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Huceptanmonnust Tpya Ha Jlanuwena J[paneBa moctaBs BBB (¢GoKyca Ha
M3CJIEJOBATEIICKUS aHAIM3 LIEHTPaJIHa TeMa OT MOJIeTO Ha (uinocodusara - BBIPOCHT 3a TOBA
KakBO € Hayka. McropuyeckaTa MOJOKEHOCT Ha HesTa 32 MOJEpHAaTa Hayka B oOlacTTa Ha
¢dbunocodusiTa U MO-KOHKPETHO B padotute Ha Jlekapt u JlaliOHUII, € BakHA OTIpaBHA TOYKA
3a CHBPEMEHHUTE aHAJIW3M, HW3CJIEeABAIIM KAaKBO € Haykata nHec. [lo To3um HaumH
JUCEPTAMOHHUAT TPYH AEMOHCTpUpa aKTyaJIHOCTTa HAa TeMara JHEC, KaKTO U poisiTa U
3HaueHHneTo Ha (GrrocodCKUTe MUTAHUS 32 ChbBpEMEHHTa Hayka. BsB BwBenenue (ctp. 4-5)
JTUCEPTAaHTHT APTYMEHTHpPA HWHTEpeca CH KbM IMpoOJieMaTHKara IMpe3 sCHO JepuHHpaHa
000CHOBKA B TPH MYHKTa: HEOOXOMUMOCT OT GUI0COPCKU aHANIU3 Ha MOHSATHETO 32 MOJIEpPHA
HayKa; U3BeXJaHe Ha pa3dupanHero 3a Metadpuszuuno npu Jexkapt u JlalOuun u
CHBPEMEHHUTE CIeNU(DHUKN MPU CBETOBHUTE W3CIeABaHUS, (Hrumocodcka PeKOHCTPYKITUS Ha
TEXHUTE HJICU 10 OTHOIICHHE HA HAayKaTa M 3HAYCHHUETO UM 3a Pa3BUTHETO Ha ChBPEMEHHATA
Hayka. B paMkuTe Ha Ta3W 4acT OT JUCEpTalUsATa Ce U3KA3BT SICHM OCHOBHA T€3a, XMIIOTE3a,
O0EKT Ha HM3CIIEIBAHETO, MPEAMET Ha W3CJECIBAHETO, IeNIM M 3aJa4l KaKTO U METOHOJIOTHS
(cTp. 5-6).

Jlucepranusita CTPyKTYpPHO € pasrbpHaTa B CIEAHHUTE IVIaBH, maparpadu u noxamnaparpadu:

Boeenenune, [IvpBa masa ¢ 5-et maparpada u nmogmaparpadu xksM TX (ctp.10-157), ['masa



BTOpa ¢ 6-cT maparpada u noamaparpadu keM TIX (cTp, 158-265), 3axmouenue, Hayunu
npuHocH, [lyonukaruu, bubnmuorpadus u e ¢ o6em ot 290 cTpanuIy.

