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Hucepranmonnust Tpyn Ha [laBen HwukoioB ce BmmcBa B elHA OT HAaW-CKOPO
KOHCTUTYHpAJHTE ce 001acTu Ha GruinocodckoTo ThpceHe — punocodus Ha 4yBCTBATA, U C TOBA
JMICePTAlMOHHUS TPYA MOXKe J1a ObJie pasriieiaH KaTo CIOHTaHeH OTrOBOp Ha oopMuius ce B
20. romuau Ha 21. ¢umocodceku ayx. 3aToBa W Te3ara, 3ammraBaHa oT I1. Hukonos, e Taka
MPOBOKATHBHA M 3a0CTPEHA, HO TOBa € ChBpEMEHHA PE(IICKCHs, OT MO3MIIMUTE HA HOBUTE
BB3TJIeU Ha 21. KbM HE MMO-MaJIKO OcTpaTa Te3a Ha XopkxaiMmep u AJopHO oT cpenata Ha 20.
Bek 3a [IpocBenieHneTo KaTto ernoxa Ha KOHCTHTyHpaHe Ha MojepHus pasyM. I1. Huxomnos ce
M3IPaBs CPEILy eIMH BB3IPHUET KaTo IMOCTYy AT BB puiocopusiTa Tezuc 3a [IpocBeriennero Ha
CTpaHaTa €JUHCTBEHO Ha MHCTPYMEHTAIHUS Pa3yM M CE IOCBEIIaBa B CBOETO M3CIIEABAHE HA
apryMeHTHpaHe Ha Te3aTa 3a OalaHcWpaHara Mo3uIMs Ha DpEeHCKHUTE NMPOCBETUTENH, IO-
CTIEIIMATHO, 32 OTHOIIICHHETO Ha pa3yMa M 4yBCcTBaTa. ToBa HauWHAHKE JOKTOPAHTHT BIKIA U
KaTo 3aJI0T 3a MO-PEeaTMCTUYHO U OCBOOOAECHO OT CTEPEOTUITN3AIMS IPEACTAaBIHE HA CUCTEMaTa
OT BB3TJIEIH 32 IPHPO/IaTa U YOBEKa B TaKa JTFOOOMUTHUS epro Ha OPEeHCKOTO MPOCBEIICHHE.

Huceprarmusita € B 06em ot 175 cTpanuiiy, ¢ u3noia3Banu W3TOUHUIM 104, OT KOUTO Ha
Obnrapckn e3uk 88, Ha natmHWma 16. PasrepHara € B yBOA, TpW TJIaBH, 3aKJIFOYCHUE.
[MpuBenenn ca wu3uepnaresneH Opoil W3TOYHWIM HA LEHTpPATHHTE (QHUIOCOPH, KOHTO ca
MUTHPAHH WM aHAIM3UPAHU KOPEKTHO, MPHUBEACH € W TMO-IIUPOK KPbr OT (uiaocodceku
TEMaTHYHH 30HH, KaTO YeCTO BB3TJIECIUTEe Ha MpUBEACHUTE (MIocodu ca MpeIcTaBeH! I0-
obmo, Oe3 neraiinm OT TexHHTe chbuMHeHHs. [I. HUKOIOB neMOHCTpupa MO3HaBaHE W
OCMUCIISTHE Ha KOHIIETIIIHUTE Ha (PPEHCKHUTE MPOCBEMICHCKN (PHIIOCOPH U OTIUYHA €3MKOBA U

¢unocodcka KyaTypa ¥ CTUI.



