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3a nucepranuoHHus Tpya Ha Pocuna Jlumurposa fInkoBa, nokropant B FO3Y,

Ha Tema ,,Haka3aTre/,JHONpaBHA 3a1UMTA HA JULATA, CATHAJIU3IHPALIHU 32
KoOpynuus“
3a moJiy4aBaHe Ha oOpa3oBaTeHaTa U Hay4yHa CTENEH ,,JOKTOP B

npodecronanyo Hanpasienue 3.6. . I1paBo”
pa3paboTeHa B KaTeapara 1o myOoIrM4HONpaBHU Hayku Ha FOpuanueckus

dakynret Ha FO3VY ,,Heodut Puncku”

l. Jlanam 3a [JOKTOpaHTa, [OKTOpaHTypara, aBTopedepaTra u

nyoJuKanmunTe

Cnc 3anoBen Ha pektopa Ha FO3Y Ne 238 /2025 r. ¢bM Ha3HAUEH 32 WICH HA
HAaY4YHOTO >KypH 3a 3allliTaTa Ha AUCEPTALIMOHHHUS TPy Ha Pocuiia SIlHKoBa Ha Tema
,HakazaTrelHonpaBHa 3allMTa Ha JHIATa, CUTHAIM3WMpanM 3a kopynuusa‘. Ha
3aceaHue Ha KYPUTO CbM OIPEIEIIEH 3 PELIEH3EHT.

Joxtopantkara Pocuna flHkoBa € 3aBppuimiia  IOPUAUYECKOTO CH
oOpa3zoBanue B HoOB ObJATrapcku yHUBEPCUTET U € MNPUIOOMIIA JOMBIHUTEIIHA
CHELUUATHOCT ,,MacoBM KOMYHHUKAIIMU® B ChIIUS YHUBepcuTeT. PaboTuna e Ha
JUTHKHOCTH, U3UCKBAIIY IOPUINYECKO 00pa3oBaHue, KAKTO U B MEJIUH.

VYcnemHo ca OUau MOJIOKEHUTE MPEABUIACHUTE JOKTOPAHTCKA MUHHUMYMH.
JlokTOopaHTKara MMa TpU NYOJIMKyBaHM CTAaTUM MO TEeMara Ha JgUCEPTaIMSITA.
W3nbiHeHH ca MUHUMAJIHUTE HAIMOHAIHU M3UCKBAaHUA 3a MNpUA0OMBaHE Ha

oOpa3oBarenHaTa M Hay4yHa CTETEH ,,JIOKTOP*.



B npouenyparta no 3amurata HE ca JOMYCKaHW HapyuleHUs. Tsd HambJIHO
ChOTBETCTBa Ha H3UCKBaHMsTa Ha [IpaBuiHWKa 3a pa3BUTHE HA aKaJECMUYHUS
cberaB Ha FO3Y ,,Heodut Puncku®.

Tpyabr e Hanucan Ha H0OBp OpUAMYECKH €3UK. HauuHbT, MO KOWUTO €
pa3paboTeHa JucepTauusATa € YBJIEKATEeJIeH W MHTEPECceH, MOopaaud KOETO
npenopbuBamM na Obne um3gazeHa. Cien He3HAYyuTENHA MpepadoTka, TS Ie e
MOJIe3HA U 3a MPAKTUKATa U 33 CTYACHTHUTE 10 TIPaBo.

AHanmu3upaHa € nsnata npaBHa ypenda Ha EC mo Bempoca Ha JMnara,
MOJaBallld CUTHAIN, BCUYKA OTHOCUMHU MHCTPYMEHTH HAa MEKYHAPOJAHOTO MPABO
u npunoxxumara npaktuka Ha ECITY u ca nutupanu 61130 150 HayyHU U3TOYHUKA.

ABTOpedepaTbT TOYHO M BSAPHO NPECH3[aBa ChIbPKAHUETO HA Tpyla U
HAIPaBEHUTE HAYYHU ITPUHOCH.

JlucepTalluOHHUAT TPYyA € OpUTHMHAJIHO Tpou3BelneHue Ha Pocuia
JlumutpoBa SHKOBA.

JlokTOpaHTKaTa MpeacTaBs U TPU CTaTHM MO TEMaTa Ha JUCEPTALMOHHMS
TpyX.