[IppBa r1aBa BbBEXk1a MPOOIEMa Ha TUCEPTAIMATA MPEe3 KOHCTAaTUPAHETO HA TEHICHIUATA 32
OTTJIACKBaHE OT HJEUTE, LEHTPAIHU 3a PEIUTHMO3HUS JAOrMaTU3bM U IMOCTPOSBAaHE HAa HOB
WJIeeH IIEHThP CUTYHPaH OKojo (¢uiocodckute uaeu 3a 3Hanue npe3 X VIL. OcHoBHa 3amaya
peaM3upaHa B Ta3u IVIaBa € M3CJIEBaHE HA OHE3M CHEUU(UIHN U CHIICCTBEHU €IEMEHTH Ha
YOBEIIKOTO IMO3HAHWE OT Ta3W eroxa, KOUTO ONpPEIeNsAT BaXHHUAT MPEXOA OT pPeIUrbo3Ha
KapTHUHa Ha CBETa KbM Hay4Ha KapTHHM Ha cBeTa. TO3M IpExoJ ce MpocielsaBa Mpe3 UaeuTe
Ha Jlexapt u JlaitOHUI, KOUTO ca W Ompenessu (3a aBTopa) 3a TOBAa KaK C€ CTPYKTypHupa,
pasrpbllia U pa3BUBa HE CaMO HJAEATa, HO U IMPAKTUYECKOTO peaju3upaHe Ha MoJepHaTa
Hayka. B pamkute Ha Te3u (QuIOCO(CKM KOHLEMIMU C€ MOCTaBs HA4aJOTO HAa HOBUS IbBT
(Meton) 3a JoCTUraHe 0 3HaHUE, KOETO € Ceuu(PUIHO camo 3a HayKara, a EHTpajHa poJis B
TO3M TIPOLIEC Wrpae pa3BUTHETO HA OHE3M METOAM, KOMUTO TapaHTHpaT CHUCTEMAaTHYHOCT,
IIPOBEpKAa W B3aMMOCBBP3aHOCT Ha IOJyYyeHHTE 3HaHUA. B pamkuTe Ha mbpBa IaBa ce
M3BEX/Ia UIesITa 32 BAXKHOCTTA HAa MeTa(u3NKara B pa3rphIIaHETO HA MOJEpHATA HayKa, KaTo
Ce aKIeHTHPa BbPXY IMPOMSHATa Ha TOBAa KaKBO € MeTadu3ukara B enoxara Ha HoBoTo Bpeme.
PazButuero Ha unocodcekara uaes 3a Meradu3uka OT aHTUYHOCTTA JI0 JIHEC C SIPBK aKIEHT
BepXy ¢punocodckute uaen Ha Jexapt u JlaitOHUI], € BaXKEH €JIEMEHT OT aHAJIM3UPAHETO Ha
TeMara 3a MOJIepHaTa Hayka BbB Quiocodusta. [locTaBsHero B paMkuTe Ha paboTara Ha TOBa
KIIIOUOBO (PUIOCO(CKO TMOHATHE € CBhUIECTBEH €JEeMEHT B Ipolleca Ha aHaJIW3MpaHe Ha
Ipexoja OT CXOJaCTUYHA KbM HayuyHa KapTHHA 3a cBeTa. M3BeneHu ca KpUTHUYHUAT MOAXOI U
CUCUTEMATUYHOTO ChbMHEHME (CTp. 29) KaTo BayKHU METOI0JIOTMYHU NoAX0AU Ha [{ekapToBara
¢miocodus, oxazaium TONSAMO BIUSHUE TNpU (OPMHPAHETO HA HAYYHOTO U3CIIEBAHE,
apryMpHTUpaHe u mpoBepka. I[loka3aHo € 3HaueHHMETO W poJiAiTa Ha MareMaTukara 3a
¢dbopMHpaHeTO Ha CHIIMHCKATa MOJEpHA HayKa, KaKTO W NPUCHCTBHETO Ha mpoliiema 3a
NPUYMHHOCTTA TpPe3 MEXaHHUCTUYHUTE TOCTAHOBKM Ha OCMHCISHE, €KCIEpUMEHTHpaHe WU
o0sicHeHHMe Ha crneuupUYHOTO 3a HayyHMs Tun mno3HaHue. OTAAaJeHO € 3HaueHHe Ha
¢dbopMHpaHEeTO Ha HOB M CIEU(UYEH HAyYeH €3WK Npe3 BbBEKIAHETO HA HOBH TEPMHHHU U
noHsATus. [1o TO3M HauUMH ce W3Kra v 3alUTaBa uaeaTa 3a BakHara polis Ha puiaocopckuTe u
MareMaTh4yecku ujaeu Ha JlekapT KaTo 3a MHCTPYMEHT 3a pa3OupaHe M H3CJeBaHE Ha CBETa

(cTp. 66) B paMKHTE Ha €HA HOBA HAay4yHa MapaaurMa. B ocHoBara it aBTOPBT MOCTaBsl CTPOTO



CHeU(pUIHUAT U SICHO CTPYKTypupaH [lekapToB MeTon, KOHTO € ompefensia OCHOBa 3a
mpoleca 1o HaArpakJjaHe Ha HAy4HOTO Mo3HaHUe. B pamkuTe Ha cBoMTE pa3chkaeHus (CTp.
67) aBropbhT m3mon3Ba Quiocodckara uaes Ha Tomac KyH 3a mapaaurma W u3Bexkaaa
HexaproBara ¢unocopus U MareMaThka KaTo MpUMEp 3a 3aMsHa HAa €AHUH MapagurMaicH
nepuo (CXOJACTUYCH WIIM PETMTHO3aH CBETOIVIEN) ¢ ApYT TakbB (JlexapToB mMeTon).

