PELHHEH3UA

3a nucepranuonnus Tpya Ha IIABEJI BAJIEHTHHOB HUHKOJIOB nHa tema:
9 Omuowenuemo pasym — uyecmea 6 enoxama Ha (Dpencxomo

npoceeuwjeHue” 3a TNpHUCHKIAHE Ha 0oOpa3oBaTelHATa W HaydyHa CTENeH
wO0okmop”. Ilpodecuonamno HampaBieHue 2.3. Dumocodws. Hayuna
CIICIIUATTHOCT: Comnanna ¢unocodus. Hayuen pwvkosooumen. 00y.0-p
I'epcana Ilonoga

npog.ogpn Heanka Cmwvnosa

|. Cmpyxkmypupane na oucepmayuama — aomunucmpamugeHn paxKypc

Jlucepmayuonnusam mpyo, NpeACTABEH 3a PEUCH3UPAHE OT OOKHIOPAHM
Ilagen Hukon06é TEMaTUYHO € HACOUYEH KbM €IUH CBETHJI MEPUOJA OT
OuorpadusiTa Ha YOBELIKaTa AYXOBHOCT. BEKbT Ha CBETIMHATA M pazyma €
BpEMETO Ha ,CrbCTEHATa JJYXOBHOCT HA MEPCHEKTUBHUTE TO3UIIMU HA
npocBereHutre ymoBe. Jlokropant IlaBen HukonoB ce € 3aen ¢bC crioxHara
3amavua jga yoenu uurarens, ye Openckoro [Ipocserienne He € OCcTaHAIO KaTo
xepOapusupan (GakT OT UCTOPHUATA U MHUHAIOTO Ha unocodckute umen. Cne
cBOUTE eMOJieMaTUYHU npeAcTaBUTeNId, OGOPMUIU CJIOKHOCTTa Ha
¢unocodckuTe, COLMAIHUTE, ETHUYECKUTE, ECTETUYECKUTE HJIEU ype3
YTBBPACHUTE BbB BPEMETO TEXHU TPYIOBE, enoxara Ha [Ipoceemenuero, 18 Bek,
1 KOHKpeTHO Ha DpeHCKOTO MpOCBElIeHre, €€ MPEBPbBIIA B IyXOBEH U HACCH
KPEIUTOP 32 HOBUTE IJIEAHU TOYKH U U3CIEABAHUS. Taka KIaCUYECKOTO PaAuuo
HEen30eKHO ce COMbCKBAa ChC CBOSI HaOeneH /He Oe3 OcHOBaHWe!/ aHTHMOI-
yyecmeama. Obvekm na oucepmayuonnus mpyo na Ilasen Hukxonoe e
u3cie0eanemo Ha OMHOUWIEHUEMO DPA3YM — YYeCHéd, OOMUHAHMAMA HA
€OHOMO UAU Opy20mo uiu nbK mexunuam o00acHum oananc. Ilamocvm na
u3ciedeanemo e 0a ce 0oKadice, e 0geme NOHAMUA eOHAKEO NPUCHCIMEAm U
ce omKpueam 00Ka3amesicmea é mekcmoegeme Ha gunocogume.

JlucepTallUOHHUAT TPyA € pa3rbpHAT Ha 177 cTpaHuuu, B Y600, mpu
21aeu, 3aKawueHue u ouodauozpagua. Aemopeghepamvm TPAKTUUECKU U
ChABPIKATEIIHO € TMOBTOPEHUE Ha y800a@ OT OCHOBHHS TEKCT WU aHOTUpPA
ChABPKAHUETO Ha qucepTauusaTa. B camoouyenxkama 3a npunocume aBTOpPBHT €
PEAJIOKUIT YETUPU NPUHOCA, Wiecm nybauKayuu 10 TeMaTa Ha JUCepTaLUsITa



U 0m206apsa HA MUHUMATHUME HAWUOHAIHU U3UCKEAHUA 3a IPUJ00MBaHE Ha
cTeneHTa ,,Jlokrop™.