1. dukora, P., (2024). [IpaBHa pamka 3a 3alUTa Ha JIUIaTa, CATHAIM3UPAIIU 32
kopynuusi. MexnayHnaponHa nonutuka, ISSN 2367-5375, bpoit 1, crp. 68-99,
CEEOL,Hanuonanen peepeHTeH CUChK.

2. Yankova, R. (2024). Mechanisms for Protection of Whistleblowers, Economis &;
Law, ISSN 2682-972X, Vol. VI, Issue II, pp. 73-82, DOI: 10.37708/el.swu.v612.6,
CrossRef, RePEc, ERIHPLUS.

3. SlukoBa, P. (2025). ,,Whistleblowers* — cbITHOCT 1 3HaUYCHHUE 110 OTHOIIICHHUE Ha
MpeBeHImsATa 1 OopOara cpeury kopynuusaTa. [IpaBo, nonutuka, agMUHUCTPALINS,
op. 1,ISSN 2367-4601, ERTHPLUS, CEEOL, Hantmonanen pegepeHTeH CIUCHK.

BbB BCsika OT cTratuuTe c€ ChABPKAT OPUTHHAIHU WU3BOJU C MPUHOCEH

Xapaxrep.



2. JlaHHM 32 JMCEePTALHUATA

HucepraunoHHUAT Tpyx € ¢ obem ot 240 crpanumu. B cTpykTypHO
OTHOUIEHUE TOU € pa3JesieH Ha YBOJ, TPH TJIaBU U 3aKIIOYCHUE.

B yBoma mokTopaHTKaTa aHamu3Wpa aKTyalHOCTTAa Ha Temara, Ompeiels
o0exkTa M MpeAMeTa Ha H3CIeIBaHE M CHU IOCTaBsl M3CIIEJOBATEICKU 3aJayu.
OcHoBHaTa i Te3a €, Ye JuIaTa, noJaBallid CUTHAIM 32 KOPYIIHS UMAT HY>KJa OT
BCce0oOXBaTHA 3aIIUTa, KOETO OM HACHPUYMIIO TSIXHATA AKTUBHOCT, KOETO HA CBOM pejl
OM CTUMYJUpPAJO U AbpPKABHUTE OpraHu B €(PEKTUBHOTO NPOTHBOJCHCTBHE Ha
KOPYIIHUSTA.

[IspBara rJiaBa e MOCBETEHA Ha CPaBHEHHUETO MEXITY
MEXIYHapOJHOIIpaBHATA, €BpoOIelcKaTa W Hal[MOHAJIHATa IpaBHa paMKa Ha
3alIUTaTa Ha JIMIATa, MOJaBallli CUTHAIM 33 KOPYMIus. AHATM3UpaHU ca BCUYKU
MEXIYHapOJIHOINIPAaBHU WHCTpyMeHTH 1o Temara whistleblowing. Ha cneasario
MSICTO, B Ta34 TJIaBa B KPUTHYECH IUIaH ca pas3riiefjaHu U akToBeTe Ha rpaBoTo Ha EC,
KOUTO MPEAOCTABAT 3allUTa Ha Te3W Juna. Hakpas, oOchieHa € U HalMOHaJIHATa
mpaBHa ypeada y Hac Karo ca HampaBeHU MPENOpbKU 3a MoJ00psBaHe Ha
OBATapCKOTO 3aKOHOIATENICTBO.

BbB BTOpaTa riaBa IOKTOpaHTKaTa pas3riexia MmpaBata U 3abJDKEHUATA Ha
JaunaTa, IMojaBalld CHUTHAIM 3a KOPYIIUS, KAaTO € YTOYHEHO IOHSTHUETO 3a
whistleblower. 3caenBanu ca KaHaJIUTE, 10 KOUTO MOTaT Ja CE€ MOJAAaBaT CUTHAJIU
3a KOPYMIMS U BHUMaHHE € OTJEJICHO Ha HAallMOHAJIHUS OpTraH, KOUTO MbPBOHAYAIIHO
npuema curHanute — KomucusaTa 3a 3ammra Ha JUYHUTE NaHHU. bux uckanm na
nojayepras aHajlM3a Ha JOKTOpaHTKaTa 3a MpOOJEeMHUTE, KOUTO BB3HHKBAT IpU
MyOJMYHOTO OTMOBECTSIBAHE HA CUTHAIMTE 3a KOPYIIIMS, KAKTO U Ha mpoliema 3a

AHOHUMHUTEC CUTHAJIN.