B pamkure Ha mbpBa IiaBa, aBTOPHT CpaBHSBA KJIOUOBM uaeu Ha Jlexapt u JlallOHuIl 1o
OTHOIICHHE Ha IEHTPaJHU Mpobiaemu, ¢GopMupaiun cnenupukara U ChIIHOCTTA Ha
pazbupanero 3a Hayka. B xoma Ha pa3paboTkara ce MMOcouBaT peaulla ChbBPEMEHHU
¢mrocopckn aHanM3M Ha HAyYHH HACM M BpbB3KaTa UM C MPOOJEMHTE MOCTABEHU U
OCMHCIIEHH OT JBaMarta ¢uinocopu. MHOXKECTBOTO CBBPEMEHHHM aHAJM3H, KOUTO Ce€
MPEJICTaBAT B TEKCTa ca aJeKBAaTHM Ha TOCTAaBEHATa 3ajjada B HAYaJOTO HA JUCEpPTaIUsTA.
JleMoHCTpHUpa ce MMo3HAaBaHE HE caMO Ha KIIIOYOBU aBTOPH OT 4y)KOMHA, a Karo MO3UTHUBEH
€JIEMEHT Ha pa3paboTKara OMX MOCOYMIIA MPEACTABIHETO HA MJIEUTE Ha 3HAYMMHU aBTOPU OT
MOJIETO HAa ChBpeMeHHara (unocodust Ha HaykaTa (wi. Kop. npod. Anren CredaHoB).

B xpas Ha maBara (cTp. 158) ca u3BeneHu CHO U KOHKPETHO OCHOBHM M3BOJIM 11O TeMaTa Ha

AucepranusaTa, KOMTO KOPECKTHO OTpa3daBaAT HAIIPABCHOTO OT aBTOpa B AUCCPpTALUATA.

BbB BrOpa rmasa, o3amiaBeHa “Bsipara u pazymbT. MeTtadusuka u CTENIEHH Ha ChIVIacyBaHE”,
JMCEPTaHTHT CE 3aeMa C HelleKaTa 3ajada Ja U3ACHU (PUI0COPCKUTE TOHSATHS WHTENEKT U
pascpAbK B HauajgoTo Ha mnepuoga Ha HoBoro Bpeme. 3a Ta3u Len ce IpeanpueMa
W3TPaKJAHETO HAa CPAaBHUTENEH aHajiu3, ype3 KOWTO Ja ce Oompelneiu CrnenupuyHoTo B

OHTOJIOTHYEH M MeTadu3NyeH IUIaH M0 OTHOUIeHHe Ha noHatusaTa Intellectus, Mens u Ratio 8

TpynoBere Ha Jlekapr u JlaitOnuu. B Xoma Ha peanu3upaHe Ha aHajgu3a ce oyepTaBar
CIIEZIHATE TEMHU: HHTENIEKT, YM, Pa3ChAbK; MeTa(U3UYHM MPOEKUMU Ha AyllaTa M J1yXa;
Jl0Ka3aTelncTBa 3a bora oT wuuesTa 3a CbBBPLICHHaTa Oe3KpaiHOCT; bor u peabT Ha
CBbBBPIICHCTBATa; OT MeTapu3uKa KbM TPAHCICHJCHTAIHOCT; JIOTHUECKHU IMPOCKIMU 3a
€IMHCTBOTO Ha cBeTa U bokecTBeHara XxapMoHus. B xona Ha u3noXkeHHETO OMX OTKpOMJIA
OT/AEJIIHETO Ha CHEIMAJIHO BHUMAaHHE Ha BaXKHUS MPEXOJ]] OT PEIUTHO3€H U MO-CHEIHAIHO
XPUCTHAHCKU U CPETHOBEKOBEH IMOJIXO0] B pa30MpaHETO M TeHEPUPAHETO HAa 3HAHUE 34 CBETA U
(¢opMHpaHETO HAa HOBUS HAy4yHO IOJIOXKEH METO]| 3a ONO3HaBaHE, pa30upaHe W ONUCaHHE Ha

ceta (ctp. 202). ToBa OuX OTKpOMJIa KaTo BaK€H €JIEMEHT MpU (POPMHUPAHETO Ha MOHITHETO