Il. Hoeu, me3u, ananu u ¢ oucepmayuama

Jlucepmayuonnuam mekcm € aJpecupaH KbM BOJCIIM TE3U, TEMU U
aBTOpH, (Qopmupaiu ocobeHocture Ha OpeHCKOTO MpocBenIeHNe. 3aToBa Y600
CTETHATO W KpaTKo (GopMyiHpa mapaMeTpUTe Ha W3CIIeABAHETO. JIMCEpTaHThT,
NOCOYBAWKN 3Hauyumocmma Ha [IpocBENICHHMETO KaTO HE3a00UMKOJINM B
YOBEIIKaTa UCTOPUS (PEHOMEH, € €AUH OT MAaJIKOTO MEPUOIU, KOUTO CaMHU ca
Ha30BaJiM ce0e CH, MPEBPBHIIAWKKU C€ MO0 TO3M HAYMH B OPUTHHAJICH KYJITYpPEH,
JyXOBEH M IEHHOCTeH mpolec. Momueume 3a u300p Ha TeMaTa, B U3BECTEH
CMHUCBHJI, CJICBAT MO-PAHEH MHTEPEC Ha aBTOpa, aHAIM3UPANWKH €CTETHUKaTa Ha
Henu duapo. Ho oueBHIHO KbM MOTHUBUpPAIIUTE aBTOPU MOXKE Ja c€ 100aBU U
bayman, ocobeno ,Jluanexktuka Ha IIpocBemenneTro” Ha AIOpPHO U
XopkxaMep, 3aCThIBAIIM CIOPHHU T€3W OTHOCHO JIECTPYKTUBHOTO BIUSIHHE Ha
®peHcKoTo npocsenieHre. [1o-chillecTBEHN ca HEMOCPEICTBEHUTE TEKCTOBE HA
0CeMTe emMOieMaTnuHu  MuUciuTenn -  ¢unocopure ot DpPeHCKOTO
IPOCBEIICHNE, U3IUTANKN pasyMa Ha Muenectai u 0e3mpeKoCcIOBHO, HO HE U 3a
CMeTKa Ha uyBcTBaTa. HO OYEBHUIIHO MHTEPECHT CE€ € Pa3MpOCTPsII IO MHOIO
noseue aBTopu. [lnesnara oT mucnurenu oQoOpMAT KOHIENTyallHaTa paMKa Ha
®peHckoTo mpocsenieHue. To €  ochoéen o00ekm Ha W3CIENABAHETO, A
npeomemvm Ha WU3CICIBaHE ce SABSIBAT (UIOCOPCKUTE HJICHU, CEBP3AHU C
pazyma u uyecmeama B ernoxara Ha OPEeHCKOTO NMpocBelleHue. ABTOPHT, 3a Ja
3aIlUTU U JIOKAXKE Yemupume Xunome3u Ha U3CieBaHeTo, GopMyupa mpume
21aéu Ha W3CJICBAHETO, TEMATHYHO OOBBP3aHM C HU3CIEIBAHETO Ha
OTHOIIIEHUETO pa3yM —uyBCTBa.

Ilvpsea cnaea ,Ilo2ned 6vpxy @Dpenckomo npoceeuwienue. Kpamka
Qenomenonozun na uyecmeenocmma ¢ mooepunama enoxa — om Xiom u Jlox
00 Huuywe u Doitepoax” cuHTE3UpPa OCHOBEH KOMNOHEeHm, POpMYIUpaH OT
Huxonos. ToBa € mpeacraBsHETO Ha OTHOUIEHHWETO Pa3yM-UyBCTBA KAaKTO B
u3clieBaHusATa Ha (QpeHckuTe dumocodu, Taka W HA HPOOIeMHU me3u,
cBbp3aHu ¢ OPEHCKOTO TMpocBemieHne Kacaeuw ¢unocodusta Ha DPeHCKOTO
npocsenienre. Tyk ce aHanu3upar Te3u oT KHurata Ha Teomop AnopHo u Makc
Xopkxaiimep, KakTo M Ha  3urMyHT bayman. KomenTupa ce Te3ara 3a
JNECTPYKTUBHUS pakypc KbM [IpocBelnieHneTo, N3MbIHIWI TPOBOKATUBHATA POJIS
Ha Ch3JlaTell, MAHUITYJIATOP M apryMEHT B I0JI3a Ha TOJIOXKEHHUS, Ch3/IaBalllu