B Ttperara rnmaBa ca aHanu3uMpaHM MEXaHU3MHUTE 3a 3allUMTa Ha JMLATA,
MOJABAIll CUTHAJIW 3a KOPYILHMs, KaTO aKLEHTHT € B CKPUBAHETO HA TAXHATA
CaMOJIMYHOCT KAaTO HA4YMH 3a 3ala3BaHETO MM OT OTMblUIeHHWE. BHHMaHue e
OTJIEJICHO HA Bb3MOXXHOCTHUTE 33 OTMBIIEHUE B 00JIACTTa HA TPYJOBUTE OTHOIICHHUS,
B JICWCTBUS HACOYEHU KbM JIMYHOCTTA HA MOJATEI HA CUTHAIM U KbM THhPrOBCKATa
My JEWHOCT, KAakKTO M IIOJJIaraHeTO My Ha JIUCKPUMHUHALMOHHO TPETUpPAHE.
JIoKTOpaHTKara ce € crpsijia HAa MEXaHU3MUTE 32 CTUMYJIMPAHE Ha TE3U JIMLA, KaTo
€ Mpokapajga HEOOXOIMMOTO pa3rpaHUYEHUE MeXay (HUHAHCOBA IOMOIL U
¢buHaHCcOBa Harpaja. Pasrienanu ca v BBIPOCUTE HA ChACOHATA 3aIIUTA HA JINIIATA,
MO/IaBAIllM CUTHAJIM U Ha TSIXHOTO 00€31eTeHNe P NPEeThPIEHN HEOJAronpusTHA
nocieauuu. OcobeHO BHMMaHHUE € OTIEIEHO Ha CAHKUUMOHHUTE MOCIEAUIM 3a
HapyllaBaHe Ha 3aKOHA.

B 3akitouenuero ca 060011eHN U3BOJUTE B TUCEPTALIMOHHUS TPY/I.

3. HayyHu npuHOCH

CrogensiM rojiiMa 9acT OT HM3BOAMTE Ha JOKTOpPAHTKAaTa 32 MPUHOCHUTE
MOMEHTH B JUCEPTAIMOHHUS TPYJI, Taka KaKTO ca TOCOYCHHU B 3aKIFOYCHUETO HA
aBTopedepara. Ille cu mM0O3BOJSA 1a OTKPOS HAKOU OT TAX, KaTO MPEIUd TOBa OMX
WCKaJ Ja T0COoYa HSIKOJKO JIOIBIHUTEITHH OCHOBHM WM TNPUHIIUITHU TIPUHOCHH
MOMEHTA.

Ha mepBO MscTO Oux McKan qa 00bpHA BHUMaHUE HA caMusi ©300p Ha Tema.
Temara 3a mpaBHus pexxum Ha whistleblowing B cnenuduunara obmact Ha
KopynmusaTa Ha (OoHAa Ha MO-IIUPOKHUS MPEIMETEH 00XBaT Ha JEHCTBAIUSA Y HAC
3aKO0H, € C 0COOCHO 3HAUYCHHUE U TPSAOBA Ja ObJIC OLICHCHA.

MeTtoaukata Ha W3CleABaHE CHIIO MMa MPUHOCEH XapakTtep. M30panara

CTPYKTypa Ha AUCEPTALMOHHUSA TPy € TOMOTrHajia Ja ObJaT MOJJI0KEHU Ha aHAIU3



IUPOK KpbI BBIOPOCH, NPEUYNEHH IMpe3 TeMara 3a MNpPOTUBOJICUCTBUE Ha
KOpYIIHUATA.

AKTyaJlHOCTTa Ha TeéMaTa He NOJIEKU Ha CbMHEHHUE. 103U TPy, C U3BECTHO
cboOpa3sBaHe HAa KPUTHUYHHUTE OCJIEKKH, U3NI0KEHH MO-JI0JTy, ChbC CUTYPHOCT IIIe
3albJIHM peajiHa Mpa3HOTa B HallaTa HayyHa JIUTepaTypa M 1€ Npe/CTaBiisBa
MHTEpEC 3a MHUPOK KPbI' UNTATEIIH.