3a MOJIepHA HayKa B KOHTEKCTa Ha MOCTAaBEHHUTE MUTAHUS 3a Bb3MOXXHOCTTA Ja mo3Haem bor
Ipe3 M03HABaHETO Ha HErOBOTO TBOpeHHUE BbB ¢uiocodckure uneu Ha Jlexaprt u JlaiiOuui. B
JONIBIIHEHHE TYK OWMX OTKpOMJIA M HIesTa Ha JUCepTaHTa CBbp3aHa C MOMEHTA Ha MPOMSHA
IIPU pa3rpaHUYaBaHETO Ha IOJIETO Ha HayKaTa U IOJIETO Ha peslurusra B ernoxara Ha HoBorto
Bpeme. ToBa mMo3BOJIsIBA J1a C€ OTBOPU MPOCTPAHCTBO 32 CHIIECTBEHO HOB MOAXOA (M HOBO
MUCIIEHE), KAKTO CaM TO OIpees IHCEPTaHTHT, a UIMEHHO “TIpETUTUTaHe MEeXIy HaydHO
MO3HAHWE M PEJTUTMO3HO Mo3HaHWe. ToBa crnenupUYHO MpPEIUIMTaHe MEXAy JBa MHOTO
pa3IMyYHM HayMHa 3a OTMO3HABAaHE Ha CBETA € OT roJsIMO 3HAUYEHUE U JTHEC, KOraTo ThPCEHETO
Ha OTTOBOpM 3a CBETa WJIM TO3HABAaHETO HA CBETa C€ W3MpaBs NpPEA HOBH CHUTYAIlHH.
[IpunomusineTo Ha ¢unocopckute unen Ha Jlexkapr u JlaiOuun e n00Bp mpumep 3a
He3aMeHMMaTa poJid Ha (¢uocodusaTa B EpUOAM Ha Mpexoau. TpaHchOopMUpaHETO HA UaesATa
3a bor or mnosunuure Ha ¢unocodpusara ([exaprt, JlaiiOuun) na HoBoro Bpeme e
OCHOBOIIONIArama 3a (GopMupaHeTo Ha MAesTa 3a MoJepHaTa Hayka. Ta3u TpaHchopmanus
Oene)kr Ha4aJIoTO Ha M3IUIO HOBA €pa B MO3HAHUETO HAa YOBEUYECTBOTO, KOSITO MPOABIKAaBa U
TTHEC.

B 3akitoueHHeTo AMCEPTAaHTHT MO SICEH, KPaThK M yOeIWTENIeH HAauWH W3BEXKJAa OCHOBHHTE
WICHHN TOCTaHOBKH, pasTbpHATH B JucepranusaTa. Taka pa3OupaHeTo 3a MOAepHA Hayka,
rmocTaBeHo mpe3 unaente Ha Jlexkapt u JlaitOHuI, He ocTaBa Ha HUBOTO Ha TEPMUHOJIOTUIHOTO
KOHCTpYyHpaHe, a TOCTaBsl HA4aJI0TO Ha CJIOKHHUSA U CTIeNU(pUIEH TPEXO OT CXOJaCTUKATa KbM
paumoHanHanu3Ma. OcoOeHO 3HaueHHe UMa Pas3rphllaHeTo Ha MeTadu3uKaTa Ipe3 METOIUTE
Ha CBMHEHHETO, aHaju3a M M3BEXKJAAHETO, Karo O0cCOOEHO BaXHO € HACOYBAHETO Ha
¢dunocodckuTe THPCEHUS BHB BPB3Ka C MpodiieMa 3a MpUUIMHHOCTTA. B paboTa nucepTanTsT €
yCIIs J1a U3Be/le OHa3M crenuduyuHa Hacoka (mpe3 ¢uiocodcekute naen Ha HoBoto Bpeme)
IpU OCMUCIISIHETO Ha uaeuTe 3a bor m Hayka He KaTo B3aMMHOM3KIIIOYBAILM CE, a KaTo
¢bopmupany HOBM 3HAHHMEBU XOPU30HTH B o00m0 (MeTaduszuecko) Quiaocodcko
MIPOCTPAHCTBO.