JOMHHAHTH B HPAKTUKATa HAa MOJEPHOCTTA — BB3MOXKHO TBIKYBaHE Ha
MOJEPHOCTTA, OSIBA HA PENPECUBHU CTPYKTYPU U MEXAHU3MU, HA HETaTUBU3bM
U CMHCIIOBU OrpaHnueHud. Tyk, Ha OCHOBaHHE Ha HAKOU Te3U OT ¢uiocopuara
Ha IIpocBemieHneTro, ce HW3BEXKIAT 3aKIIOYEHUSA, IOJOKEHHS U CMUCIH.
HukonoB xomeHTHpa Tte3ata /AmopHo u Xopkxailmep/ 3a TmosiBaTa Ha
HalUCTKUTE JIarepd Karo BB3MOXKHO CIEJICTBHE OT THUIA PalUOHAIHOCT,
pa3BuTa B enoxara Ha [IpocBemiennero. BepoaTHo nmo-ajieKBaTHAa U1 HABPEMEHHA
€  aNTepHaTWBHATa Te3a, KOATO CBUIO ce cpema B “‘/lMasekThka Ha
[Ipocsemenunero” - ,IIpocBemiennero TpsiOBa Ja CU CIIOMHU 3a CaMOTO cebe
cu“. IIpobnemMbT ce KOpeHM B TOBa, 4e€ KyJTypaTa € ,0THagHaia“ oT
aBTEHTHUYHUTE MPOCBETUTEIICKH BB3IJIEU, KOETO O4YepTaBa ThPCEHUS MPOOIeM
peIUMHO B MIPaKTUKaTa, a He B TeopusaTa. Bee mak mpeoOianaBamusT AUCKYPC
B KOHIEnuusATa Ha AnOpHO M XOpKXauMep oOcTaBa IIbPBHAT, TOECT 34
KYJTYPHHSI PErpec, MPOW3IM3all AUPEKTHO OT Mporpeca, “HAIOXKEH  OT
[Ipocemenunero. Tezara 3a llpocBemenuero, Gopmynupana OT AJOPHO U
Xopkxaiimep, MOXe Jja c€ CUHTE3HMpa 10 CIEIHOTO. B mporeca Ha u3pacTBaHETO
CM Karo JyxoBeH Kkoisioc, IIpocsemenuero CBIUIEBPEMEHHO CE€ €
CaMOYHHMILIO’KABAJIO, CB3JAaBANKKM TE3H, KOWUTO IPOBOKUpPAT npoOJieMHU
UHTEpIpeTauud. B Ta3u rnaBa ce KOMEHTHpAa JOMUHHpallaTta Te3a 3a
[IpocBemienueTo, ye nmpeodaaaaBa rocnoACTBOTO Ha pa3yMa, HO BBIPEKU TOBA
HETOBUST KOHTPANTYHKT HE € TOTAJHO CThIIKAH M YHHUILNOXKEH. | TaBaTta oOxBaia
CbCTOSIHUETO Ha 4YyBCTBAaTa M CTPACTUTE M TMOHATHUATA, KOUTO OQPOpPMAT
ssocTHaTa KaptuHa Ha IIpocBemieHneTo. ABTOPBT MNPEACTaBA U CI'bCTEHA
(peHOMEHOJIOTHS HAa YyBCTBEHOCTTa B MoJiepHarTa enoxa — ot Xtom u JIok, npe3
Jlametpu, Bonrep, Xonbax, [Tackan, Pyco, Xenseruii, MonTeckbo u Juapo, 10
Humme n ®doiiepbax. Trpceliku AOKa3aTEICTBO HA CBOMTE XUMNOTe3u, HUkomoB
HU 3ar03HaBa U C MpEenpaTKUTe ¢ Apyru Gpuinocodu, KOUTO ca B TyXOBHA BPb3Ka
¢ OPEHCKOTO MPOCBEIICHHUE.