JIoKTOpaHTKaTa OCHOBATEIHO II0COYBA B CIIpaBKaTa 3a HAPABEHUTE HAYYHU
IIPUHOCH, Y€ € HampaBuia IbJICH W H3YEpHaTejeH aHaliu3 Ha MOHSITUETO
,whistleblower*, koeTo € HOBOCT 3a OBATAPCKOTO MPABO.

bux nmocouwsn u ymectHute i npemyioxenust de lege ferenda 3a mpomMeHu B
3akoHa 3a npasHaTta nomoul u 33JIIICITOMH, nanpaBenn cpoTBeTHO Ha €. 172 M C.
203-204.

Morar na O0bIaT MOCOYEHU W JIPYTrd MPUHOCHU MOMEHTH, HO U TE3H ca
J0CTaThYHH, 32 ]a 000CHOBAT KpaitHaTa MOJIOKUTETHA OIICHKA Ha TUCEPTAIIMOHHUS
Tpyx Ha Pocuua SlHkoBa.

OcHoBHaTa MH KpUTHYHA O€Jie)KKa € CBbp3aHa CbC 3aIVIABUETO HA
JIUCEPTALMOHHUAT Tpyl. Tol ch3/aBa BIEYATIEHUETO, Y€ OCHOBHHSAT (OKYC Ha
JUcepTalMsiTa € HaKa3aTeJHONpaBHaTa 3allUuTa Ha JMIaTa, MoAaBalll CUTHAIM 3a
Kopynuus. BchbIIHOCT, OCHOBHUST aKIIEHT € CBbp3aH C IPaBHUS PEKUM Ha JIMIIATA,
NO/aBally CUTHAJIM 33 KOPYIILMS U ChC 3alIUTATa UM 10 CIEUUAIHUS 3aKOH. ToBa
0OCTOSATEIICTBO MOXKe J1a Ob/I€ OTCTPAHEHO UJIM C YaCTUYHA MPOMSHA Ha 3aTrJIaBUETO
Npeau W3IaBaHETO Ha TpyJda, WM C IMOJCUJIIBAHE HAa HaKa3aTeJIHOIpaBHATa
TeMaTHKa B HETO.

bux uckan na mpenopbuaM Ha JOKTOpaHTKaTa Ja 3acuiu crenuduyHarta
apryMeHTalusi Ha U3BOJAMTE CH MO OTHOIIeHHE Ha Kopymnuuara. Cera paborara

OCTaBs BICYATIICHUCTO, Y€ TEMATA 3a KOPYIILHUATA HA MOMCHTH CC € 3ary6HJ1a B



oOmIMst aHaIM3 Ha 3aKOHA 3a 3alllMTa Ha JINLATA, [101aBallld CUTHAIN WX ITyOIMYHO
OIOBECTSBAIIM HHPOpPMaLIUS 3a HAPYLICHUS.
Hsmam npyru KpUTHYHU O€JIEKKH KbM JUCEPTALMOHHUS TPYJl, KOUTO OHnxa

CC OTPA3UJIM Ha HAIIPAaBCHUSA I10-40J1y U3BO.

4. 3akiouenue

B 3akiroyeHue, HANMCAHOTO IO-TOPE M€ MOTMBHpA Ja IMpeioka Ha
Hay4YHOTO XypHu Jaa aazae Ha Pocuna SlHkoBa oOpa3zoBaTenHaTa U HaydyHa CTEICH
,»JJOKTOP”’ 110 TIPaBO, Thi KATO MPEACTABEHUSAT OT HEs JUCEPTALIMOHEH TPY/1 Ha TeEMa
,HaKazareJlHonpaBHa 3alluTa Ha JIMIAaTa, CUTHAJIU3UPAIHY 32 KOPYILIHS ' TOKpHUBA
M3UCKBAHUATA HA 3aKOHA 3a PAa3BUTHE HA aKaJ€MHYHUA CbCTaB U Ha [IpaBuiHuka

3a pa3BUTHE Ha akajgeMu4Hus cheraB Ha FO3Y . Heodut Puncku®.

yii-.kop. npod. bopuc Bemnues, 1.10.H.



1. Information about the Doctoral Candidate, the PhD Program, the Abstract, and the
Publications

By Order No. 238 /2025 of the Rector of the South-West University "Neofit Rilski," I
have been appointed as a member of the academic jury for the defense of the doctoral
dissertation of Rositsa Dimitrova Yankova, titled "Criminal Law Protection of Whistleblowers
Reporting Corruption.”" At the jury meeting, I was assigned the role of reviewer.

The doctoral candidate, Rositsa Yankova, completed her legal education at New
Bulgarian University and obtained an additional specialization in "Mass Communications" at the
same university. She has worked in positions requiring legal education, as well as in the media
sector.