[IepBaTa rinaBa KOHCTpyHpa HoOBara Te3a, npemioxkeHa ot IlaBen Hwukonos, 3a
3HAYMMOCTTA Ha YyBCTBaTa M CTPACTUTE KAaTO JOPH Bojela npobdiemaruka npu OpeHckure
MIPOCBETUTENH, KOETO e O4YepTae oOIus OOJIMK Ha TSAXHATa MPOCBEIIEHCKa Iardopma —
ThPCEHE Ha pellenTa U BU3US 3a YOBEILKHS KUBOT B €HA Hail-noOpa 3a 4yoBeKa peayn3alus,
KoeTo 1ie u3Bene te3ara Ha I[laBen HukoiIOB 3a CBIIMHCKMS XyMaHU3bM U YMEPEHOCT Ha
uneute Ha OpeHcKuTe NPOCBETUTENU. A TOBA BJIM3a HAUCTHHA B IPOTUBOPEUNE C U3pa3eHaTa
oT AntopHo U XopkxaiMmep Te3a 3a nHcnupupanute ot [IpocBelnieHneTo nexyManu3anus 1 KyaT
KbM pa3yma, pe3yJdTHpalHd B MO-KbCHUTE enoxu. I[IbpBaTta rmaBa u3Bexkaa M apryMeHTHpa
nopeauia oT sSCHO (GOopMyJIHpaHU Te3W B OIMO3UIMS HAa KOHIEMUHUATAa Ha XOpKxaiMmep U
AJIOpHO: 32 MHCTPYMEHTAJIU3UPAHETO U XETEMOHU3UPAHETO Ha pa3yMa, 3a MPOCBEUICHCKUS
KYJIT KbM YHCIIOTO M OOIIO KbM MaTeMaTHKaTa KaTo BOJEIIA HayKa, 32 HEMPU3HABAHETO U 3a
HUXHWJIMPAIIOTO OTHOILIIEHHE KbM cTpacTuTe U uyBcTBata. ll. HukonoB ybenurenHo usBexaa
apryMeHTalnus B I0J3a Ha OTXBBHPJSHETO HA TE3W BB3IJIEAU CHEHHaTHO 3a (PpeHCKUTe
npocBeruTeny. OTIMYHO BIEYATIEHME OCTaBs IIOJIATAaHETO HAa TEXHUTE BB3TJIEAU B IIO-
IMpOKaTa paMKa Ha MPEeTHOBOBpeMCcKHTE (puinocodu, mo-crenuanno Monren u [lackan, kato
TYK OCTaBa BBIPOCHT 3a PA3MO0JIATaHETO HA IMPOCBETUTEIICKUTE BB3TJEAN B OTHOLICHHE KbM
HayajilHaTa HOBOBpeMcKa (punocodcka TeMaTuka, U TO CHEIHAIHO CIPSAMO Boaeuus (peHCKU
¢unocod ot ToBa Bpeme — Pene Jlekapt, KakTo U CIPSMO OCTAHAIUTE CUIITHU IPOCBETUTEIICKH
IIKOJIM, KOETO JIOHSIKBJE € HalpaBeHO B CPAaBHEHHUE C aHITIMHCKOTO IpocBenieHue u Tosa [l
Huko:0B 11e cieBa B TOCTPOSIBAHETO Ha AMCEpTAIUATa, HO JTUIICBA pediekcus U CpaBHEHUE
C MPEJCTAaBUTEIUTE HA HEMCKOTO IpOcBelleHne. TyK IIe IOCTaBsl MUTaHE KbM JIOKTOpaHTa —
KO€ IIPOBOKHpa TOYHO TOBa pa3BUTHE Ha OPEHCKOTO MPOCBEIIEHUE, 3a pa3jiuKa, HanpuMmep,
CIPSIMO aHTJIUHCKOTO M HEMCKOTO, U TO clie]] KaTo PpeHckara ¢punocodus Ha HoBoTo Bpeme €
Jana eHa OT Hal-CHIHUTE GUI0COPCKHU TIaTGOPMHU B JIUIIETO Ha palliOHATH3MA.