AKo mBpBa TJlaBa TMpEACTaBs U CIbCTABA XapaKTEPUCTUKHUTE HA
yyecmeenocmma BB DPEHCKOTO npoceeuieHue, 0C6eH KOMEHMUPAHUME
me3u Ha bayman, Aoopno u  Xopkxaimep,K10HAWU NO-CKOPO KbM
mupcenemo Ha pezpeca, Oecmpykuyuama, Bmopa 2nasa ,,@unocogcku uoeu,
zpasumupawiu medxncoy pazyma u uyecmeama é nepuooa nHa Dpenckomo
npoceeuienue” NpeicTaBs CUHTETUYHA, HO [aHOpaMHa KapTMHA Ha
dbunocodpckuTe uaen Ha mpocBelieHuero. Tazu coocTtBeHo dunocodcka riasa
npencrTasiisiBa 0030p Ha ¢peHckara ¢puiaocodusi OT OCEMHATECETH BEK, KaTo ce
aHaJM3UPAT MPOU3BEACHUATA HA PA3JIMYHU MPEACTABUTENIM OT IMEPHOJa KaTO



Monmeckvo, Bonmep, Xeneeyuii, Xonoax, Pyco, Jlamempu u /luopo.
HukomnoB aprymentupa 3aio penom ¢ dpeHckure punocodu BKIOYBA U
yacT OT wuueutre Ha Quiocopu karo XM, Jlok, MoHTeH, AKBUHCKU U
ABrycTtuH. Ta3u riaBa 0cOOEHO CHUITHO € CBbpP3aHa C HaMEpPEHUETO Ha aBTopa Ja
3alllUTH U JIOKAXKE nwpeama Xunome3a Ha uscieaBanero cu. Cropen Hes
CBILIECCTBYBA paAGHOBecue mexcoy pazyma u uyecmeama 6v6 Dpenckomo
npoceeuieHue W 3aTOBA TEOPUUTE, KOUTO TBBPAAT, Y€ B Ta3W €moxa
CBIIECTBYBA KYJIT KbM pa3yma, KOWTO OTpHYa YyBCTBaTa U CTPACTUTE,
IPOBOKHpAT CbMHEHWE. HHKOIOB ce cTpemMu Ja MpeacTaBu apryMEHTH,
U3BJICUEHU OT TEKCTOBETE Ha aHAIM3UpaHute (GpeHcku Quimocodu, KOUTO
ompaBlaBaT MPEOJOJSBAHETO HA MOJOOHU KpaWHU BB3TJICAH, CBBP3aHHU C
OpeHCKOTO MPOCBEIEHNE U Ha TeXeH (OH MpejJiara eHa Jajied Mo-yMepeHa
TEOpPETUYHA MO3UIMs, KOSITO HACTOsIBa, Y€ aBTOPUTE OT IMOCOYCHUS MEPHO]
HaOnA2am HA 3HAYUMOCIMMA KAKMO HA pazyma, maka u Ha yyecmeama, 0e3
1a 000CHOBaBaT HEOOXOIMMOCTTA OT JOMUHALIMS Ha pa3yMa HaJl YyBCTBaTA.