She has successfully passed the required doctoral minimums. The doctoral candidate has
published three articles on the dissertation topic. The minimum national requirements for
acquiring the educational and scientific degree "Doctor" have been fulfilled.

No procedural violations were committed during the defense process. The procedure fully
complies with the Regulations for the Development of the Academic Staff of South-West
University "Neofit Rilski."

The dissertation is written in good legal language. The manner in which the dissertation
is developed is engaging and interesting; therefore, I recommend it for publication. After minor
revisions, it will be valuable both for legal practice and for law students.

The dissertation analyzes the entire legal framework of the European Union regarding
whistleblowers, all relevant international legal instruments, and the applicable case law of the

European Court of Human Rights, citing nearly 150 scientific sources.

The abstract accurately and faithfully reflects the content of the dissertation and the
identified scientific contributions.

The dissertation is an original work by Rositsa Dimitrova Yankova.
The doctoral candidate also presents three articles related to the dissertation topic:
1. Yankova, R. (2024). Legal Framework for the Protection of Whistleblowers. International

Politics, ISSN 2367-5375, Issue 1, pp. 68-99, CEEOL, National Reference List.

2. Yankova, R. (2024). Mechanisms for Protection of Whistleblowers, Economics & Law, ISSN
2682-972X, Vol. VI, Issue II, pp. 73-82, DOI: 10.37708/el.swu.v6i2.6, CrossRef, RePEc,



ERIHPLUS.

3. Yankova, R. (2025). "Whistleblowers" — Nature and Importance in the Context of the
Prevention and Fight Against Corruption. Law, Politics, Administration, Issue 1, ISSN 2367-
4601, ERIHPLUS, CEEOL, National Reference List.

Each article contains original conclusions with a contribution to the field.
2. Information about the Dissertation

The dissertation consists of 240 pages. Structurally, it is divided into an introduction,
three chapters, and a conclusion.

In the introduction, the doctoral candidate analyzes the relevance of the topic, defines the
object and subject of the research, and sets research tasks. Her main thesis is that individuals
reporting corruption require comprehensive protection, which would encourage their activity
and, in turn, stimulate state authorities to more effectively combat corruption.

The first chapter is dedicated to a comparison of the international, European, and national
legal frameworks for the protection of whistleblowers. All international legal instruments
regarding whistleblowing are analyzed. The chapter critically examines EU legal acts providing
protection to whistleblowers. Finally, the national legal framework in Bulgaria is discussed,
along with recommendations for improving Bulgarian legislation.

In the second chapter, the doctoral candidate examines the rights and obligations of
whistleblowers, clarifying the concept of a whistleblower. Reporting channels for corruption are
studied, with special attention given to the national authority initially receiving the reports—the
Commission for Personal Data Protection. I would like to emphasize the analysis of the
challenges associated with the public disclosure of reports and the issue of anonymous reporting.

The third chapter analyzes mechanisms for the protection of whistleblowers, with
emphasis on maintaining the confidentiality of their identity to safeguard them from retaliation.
The chapter discusses potential retaliation in the context of labor relations, actions directed
against the personality of the whistleblower, and their business activities, as well as exposure to
discriminatory treatment. The candidate examines mechanisms for incentivizing whistleblowers,
appropriately distinguishing between financial assistance and financial rewards. Issues
concerning judicial protection and compensation for adverse consequences suffered by
whistleblowers are also analyzed. Special attention is paid to the sanctions for violations of the
law.

In the conclusion, the main findings of the dissertation are summarized.

3. Scientific Contributions



I share the majority of the candidate’s conclusions regarding the scientific contributions
presented in the conclusion of the abstract. I will highlight some of them and will also point out a
few additional fundamental contributions.

First, I would like to emphasize the choice of topic. Focusing on the legal regime of
whistleblowing specifically in the context of corruption, against the broader subject scope of the
existing Bulgarian legislation, is of particular significance and deserves recognition.

The research methodology also has a contributory character. The chosen structure of the
dissertation has enabled the analysis of a broad range of issues through the lens of corruption
prevention.

The relevance of the topic is unquestionable. This work, subject to addressing certain
critical remarks outlined below, will undoubtedly fill a real gap in the Bulgarian scientific
literature and will be of interest to a wide range of readers.