Jlucepranusita UMa U3BEICHU YETUPU HAyYHU MPUHOCA, KOUTO HAMHpaAM 3a PEleBaHTHH Ha
MOCTUTHATOTO B aHanm3a. Hayunute myOnukamum (qBe Ha aHIIMKWCKA U 9YETUPH HA OBJITapCKA
€3UIM) OTrOBapsAT HA TeMara Ha JUCEPTAIHITa, C KOETO ca YIOBICTBOPEHU U (POpPMATHHUTE

KpUTEpUH 3a 3alllMTa Ha TOKTOpPCKa Te3a, cnopen usnckBanusata Ha 3PACPbB. Aeropedeparst



HaIbJIHO OTTOBapsl Ha TEKCTAa Ha JUCEpTalUATa. 3asBABaM, 4y€ HsIMaM CHBMECTHH CTaTHH C
JCepTaHTa.

Tyk Oux nckana na HampaBs ciieHara Oenexka: Ha cTp. 170-171 ot gucepranusrta ce gaBa
MpUMEpP 3a MHTEIUTCHTHOCT Ha HUBO KJIETKAa U TOBAa CE€ CBbP3Ba C IMOHATHUETO “KIIEThYHA
namet”. OT punocodcka NepCereKTUBa Ha MOAOOHU CJIOBOCHhUETAaHMsI TPsIOBa /1a ce Tea KaTo
Ha ¢unocopckn meradopu winM kKato Ha MeTadOpUIHH MOAeTu Ha oOsicHeHwe. OOpbIam
BHMMaHHE Ha TOBa, Y€ MOJOOHM CIOBOCHUETAHUS KaTo ‘“IameT Ha Bojara’, “TOPCHOHHU
nosieta” (He ce CIIOMEHaBaT B AMCepTalusaTa) U ap. MOJ0OHU ca MpUMEPH 3a ICEBIAOHAYYHO
roBopeHe. [lo To3u HaumH “KiIeThYHA TaMeT’ HE € JoOBp MpuMep 3a JEMOHCTPUpPAHE Ha
MEXJIUHATa MEXIy Hayka ¥ Metadusuka. Ha mogoOHu TepMuHM M 00SCHEHMS B HayKara ce
mena kato Ha ‘“mMmuMukpun’’ (BylieB) Mexmy HaydyHU MM W HEHAyYHOTO UM OOsICHEHHE.
Temara 3a pasrpaHUyaBaHETO MEXJy HayKa M IICEBJOHAyKa € HU3KJIIOYMTEHO Ba)KHa B
KOHTEKCTa Ha mpoOieMa 3a poisiTa M MSCTOTO Ha Meradu3ukaTa B HayyHarTa KapTHHA Ha
CBeTa.

[TocraBsim ciemHUTE BBIIPOCH KBM JUCEPTAHTA.

Bonpoc 1: Moxe i1 cratucTukara ga JOBEAE 10 HOBH rpeiiku? BbB Bpb3Ka ¢ TBHPIAECHUETO
Ha ctp. 30 “... rpemkuTe B HayKara OMBAT MOIMPaBEHU C M3IMOJI3BAHETO HA CTATUCTHYECKHU
METOIU B HOBUTE TEXHOJIOTUH .

Bornpoc 2: Baxna nm e 3a Bac pasznukara Mexay HHTENEKT M HHTEIUIEHTHOCT OT
¢dbunocodcku MO3UIKMK B KOHTEKCTa Ha Temata 3a Al? (OOGchkaaHe Ha TeMaTa B HA4alIo0TO Ha
raBa Bropa).

[IpenaBua 3asiBeHUTE AOCTOMHCTBA Ha JUCEPTAIMOHHHUS TPYyA, HA HETOBOTO IISLIOCTHO
MPOBEXKIAHE U apryMEHTHpaHe W Ha SICHO Je(UHUpAHUTE TPUHOCHU MOMEHTH, 1€ TJIacyBam
ChC ,,3A" IPUCHKIAHETO HA OOpa3oBareaHaTa M Hay4YHa CTeneH ,,/Jokmop no gunocogun
Ha [lanmena J[lpanmeBa 3a HelHara aumceprauus Ha Tema: ,,Pazeumue na konuenma 3a

ModepHa Hayka npe3 memaghuzuueckume uoeu na /lekapm u Jlanonuy‘.

01.12.2025 .