HecvemHeHno He Ou TpsiOBasmo ga ce abcoioTHM3Mpa JOMHHAHTAaTa Ha
pazymMa KaTo CUJHO HalejeHa jaeTepMuHaHTa BB Dpenckoto IIpocBemienue.
Ome moBede, 4ye mpeaud ToBa € OWUII0O BpeMETO Ha (DPEHCKUTE MOPATUCTU
Momnten, Ilackan, Jlabproep, Jlapomdyko, akneHTUpaiKu BbPXY MOpaTHUTE
M3MEPEHUS Ha YOBEUIKUS KMBOT. A T€ €€ PBKOBOJAT KaKTO OT pa3yMa, Taka u
OT Mmajutpara OT 4yBCcTBA. DpEHCKUTE MOPATUCTH OQPOPMIT MOPAIHUS U
€MOIIMOHAJIHUS PaKypc KbM YOBeKa U 001iecTBoTo. M Te, KaTo MpeBECTHUK Ha
OpEeHCKOTO MPOCBEIICHUE, Ca CUJIEH apTyMEHT U J10Ka3aTeJICTBO Ha XHUIOTE3aTa
Ha HuxomoB. HecnyuaiiHo To#l oTmaBa HEoOXOAMMOTO BHHMaHHE Ha Murien
MoHTeH — 4YOBEKBT, MPEBBPHAI €ceTo BbB (uiocodpcku 3HauuM (Paxt. Ho
cnomensiMm  obOobmaBamoro u3peuenue Ha Kan Kak Pyco, mutupano u B
ceraacue ot IlaBen HukomnoB: ,,kakBOTO M Ja Ka3BaT MOPAJIMCTUTE, YOBEILIKHUST
pa3syM IBJDKM MHOTO Ha CTPacTUTE, KOUTO IO OOIIO0 MPU3HAHUE CBHIIO0 MY
IBJDKAT  MHOTO: HMMEHHO OT TfAXHaTta JIGMHOCT HAIIUAT pasyM ce
YCBHBBPIICHCTBA . Tpema 2nasa ,,Ilpoceewienuemo kamo emoc. /[eama
ouckypca 6 ucmopuama. Ilpoceewyenuemo npez Anumuunocmma,
Cpeonosexosuemo u Penecanca” npeicrtaBs CTaTyChT Ha MPOCBETUTEIICKATA
ujes mpe3 UCTopuATa Ha 00ImecTBOTO, ¢uiaocodusTa U Kyarypata. ABTOPHT
HAMHUpa €JIEeMEHTM M TE€3U B pa3IMUYHUTE YYEHUS] M TU CBBP3BA ChHC
ChIbpKATEIHATA TEXKECT Ha MIEATA 3a IPOCBETEHOCTTA.

II1. Ouyenka na oucepmayuonnua mpyo



1. JucepranmonuusT Tpya Ha [laBen HukonoB € MocBeTeH Ha unmepecHa u
nepcnekmuena mema, Tpbraama ot OpeHckoTo MpocBenieHne, Ho ¢ HEChbMHEH
TBOPUECKH 3apsA]l M 3a cienBamure enoxu. CamusaT © u300p  3aciykaBa
aMUpPALIIH.

2. JlucepTaHThT € TPENCTaBWJI M B Tpolleca Ha Pa3BUTHETO Ha TEKCTa
000CHOBAN Te3aTa, Y€ CHU{ECmEY8a PAGHOGECUE MeMHcdy YY8CmeEd U pa3yM B
TEKCTOBETE, CBbP3aHU C aBTOPUTE OT MPEHCKOTO MPOCBEIICHUE. 3alluTaBaiku
PaBHOIOCTABEHOCTTa B OTHOIICHHETO MEXAY pa3yM U 4yBcTBa, Hukoiios
3acTaBa 3aj MEPCIEKTUBHUSL OallaHC MEXKAY ABETE, IU3AUKU 8 OUCKYCUA C
eKCMPEMHU U pecpecuéHu me3u Kato CIEACTBUE OT Pa3InYHO UHTEPIPETUPAHA
WM JIMTICBaIla yOeIuTeIHa apryMeHTaIusl B TEKCTOBeTe Ha hustocodure.

3. lpyrutre Tpu XHIOTE3W ca MOJYyYMJIM MOJIXOJAINA, MaKap W MO-KpaTka
3amuTa. ChIIECTBEHO €, Y€ JUCEPTAHThT MPEICTaBsl 0030p HA eapuanmume Ha
npoceemumesickama me3a, NPOCIEIIBANKNA B UCTOPUATA HA PUIOCOPCKUTE U
TyXOBHU y4deHUs (GOpMUTE Ha MPOSBICHUE, HAYUHUTE HAa WHTEpHpeTanus U
TEXKECTTA HA XyMaHHHS KOHCTPYKT.