The doctoral candidate correctly points out in the list of scientific contributions that she
provides a full and exhaustive analysis of the concept of "whistleblower," which is a novelty in
Bulgarian law.

I would also highlight her appropriate de lege ferenda proposals for amendments to the
Legal Aid Act and the Act on the Protection of Persons Reporting or Publicly Disclosing
Information about Violations, made respectively on pp. 172 and 203-204.

Other scientific contributions could also be pointed out, but those mentioned are
sufficient to justify a positive overall evaluation of Rositsa Yankova's dissertation.

My main critical remark concerns the title of the dissertation. It creates the impression
that the primary focus is on the criminal law protection of whistleblowers, while the actual
emphasis is on the overall legal regime and their protection under the special law. This could be
addressed either by partially modifying the title before the dissertation is published or by further
strengthening the criminal law aspects within the work.

I would also recommend that the doctoral candidate strengthen the specific
argumentation of her conclusions regarding corruption. Currently, at times, the topic of
corruption seems to be somewhat lost within the broader analysis of the Act on the Protection of
Whistleblowers and Public Disclosure of Violations.

I have no other critical remarks regarding the dissertation that would affect the conclusion made
below.

4. Conclusion
In conclusion, based on the above, I propose that the academic jury award Rositsa

Yankova the educational and scientific degree of "Doctor" of Law, as her dissertation on
"Criminal Law Protection of Whistleblowers Reporting Corruption" meets the requirements of



the Law on the Development of the Academic Staff in the Republic of Bulgaria and the
Regulations for the Development of the Academic Staff of the South-West University "Neofit
Rilski."



REVIEW

by Corresponding Member, Prof. Boris Vladimirov Velchev, DSc. — Lecturer at Sofia University
“St. Kliment Ohridski”,

Regarding the dissertation of Rositsa Dimitrova Yankova, PhD candidate at the South-West
University “Neofit Rilski”,

titled “Criminal law protection of the persons reporting corruption”,
for the acquisition of the educational and scientific degree ‘Doctor’
in the professional field 3.6. Law

1. Data about the doctoral candidate, the doctorate, the abstract, and the publications

By the order No. 238 / 2025 of the Rector of the South-West University “Neofit Rilski” (SWU), I
was appointed as a member of the scientific jury for the defense of the dissertation of Rositsa
Yankova on the topic “Criminal law protection of the persons reporting corruption”. During the
first meeting of the scientific jury, I was designated as a reviewer.

The doctoral candidate Rositsa Yankova completed her legal education at the New Bulgarian
University and acquired an additional specialization in Mass Communications at the same
university. Till now she has worked in positions requiring legal education, as well as in the media
sector.

The required doctoral minimum exams were successfully completed. The doctoral candidate has
three published articles on the topic of the dissertation. The minimum national requirements for
obtaining the educational and scientific degree ‘Doctor’ have been met.

No violations were committed during the defense procedure. It fully complies with the
requirements of the Internal Rules for the Development of the Academic Staff in SWU “Neofit
Rilski”.

The work is written in a good legal style. The manner in which the dissertation was developed is
captivating and interesting, which is why I recommend it for publication. After minor revisions, it
will be useful both in practice and for law students.

The entire legal framework of the EU regarding whistleblowers, all relevant international law
instruments, and applicable case-law of the European Court of Human Rights (ECtHR) have been
analyzed, with nearly 150 academic sources cited.



The abstract accurately and faithfully reflects the content of the work and the scientific
contributions made. The dissertation is an original work by Rositsa Dimitrova Yankova. The
doctoral candidate also presents three articles on the topic of the dissertation:

1. SnxoBa, P., (2024). IlpaBHa pamka 3a 3alMTa Ha JIHIATA, CUTHATU3UPAIIN 32 KOPYTIIIHS.
Mexnynapoana nonutuka, ISSN 2367-5375, bpoit 1, ctp. 68-99, CEEOL, Hamumonanen
pedepeHTeH CITUCHK.

2. Yankova, R. (2024). Mechanisms for Protection of Whistleblowers, Economis &; Law,ISSN
2682-972X, Vol. VI, Issue II, pp. 73-82, DOI: 10.37708/el.swu.v6i2.6, CrossRef,RePEc, ERIH
PLUS.

3. SlakoBa, P. (2025). ,,Whistleblowers — chIIHOCT ¥ 3Ha4YE€HHE 110 OTHOIIIEHUE HA TIPEBEHIIUATA
u Oopbarta cpemy kopymuusra. [IpaBo, momuTuka, agmuHuctpamus, op. 1,ISSN 2367-4601,
ERIHPLUS, CEEOL, HannonaseH peepeHTeH CIUCHK.