Hou. n-p FOnus Bacepa-/lukoBa
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The dissertation focuses on a central theme in the field of philosophy - the question of
what science is. The historical position of the idea of modern science in the field of
philosophy, and more specifically in the works of Descartes and Leibniz, is an important
starting point for contemporary analyses examining what science is today. In this way, the
dissertation demonstrates the relevance of the topic today, as well as the role and importance
of philosophical questions for contemporary science. In the Introduction (pp. 4-5), Draleva
induces her interest in the issue through a clearly defined justification in three points: the need
for a philosophical analysis of the concept of modern science; deriving the understanding of
metaphysics in Descartes and Leibniz and the contemporary specifics of world studies;
philosophical reconstruction of their ideas regarding science and their significance for the
development of contemporary science. Within this part of the dissertation, a clear main thesis,
hypothesis, object of the study, subject of the study, goals and objectives, as well as
methodology are stated (pp. 5-6).

The dissertation is structurally organised into the following chapters, paragraphs and
subparagraphs: Introduction, Chapter One with the 5th paragraph and subparagraphs to them
(pp- 10-157), Chapter Two with the 6th paragraph and subparagraphs to them (pp. 158-265),
Conclusion, Scientific Contributions, Publications, Bibliography and the dissertation has a

volume of 290 pages.



The first chapter introduces the problem of the dissertation by establishing the tendency to
push away from the ideas central to religious dogmatism and building a new ideological
center situated around the philosophical ideas of knowledge in the 17th century. The main
task implemented in this chapter is the study of those specific and essential elements of
human knowledge of this era, which determine the important transition from a religious
picture of the world to a scientific picture of the world. This transition is traced through the
ideas of Descartes and Leibniz, which are also determining (for the author) for how not only
the idea, but also the practical implementation of modern science is structured, deployed and
developed. Within the framework of these philosophical concepts, the beginning of the new
path (method) for reaching knowledge, which is specific only to science, is laid, and a central
role in this process is played by the development of those methods that guarantee
systematicity, revision and interconnection of the acquired knowledge. The first chapter
presents the idea of the importance of metaphysics in the development of modern science,
emphasising the change in what metaphysics is in the era of Modern Times. The development
of the philosophical idea of metaphysics from antiquity to the present day, with a strong
emphasis on the philosophical ideas of Descartes and Leibniz, is an important element in
analysing the topic of modern science in philosophy. The placement of this key philosophical
concept within the framework of the work is an essential element in the process of analysing
the transition from a scholastic to a scientific picture of the world.

The critical approach and systematic doubt (p. 29) are presented as important methodological
approaches of Cartesian philosophy, which had a great influence on the formation of scientific
research, argumentation and verification. The importance and role of mathematics in the
formation of the actual modern science is shown, as well as the presence of the problem of
causality through the mechanistic statements of understanding, experimentation and
explanation of the specific type of knowledge for the scientific type. The importance is given
to the formation of a new and specific scientific language through the introduction of new
terms and concepts. In this way, the idea of the important role of Descartes' philosophical and
mathematical ideas as a tool for understanding and studying the world (p. 66) within the
framework of a new scientific paradigm is raised and defended. At its core, the author places
the strictly specific and clearly structured Cartesian method, which is a determining basis for

the process of upgrading scientific knowledge. Within the framework of his reasoning (p. 67),



the author uses Thomas Kuhn's philosophical idea of the paradigm and brings up Cartesian
philosophy and mathematics as an example of replacing one paradigmatic period (scholastic
or religious worldview) with another one (Cartesian method).

Within the first chapter, the author compares key ideas of Descartes and Leibniz with regard
to central problems that have formed the specificity and essence of the understanding of
science. In the course of the work, a number of contemporary philosophical analyses of
scientific ideas and their relationship with the problems posed and understood by the two
philosophers are indicated. The multitude of contemporary analyses presented in the text are
adequate to the task set at the beginning of the dissertation. Knowledge is demonstrated not
only of key authors from abroad, but as a positive element of the work, I would point out the
presentation of the ideas of significant authors in the field of contemporary philosophy of
science (corresponding member of BAS prof. Angel Stefanov).

At the end of the chapter (p. 158), clear and specific main conclusions on the topic of the
dissertation are drawn, which correctly reflect what the author has done in the dissertation.

