. Here he focuses not only on the ideological theory of the “Fourth Way”, in which
Dugin tries to justify his vision as the only salvation for Russia, but through it also the very
mission of Russia, as the salvation for the rest of the world. Sergey Metodiev pays much more
attention to the philosophical foundations of this ideology than to it itself, since he believes that
Alexander Dugin is absolutely right in his desire to build the ideology on a philosophical basis.
This chapter is entitled “Basic Provisions in Alexander Dugin’s Concept” and the author begins
with an analysis of Heidegger, closely following Dugin’s exposition. Heidegger is the thinker
whom Dugin himself repeatedly points to as the philosophical basis of his own concept. This is
followed by an analysis of the voluminous monograph “In Search of the Dark Logos.
Philosophical and Theological Essays”, where Dugin tries to justify the national and cultural
specificities of Russia, and from them to derive the famous thesis about its special path. A thesis
on which, in Russia itself, for more than a century now, disputes have been going on between
Westerners and Slavophiles. Only after these analyses does the author examine the ideology of
the “Fourth Way”. But the most valuable, and precisely for this reason the most difficult and



most neglected part of Dugin’s philosophical concept, according to Dr. Metodiev, is his
“Doctrine of the Radical Subject”, which he examines not by chance only at the end of this
chapter, after he has already introduced us to the most general provisions of Dugin’s worldview.
In chapter four of the monograph, entitled “Once again on the forgotten distinction of
Understanding — Reason”, the author explicitly emphasizes “the fatal consequences of replacing
Reason with Understanding and the loss of the differencebetween Representation and Concept”.
(p. 209) Here he summarizes his views on this central issue for him, which he always pays
attention to, develops and supplements in his previous publications, reports and seminars.
Overcoming this loss could, according to Sergey Metodiev, lead to a great facilitation of the
dialogue between philosophy, religion and science. Here the author makes a crucial, in his
opinion, distinction between postphilosophy and metaphilosophy, which distinction he claims
that if it is not made and their equating continues, then in the modern world the possibility of the
emergence of metaphilosophy as a separate science will remain blocked. In the last fifth chapter,
already in the very title, it is stated that here is presented a thesis of his, which has no claims to
be anything more than a hypothesis, which, however, is not a fleeting thought, but is the fruit of
long reflection. Dr. Metodiev does not offer an answer to the question he poses: is the mysterious
figure of Heidegger's Last God not precisely the one that will bring metaphilosophical
knowledge in its capacity as the actual self-consciousness of philosophy? Here he looks at the
problem presented by him through the eyes of other thinkers - Friedrich Nietzsche, Carl Jung,
Jacques Derrida and asks himself whether they all, consciously or not, are expecting this very
event. Sergey Metodiev believes that this issue is not at all on the agenda of contemporary
philosophy and therefore the very turning of research attention to it is really only the first, but
decisive step that must be taken in order to begin scientific research and discussion on this issue
at all.

As a recommendation to Sergey Metodiev, | would note the following: when distinguishing
between understanding and reason, he should show in more detail the difference between its
onto-historical meaning in Hegel, from which he proceeds, and its purely epistemological
meaning in Kant. In view of the importance of the above question, | believe that in this topic Dr.
Metodiev can continue to trace the logic and essence of the conceptual-historical movement, not
only from Kant to Hegel, but also in the subsequent development of philosophical thought
towards phenomenology (Husserl), existentialism (Heidegger), the anthropo-theological aspect
of the Radical Subject (Dugin), and also rhizocentrism in the postmodernist position. | believe
that all this would enrich and develop the scientific research of Sergey Metodiev.

Overall, the habilitation work has sufficient contributions not only in historical-philosophical,
but also in current-social terms. This provides opportunities for different visions of this text, and
it itself remains open to discussion, also due to the author's explicitly stated lack of claim to final,
comprehensive answers to the questions posed. My personal impressions of Sergey Metodiev,
whom | have known for two decades and we have had conversations on various topics, are that



he always carefully listens to the arguments of the interlocutor, offers him his arguments, but
never from the position of a speaker on behalf of the truth.

What is rare today is that he is able to accept other people's arguments and correct his own
opinions. | have not had any joint publications and research with him, nor have | participated in
joint scientific research projects. | have not consulted him, either in his previous creative
manifestations or in the habilitation work presented here.

The candidate meets the requirements of the Law on the Association of Bulgarian and Foreign
Scholars, as well as those of the Bulgarian Academy of Sciences and the Institute of Philosophy
and Sociology. For me, there are no traces of plagiarism in this text.

Conclusion: Taking into account the habilitation work, the previous publications and scientific
research of Dr. Sergey Metodiev, | confidently support his candidacy and suggest that my
colleagues on the scientific jury also support him for the academic position of "associate
professor™ for the needs of the section "Religion, Beliefs, Worldview" of the Institute of
Philosophy and Sociology at the Bulgarian Academy of Sciences in the field 2.3. Philosophy
(Philosophy of Religion).

Date: 23.10. 2025. Assoc. Prof. PhD. Mitko Momov