In each of the articles, original conclusions with a contributory character are included.

2. Data about the dissertation

The dissertation consists of 240 pages. Structurally, it is divided into an introduction, three
chapters, and a conclusion.

In the introduction, the doctoral candidate analyzes the relevance of the topic, defines the object
and field of the research, and sets research objectives. Her main thesis is that whistleblowers
require comprehensive protection, which would encourage their activity and, in turn, stimulate
state authorities to effectively combat corruption.

The first chapter focuses on a comparison of the international, European, and national legal
frameworks for the protection of whistleblowers. All international legal instruments on the topic
of whistleblowing are analyzed. Furthermore, the EU legal acts providing protection for such
individuals are critically reviewed. Finally, the national legal framework is discussed, with
recommendations for improving Bulgarian legislation.

In the second chapter, the doctoral candidate examines the rights and obligations of
whistleblowers, clarifying the concept of a whistleblower. The channels through which corruption
reports can be submitted are studied, and attention is given to the national authority initially
receiving the reports - the Commission for Personal Data Protection. The candidate’s analysis of
the issues arising from the public disclosure of corruption reports, as well as the problem of
anonymous reports, is worth highlighting.

The third chapter analyzes mechanisms for protecting whistleblowers, emphasizing the
concealment of their identity as a way to safeguard them from retaliation. Attention is paid to
possible retaliation in the realm of labor relations, actions targeting the whistleblower personally
and their business activities, as well as discriminatory treatment. The candidate discusses



mechanisms for encouraging whistleblowers, drawing a necessary distinction between financial
assistance and financial rewards. Questions about judicial protection and compensation for
whistleblowers who have suffered adverse consequences are also explored. Particular attention is
given to the sanctions for violating the law.

In the conclusion the findings of the dissertation are summarized.
3. Scientific contributions

I share many of the conclusions made by the doctoral candidate regarding the contributions of the
dissertation, as stated in the abstract’s text. However, I would like to emphasize several additional
fundamental and principal contributions.

First, I would highlight the choice of topic itself. The legal regime of whistleblowing in the specific
context of corruption, against the backdrop of the broader scope of the existing law in our country,
is of particular importance and must be acknowledged.

The research methodology is also contributory in nature. The chosen structure of the dissertation
has enabled the analysis of a wide range of issues through the lens of anti-corruption.

The relevance of the topic is beyond doubt. This work, with some consideration of the critical
remarks outlined below, will undoubtedly fill a real gap in our scientific literature and will be of
interest to a wide range of readers.

The doctoral candidate rightly points out in her reference to the scientific contributions made that
she has conducted a complete and exhaustive analysis of the ‘whistleblower’ concept, which is a
novelty for Bulgarian law.

I would also note her well-grounded proposals de lege ferenda for amendments to the Legal Aid
Act and the Law on Protection of Individuals Reporting or Publicly Disclosing Violations, made
respectively on pages 172 and 203-204.

Other contributions can be pointed out, but these are sufficient to substantiate the final positive
evaluation of Rositsa Yankova’s dissertation.

My main critical remark concerns the title of the dissertation. It creates the impression that the
primary focus of the dissertation is the criminal law protection of whistleblowers. In fact, the main
emphasis is on the legal regime of whistleblowers and their protection under the special law. This
issue could be resolved either by making a partial change to the title prior to the publication of the
work, or by strengthening the criminal law theme in the dissertation.



I would recommend that the doctoral candidate enhance the specific argumentation of her
conclusions regarding corruption. At present, the work gives the impression that the topic of
corruption has, at times, been overshadowed by the general analysis of the Law on the Protection
of Individuals Reporting or Publicly Disclosing Violations.

I have no other critical remarks about the dissertation that would affect the conclusion below.
4. Conclusion

In conclusion, based on the abovementioned, I am motivated to recommend to the scientific jury
Rositsa Yankova to be awarded the educational and scientific degree of ‘Doctor’ in the field of
law, as her dissertation on the topic “Criminal law protection of the persons reporting corruption”
meets the requirements of the Academic Staff Development Act and the Internal Rules for the
Development of the Academic Staff in SWU “Neofit Rilski”.

Corr. Member Prof. Boris Velchev, DSc.
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