Bropara rmaBa mpeacTaBsi X0l Ha JI0Ope MOCTPOEHA apryMEHTAIlUs Mpe3 OCHOBHUTE
KOHUEMNIMHU Ha IJIaBHUTE MpecTaBuTeNN Ha OPEeHCKOTO MPOCBEIIEHUE, C €IHO U3KIIOUEHHE —
pp3rieauTe Ha JI. Xrom. KoHuenmuure 3a possita Ha CTpacTUTE M YyBCTBaTa B JKMBOTA Ha
YOBEKA, 32 OTHOIIEHUETO KbM pa3yMa U MO3HAHUETO ca Mperielanu npe3 Bb3rienure Ha [llapin
10 MoHnTeckbo, @pancoa Bonrep, XKan-XKak Pyco, Knox Xenseunii, [Ton Xonb6ax, Kynuen
1w0 Jlamerpu, Jlenu Auapo. OuepraBar ce 0COOCHO XapaKTepPHU OCHOBHU TEMATU3ALMHU B TO3U
usrpazen ot I1. HukomnoB uHTepeceH, 106pe ocMUCIIEH, TOHIKbBAE KPAThK, aHAIU3 U Mperies
HaKyl Ha BB3TJIEAUTE HA PPEHCKUTE MPOCBETUTENIN: HHTEPIPETUPAHETO HA TTO3HAHUETO Ipe3
9yBCTBAaTa W CTPACTUTE, KPUTHUKATA HA 3aBApEHUTE M CXOJIACTUYHHU, U MeTaPU3NYECKU

BB3IJICAU Ha €110XaTa, COUAIHO 3a0CTPCHUTEC IIPOCKTHU Ha (I)peHCKI/ITC IMPOCBCTUTCIIU C O6U.IOTO



M3JIbYBAHE HA €/IMH HJIal 3a YOBELIKH )KUBOT, IOCBETEH HA IIACTHETO HA YOBEKA B YMEPEH,
CKPOMEH, IIOCBETEH Ha JIMYHO YCHBBPIICHCTBAHE U THPCEHE HA CMUCIIEHO MO3HAHHUE U TPYH
U3BBPBAH JKUTEHCKU NBT. TO3M AMCKYypC, 3ajarain] Ha 4yBCTBEHaTa U CETHBHA CTpaHa Ha
4yoBeKa, Ha OajlaHca Ha YyBCTBaTa M pa3ymMa B XYMAaHHCTUYHO, €CTECTBEHO IpUEeMaHe U
pa3zbupane 3a 4OBeKa, C MPOCKTUPAHETO Ha JOOPOAECTETUTE U LIEUTE U MpeAHa3HAYEHUETO Ha
YOBeKa B ITBJTHOTA HA HEroBaTa mpupoa u 3anoxowu, [1. Hukonos me usBene karo ,,eToc” Ha
eroxaTra, U TO CIIELUAIHO KaTo ,,JIPOCBETUTEICKU €TOC, KOETO € €IAMH OT ChLUIMHCKUTE
MIPUHOCHU MOMEHTH Ha TUCEPTALUOHHUSA TPY/.

Tperara rmaBa u3aura €CeHUMsTA Ha 3asBEHATa Te3a — 3a HAJIMYUE Ha CIELHUAJICH
,IpocBeTuTesicku eToc™, kakto [1. HukoioB ro nedmHupa, BbB BCSIKa €OXa U KaTO BTPEIHA,
3aKOHOMEpPHA YacT Ha BCSKa HCTOPHYECKH CIIOXKHJIIA ce eroxa BB (punocodcekoro pazsurue. I1.
HukonoB aprymeHnTHpa Te€3aTa cu C pa3iekJaHe Ha Bb3IJIEAUTE Ha MPEACTABUTENN HA TaKbB
etoc npe3 punocodekure enoxu: Enukyp, byna, Mon Xannyn, x. bpyno u k. Iluko gena
Mupannona, ®oiiepdbax. OcBeH ¢ HAUCTUHA TEMOHCTPUPAHUTE OJIU3KU TE3U HA TIPEACTABEHUTE
¢mnocopu ¢ KakBO Ce€ XapaKTepU3Upa H3IU3aHETO Ha TaKbB IPOCBETUTEICKH €TOC B
Pa3BUTHETO HA CHOTBETHATA €110Xa, MMa JIM Napajielid MeXay Te3u guiocodu, koeTo ohopMam
KaTo MUTaHe KbM JOKTOPAHTAa M OCOOEHO TYK C KaKBO c€ OTJIHYaBa eTochT Ha DpeHCKOTO
IIPOCBELICHUE B TOpEeU30pOEHUTE IMPOSBICHUS HA IPOCBETUTEICKUS €TOC B XOJa Ha
¢unocodckute enoxu?