In the second chapter, entitled “Faith and Reason. Metaphysics and Degrees of Coherence”,
Draleva put in focus the difficult task of clarifying the philosophical concepts of intellect and
reason at the beginning of the Modern Period. For this purpose, a comparative analysis is
undertaken to determine the specifics in ontological and metaphysical terms regarding the
concepts of Intellectus, Mens and Ratio in the works of Descartes and Leibniz. In the course
of the analysis, the following topics are outlined: intellect, mind, reason; metaphysical
projections of the soul and spirit; evidence for God from the idea of perfect infinity; God and
the order of perfections; from metaphysics to transcendental; logical projections for the unity
of the world and Divine harmony. In the course of the presentation, I would highlight the
special attention paid to the important transition from a religious, and in particular Christian,
and medieval approach to understanding and generating knowledge about the world and the
formation of the new scientifically established method for knowing, understanding, and
describing the world (p. 202). I would highlight this as an important element in the formation
of the concept of modern science in the context of the questions raised about the possibility of
knowing God through the knowledge of his creation in the philosophical ideas of Descartes

and Leibniz.



In addition, I would also highlight the idea related to the moment of change in the distinction
between the field of science and the field of religion in the era of Modern Times. This allows
for the opening of space for a fundamentally new approach (and new thinking), as she defines
it, namely the “intertwining” between scientific knowledge and religious knowledge. This
specific intertwining between two very different ways of knowing the world is of great
importance today, when the search for answers about the world or the knowledge of the world
is faced with new situations. Recalling the philosophical ideas of Descartes and Leibniz is a
good example of the indispensable role of philosophy in periods of transition. The
transformation of the idea of God from the positions of philosophy (Descartes, Leibniz) of
Modern Times is fundamental for the formation of the idea of modern science. This
transformation marks the beginning of a completely new era in the knowledge of humanity,
which continues today.

In the conclusion, Draleva clearly, briefly and convincingly presents the main ideas developed
in the dissertation. Thus, the understanding of modern science, set through the ideas of
Descartes and Leibniz, does not remain at the level of terminological construction, but marks
the beginning of the complex and specific transition from scholasticism to rationalism. Of
particular importance is the development of metaphysics through the methods of doubt,
analysis and deduction, and the direction of philosophical searches in relation to the problem
of causality is particularly important. In the work, she has managed to bring out that specific
direction (through the philosophical ideas of the New Age) in the understanding of the ideas
of God and science not as mutually exclusive, but as forming new knowledge horizons in a
common (metaphysical) philosophical space.

The dissertation has presented four scientific contributions, which I find relevant to what has
been achieved in the analysis. The scientific publications (two in English and four in
Bulgarian) correspond to the topic of the dissertation, which also satisfies the formal criteria
for defending a doctoral thesis, according to the requirements of the ZRASRB. The abstract
fully corresponds to the text of the dissertation. I declare that I have no joint articles with the
dissertation candidate.

Here I would like to make the following note: on pages 170-171 of the dissertation, an
example of intelligence at the cellular level is given, and this is associated with the concept of

“cellular memory”. From a philosophical perspective, such word combinations should be



viewed as philosophical metaphors or as metaphorical models of explanation. I draw attention
to the fact that such word combinations as “memory of water”, “torsion fields” (not
mentioned in the dissertation), etc. are examples of pseudoscientific speech. Thus, “cellular
memory” is not a good example of demonstrating the gap between science and metaphysics.
Such terms and explanations in science are viewed as “mimicry” (Bushev) between scientific
ideas and their unscientific explanation. The topic of distinguishing between science and
pseudoscience is extremely important in the context of the problem of the role and place of
metaphysics in the scientific picture of the world.
I pose the following questions to the dissertation.

Question 1: Can statistics lead to new errors? In relation to the statement on page 30
“... errors in science are corrected with the use of statistical methods in new technologies”.

Question 2: Is the difference between intellect and intelligence important to you from
a philosophical perspective in the context of the topic of AI? (Discussion of the topic at the

beginning of Chapter Two).

Given the stated merits of the dissertation work, its overall conduct and argumentation,
and the clearly defined contributions, I will vote “FOR” the awarding of the educational and
scientific degree “Doctor of Philosophy” to Daniela Draleva for her dissertation on the
topic: “Development of the Concept of Modern Science through the Metaphysical Ideas of

Descartes and Leibniz”.

01.12.2025 r.

Assoc. prof. Julia Vasseva-Dikova
Institute of philosophy and sociology

Bulgarian Academy of Sciences
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