4. JlucepTaHTHT ce € mocTapai Jia 3allluTH HAyYHUTE CH HaMEpeHHs U Ja
NPE/ICTaBH €IMH HAaUCTHUHA CBETHJI 00pa3 Ha DPEeHCKOTO MPOCBEIIECHNUE.

5. Ho tenerpadnoro npencrassHe Ha dunocodusita Ha (HPEHCKUTE aBTOPH,
OCTaBsl BIEYATJIICHUE Ja €JHa NpUOBP3aHOCT, HEMBJIHOTA U HEIOBBPIICHOCT.
TekcTbT Ha AucCepTalUATa € KpaTUYbK M pa30MBKaTa Ha MaJku maparpadu
€ITHOBPEMEHHO I'0 MPaBU YETUBEH, HO U aHOTATHBEH.

3AK/TOYEHHE

He3zasucumo om nanpageenume 3adenedcku, nped HAC € U3CAE08aHe,
Oenazano c unmepec u HUManue Kom guiocogpckus cmamyc na Ppenckomo
npoceewienue. Jlucepmayuonnuam mexcm na Ilasen Hukonoe ompaszsaea
KaKkmo unmepeca Ha aemopa Kvm udeume Ha DpeHcKomo npoceeuieHue,
maka u 6 no-KOHKpemeH acneKkm pazeumuemo u 3aujumama Ha me3ama 3a
pasnosecuemo, Oanancem medxncoy pazym u uyecmea. Ha ocnosanue na
uzzpadenama  cmpykmypa U  pazeumue Ha  Aemoposume  mesu,
nepcnekmuenama u aKmyaana nwpea xunomesa, nacyeam c¢ JIA
npucvycoanemo Ha obpazoeamenrnama u HAy4YHa cmeneH ,,00Kmop” Ha
IHHABEJI BAJIEHTHHOB HHKOJIOB ,npeocmaeun oucepmauuonen mekcm

Ha mema: ,,OmHOWeHuemo pasym — uyecmea 6 enoxama HaA
@Dpenckomo npoceewienue”. Ilpogecuonanno nanpasenenue 2.3.

Qunocopua. Hayuna cneyuannocm: Coyuanna ¢unocogpua. Hayuen
pvKosooumen: ooy.0-p I'epzana Ilonosa
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REVIEW

of the dissertation of PAVEL VELENTINOV NIKOLOV on the topic: The Relation
between Reason and Sentiments in the Age of the French Enlightenment. The dissertation
was submitted for awarding the educational and academic degree of “Doctor”. Professional
area: 2.3. Philosophy. Scientific specialty: Social Philosophy. Scientific supervisor: Assoc.

Prof. Gergana Popova, PhD.

Professor, lvanka Stapova, DSc

I. Structure of the Dissertation: An Administrative Assessment

The dissertation thesis submitted by doctoral student Pavel Nikolov is thematically
focused on a brilliant age in the history of the human spirit. The age of enlightenment and
reason was a time of “intensified spirituality” in the perspectival stances of enlightened
minds. The doctoral student Pavel Nikolov has undertaken the complex task of convincing the
reader that the French Enlightenment has not remained a dry fact in the history of
philosophical ideas. Its emblematic representatives, who defined the complexity of
philosophical, social, ethical, and aesthetic ideas through works that have stood the test of
time, made of the 18™"-century Enlightenment, and specifically the French Enlightenment, a
source of ideas for new perspectives and investigations. Thus, the classical “ratio” inevitably
comes up against its alleged (not without some justification) antipode: sentiment. The subject
of Pavel Nikolov’s thesis is the relation between reason and sentiment, the prevalence of

either over the other or their understandable balance. The emphasis of the work is to



demonstrate that the two concepts are equally present and discussed in the texts of the
respective philosophers.