[IpencraBenusT aBTOpedepar oTroBaps Ha aucepranusara. Hsmam cbhbBMeCTHH
nyOJMKanuu ¢ JokropaHTa. ChriiacHa CbM € IPUHOCHUTE MOMEHTH Ha JUCEPTALMOHHUS TPY.
[IpencraBeH e oT4eT 3a AUCEPTALMOHHMS TPYyJA 3a MpOBEpKa C aHTHUIUIArHaT cHcTeMara
TypHUTHH 3HAYUTENHO MO JOMYCTUMATa CTOMHOCT.

[Tpensu MHOBaTUBHUTE TE€3M U TAXHOTO yOEIUTENHO apryMEHTHpaHe M U3rpajeHara
IUIOCTHA BU3US W TIperiie] BbB Bb3renuTe Ha ¢uiocodure or enoxara Ha DpeHCKOTO
MIPOCBELICHHE, PeaTU3UpaHy ¢ OTIIMYHA €3MKOBa U puiiocodcka KyiaTypa B JUcCepTalusaTa Ha
I1. Hukosnos, me rinacyBam ,,3A“ NmpUCHXKIaHETO Ha OoOpa3oBaTelHATa U Hay4yHa CTENEH
YAokmop* Ha I1laBen HukomnoB 3a Herosarta nuceprauus Ha Tema: ,,Omuowienuemo pazym —

uyecmea 6 enoxama Ha (Dpencxomo npoceemenue“.

26.04.2025 1.
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Pavel Nikolov’s dissertation fits into one of the most recently constituted areas of
philosophical research — philosophy of emotions, and thus the dissertation can be considered as
a spontaneous response to the philosophical spirit that took shape in the 20s of the 21st century.
That is why the thesis defended by P. Nikolov is so provocative and pointed, but this is a
contemporary reflection, from the positions of the new views of the 21st century to the no less
sharp thesis of Horkheimer and Adorno from the mid-20th century about the Enlightenment as
an era of the constitution of modern reason. P. Nikolov confronts a thesis about the
Enlightenment on the side of instrumental reason alone, which has been accepted as a postulate
in philosophy, and devotes his research to arguing the thesis about the balanced position of the
French Enlightenment, in particular, about the relationship between reason and emotions. P.
Nikolov also sees this undertaking as a pledge for a more realistic and stereotype-free
presentation of the system of views on nature and man in the so curious period of the French
Enlightenment.

The dissertation is 175 pages long, with 104 sources used, of which 88 in Bulgarian, 16
in Latin. It is divided into an introduction, three chapters, and a conclusion. An exhaustive
number of sources of the central philosophers are cited, which are quoted and analyzed
correctly, a wider range of philosophical thematic areas is also viewed, and often the views of
the cited philosophers are presented more generally, without details from their works. P.
Nikolov demonstrates knowledge and understanding of the concepts of the French
Enlightenment philosophers and excellent linguistic and philosophical culture and style.