The dissertation, which comprises 177 pages, consists of an introduction, three
chapters, a conclusion, and a bibliography. The Self-review practically and in content
repeats the introduction in the main body of the work and offers an annotation of the
dissertation’s contents. In the self-assessment of contributions, the author has proposed four
such and listed six of his publications on the topic of the dissertation. Thus, he meets the

minimal national requirements for acquiring the degree “Doctor”.

I1. Ideas, Theses, Historical References in the Dissertation

The text of the dissertation addresses the main theses, themes and authors that define
the particularities of the French Enlightenment. The Introduction concisely formulates the
parameters of the study. Here, the author points out the significance of the Enlightenment as
an essential factor in human history and as one of the few periods that, having chosen their
own name themselves, defined themselves as an original cultural, spiritual and value-building
process. The motivation for the choice of topic is in line with the author’s earlier interest in
the aesthetics of Denis Diderot. But one may apparently add Zygmunt Bauman to the list of
motivating authors, as well as, and especially, Dialectic of the Enlightenment by Adorno and
Horkheimer, a work in which they presented some disputable thoughts about the destructive
impact of the French Enlightenment. More significant in this list are the texts of the eight
emblematic thinkers of the French Enlightenment, who placed reason on a pedestal of
indisputability but not to the detriment of sentiment. Obviously Nikolov’s interests extend to
other authors as well. A constellation of thinkers have shaped the conceptual framework of

the French Enlightenment. It is a basic subject of Nikolov’s study, while the topic is the



philosophical ideas on reason and sentiment in the age of the French Enlightenment. In
order to argue and demonstrate the four hypotheses of the study, the author has formulated
the three chapters of the dissertation, which are thematically devoted to the relationship
between reason and sentiment

The first chapter, entitled “A View of the French Enlightenment. A Brief
Phenomenology of Sensibility in the Modern Age: From Hume and Locke to Nietzsche and
Feuerbach”, sums up the basic component formulated by Nikolov. He presents the
relationship between reason and sentiment both in the works of the French philosophers
themselves and in various discussions on the problematic theses related to the French
Enlightenment and its philosophy. Here he analyzes perspectives contained in the work of
Theodor Adorno and Max Horkheimer, as well as the views of Zygmunt Bauman. He
comments on the thesis regarding the destructive aspect of the Enlightenment, which is
alleged to have played the provocative role of creator, manipulator and argument in support of
stances that establish dominants in the practice of modernity — a possible interpretation of
modernity, the emergence of repressive structures and mechanisms, of negativism and
constrained meaning. On the basis of certain theses of Enlightenment philosophy, Nikolov
formulates conclusions, principles and meanings. He comments on the view (Adorno and
Horkheimer) regarding the creation of Nazi concentration camps as a possible consequence of
the type of rationality that was developed in the Age of Enlightenment. A more adequate and
topical view, which is also to be found in Dialectic of Enlightenment, is that, “the
Enlightenment must remember itself”. The issue is rooted in the fact that culture has fallen
away from the authentic Enlightenment views, which suggests the problem is mainly related
to practice, not theory. Nevertheless, the prevalent discourse in Adorno and Horkheimer’s
conception remains the one that talks about cultural regress as stemming directly from the

progress that Enlightenment “imposes”. Adorno and Horkheimer’s idea about the



Enlightenment can be summarized thus: in the course of its colossal spiritual growth, the
Enlightenment has concurrently destroyed itself by producing ideas that provoke problematic
interpretations. In this chapter, the author comments on the prevalent Enlightenment idea of
the domination of reason, arguing that the opposite of reason has not been completely
suppressed and eliminated. The chapter covers the state of feelings and passions, and the
concepts that build the full picture of the Enlightenment. The author also offers a concise
phenomenology of sensibility in the modern age — ranging from Hume and Locke, through La
Mettrie, Holbach, Pascal, Rousseau, Helvetius, Montesquieu and Diderot, and to Nietzsche
and Feuerbach. In seeking proofs of his hypotheses, Nikolov refers to additional philosophers
that have an intellectual connection with the French Enlightenment.

Whereas the first chapter gives a condensed presentation of sensibility as treated of in
the French enlightenment, including the theses of Bauman, Adorno and Horkheimer, which
tend to seek mostly its regressive and destructive aspects, the second chapter, entitled
“Philosophical Ideas Gravitating between Reason and Sentiment in the Time of the French
Enlightenment”, presents a concise but broad picture of the philosophical ideas of the
Enlightenment. This specifically philosophical chapter offers an overview of French 18t"-
century philosophy, analyzing the works of various outstanding figures of the period, such as
Montesquieu, Voltaire, Helvetius, Holbach, Rousseau, La Mettrie and Diderot. Nikolov
explains why, alongside the French philosophers, he has included ideas of philosophers like
Hume, Locke, Montaigne, Thomas of Aquinas and Augustine. This chapter is strongly
relevant to the author’s intention to defend and prove the first hypothesis of his study,
namely, that reason and sentiment are balanced out in the French Enlightenment and hence
the theories that claim that this was a time when reason had cult status and feelings and
passions were denied, is doubtful. Nikolov strives to present arguments drawn from the texts

of the French philosophers — references that justify the surmounting of such extreme views



about the French Enlightenment; against this backdrop, the author offers a more moderate
theoretical stance, insisting that the thinkers of this period emphasized the significance of
reason and sentiment alike, without grounding the need for reason to dominate over
sentiment.

The domination of reason should certainly not be absolutized as a supposed
determinant in the French Enlightenment. All the more so as this age was preceded by the
time of the French moralists Montaigne, Pascal, La Bruyére, La Rochefoucauld, who
emphasized the moral dimensions of human life. These thinkers referred both to reason and to
a range of sentiments. The French moralists determined the moral and emotional perspective
on humans and society. As forerunners of the French Enlightenment, they provide a strong
argument in support of Nikolov’s hypothesis. It is not coincidental that he devotes the
necessary attention to Michel de Montaigne, the thinker who made of the essay a
philosophically significant genre. But | agree with Jean Jacques Rousseau’s generalization,
quoted approvingly by Pavel Nikolov, that “whatever the moralists may say, human reason
owes much to the passions, which are generally recognized as owing much to reason: it is
namely through their action that our reason perfects itself”. The third chapter, entitled
“Enlightenment as an Ethos. The Two Discourses in History. Enlightenment during
Antiquity, the Middle Ages and the Renaissance”, presents the state of the notion of
enlightenment throughout the history of society, philosophy and culture. The author discovers
elements and theses in various doctrines and relates them to the core of the notion of being

enlightened.

I11. Assessment of the Dissertation



1. Pavel Nikolov’s dissertation is devoted to an interesting and fruitful topic, which starts
with the French Enlightenment but has an undoubted creative force in the following ages as
well. The very choice of this topic is worthy of admiration.

2. The author of the dissertation has presented and, in the course of text, grounded the
thesis that there is a balance between sentiment and reason in the texts of French
Enlightenment authors. In defending the status of equality between reason and sentiment,
Nikolov takes a stand in favor of this balance and engages in discussion with the extreme
and regressive views which he sees as based on variously interpreted, or lacking,
argumentations found in the texts of the philosophers in question.

3. The other three hypotheses have been defended appropriately, albeit more briefly. The
essential feature is that the author has offered an overview of the variants of the
Enlightenment thesis, tracing the forms of manifestation, the modes of interpretation, and the
significance of this humane construct.

4. The author of the dissertation has striven to defend his scientific goals and to present a
truly lofty image of the French Enlightenment.

5. But the rather brief presentation of the philosophy of the French authors leaves an
impression of haste and incompleteness. The text of the dissertation is somewhat short, and its

division into small paragraphs makes it readable but seemingly annotative.

CONCLUSION
Regardless of my remarks, we have before us a study informed by interest and attention to
the philosophical status of the French Enlightenment. Pavel Nikolov’s dissertation reflects
the author’s interest in the ideas of the French Enlightenment and, more specifically,
defends the thesis regarding the balance between reason and sentiment. Based on the

structure and unfolding of the author’s views, the promising and topical first hypothesis, 1
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