The first chapter constructs the new thesis proposed by Pavel Nikolov, about the
significance of emotions and passions as even a leading issue in the French Enlightenment,

which will outline the general appearance of their enlightenment platform —a search for a recipe



and vision for human life in a best realization for man, which will lead to Pavel Nikolov’s thesis
about the true humanism and moderation of the ideas of the French Enlightenment. And this
really contradicts the thesis expressed by Adorno and Horkheimer about the dehumanization
and cult of reason inspired by the Enlightenment, which resulted in later eras. The first chapter
brings out and argues a series of clearly formulated theses in opposition to the concept of
Horkheimer and Adorno: about the instrumentalization and hegemonization of reason, about
the Enlightenment cult of number and mathematics in general as a leading science, about the
non-recognition and the nihilistic attitude towards passions and emotions. P. Nikolov
convincingly argues in favor of rejecting these views specifically for the French Enlightenment.
An excellent impression is left by the placement of their views in the broader framework of pre-
modern philosophers, in particular Montaigne and Pascal, and here the question remains of the
placement of Enlightenment views in relation to the initial modern philosophical theme, and
especially in relation to the leading French philosopher of that time — Rene Descartes, as well
as in relation to the other powerful Enlightenment schools, which has been somewhat done in
comparison with the English Enlightenment, which P. Nikolov will follow in the construction
of the dissertation, but there is no reflection and comparison with the representatives of the
German Enlightenment. Here | will pose a question to the doctoral student — what provoked
this development of the French Enlightenment, in contrast, for example, to the English and
German, and this after the French philosophy of the Early Modern Age has provided one of the
strongest philosophical platforms in the face of rationalism.

The second chapter presents a course of well-constructed argumentation through the
main concepts of the main representatives of the French Enlightenment, with one exception —
the views of D. Hume. The concepts of the role of passions and emotions in human life, of the
attitude towards reason and knowledge are reviewed through the views of Charles de
Montesquieu, Frangois Voltaire, Jean-Jacques Rousseau, Claude Helvetius, Paul Holbach,
Julien de La Mettiére, Denis Diderot. Particularly characteristic main thematizations are
outlined in this one built by P. Nikolov interesting, well-thought-out, somewhat brief, analysis
and overview of the views of the French Enlightenment: the interpretation of knowledge
through emotions and passions, the criticism of the established scholastic and metaphysical
views of the era, the socially sharpened projects of the French Enlightenment with the general
emission of an ideal for human life, dedicated to the happiness of man in a moderate, modest,
dedicated to personal improvement and the search for meaningful knowledge and labor,
projection of life path. This discourse, relying on the emotional, passionate and sensual side of

man, on the balance of emotions and reason in a humanistic, natural acceptance and



understanding of man, with the projection of the virtues and goals and the purpose of man in
the fullness of their nature and endowments, P. Nikolov will bring out as the “ethos” of the era,
and specifically as the “ethos of the Enlightenment”, which is one of the true contributing
moments of the dissertation work.

The third chapter raises the essence of the stated thesis — about the presence of a special
“enlightenment ethos”, as P. Nikolov defines it, in every era and as an internal, natural part of
every historically established era in philosophical development. P. Nikolov argues his thesis by
examining the views of representatives of such an ethos throughout the philosophical eras:
Epicurus, Buddha, Ibn Khaldun, J. Bruno and J. Pico della Mirandola, Feuerbach. In addition
to the truly demonstrated close theses of the presented philosophers, what characterizes the
emergence of such an enlightenment ethos in the development of the respective era, are there
parallels between these philosophers, which | formulate as a question to the doctoral student
and especially here, what distinguishes the ethos of the French Enlightenment from the above-
listed manifestations of the enlightenment ethos in the course of the philosophical eras?

The presented summary corresponds to the dissertation. | have no co-author publications
with P. Nikolov. | agree with the contributions of the dissertation. A report on the dissertation
was submitted for checking with the anti-plagiarism system Turnitin, significantly below the
acceptable value.

Given the innovative theses and their convincing argumentation and the built-up overall
vision and overview of the conceptions of the philosophers of the era of the French
Enlightenment, realized with excellent linguistic and philosophical culture in the dissertation
of P. Nikolov, I will vote with “YES” for acquisition the educational and scientific degree
“Doctor” to Pavel Nikolov for his dissertation: “The Relationship between Reason and

Emotions in the Era of the French Enlightenment”.

26.04.2025

Assoc. Prof. Dr. Silviya Kristeva
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