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3a MpUCHKAaHe Ha oOpa3oBareIHaTa U HayyHa CTeMeH ,,JIokTop® 1o nmpodecrnoHatHo HanmpaBiIcHHE
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(UDC) xbMm benrapcka akanemus Ha Haykute (BAH).

Hucepranusita € pazpaboTeHa B paMKHTE Ha MPOOJEMHUTE OT MOJeTo Ha ¢uiaocodus Ha
MpaBoTO ¢ POKYC KbM KOHKPETEH BBIIPOC CBBP3aH C MPABOTO Ha MbiyaHue. PaboTara mocraBs u
aHamM3upa KOHKpPETeH mpoliieM B paMKUTE Ha TpaBopa3iaBaHeTo B M3paen u aHaiam3mpa

KOHKPETHH IPUMEPH Tpe3 BPh3KaTa UM ¢ orpeesieHH PriIoco(CKU HIeH U TEOPHH.

Hucepranusita € pa3rbpHara B cieaHara cTpykrypa: Bvemenue (ctp. 5-16), [IvpBa miasa (ctp.
17-33), Btopa maBa (ctp. 34-71), Tpera maBa (ctp. 72-118), YerBbpra maBa (ctp. 119-142),
3axumouenue (ctp. 143-144), bubmuorpadus (ctp. 148-160).

BbBexmamara yacT Ha TUCEPTANUATa OuepTaBa crierudukaTa Ha MpoyuBaHeTo, (HOKYyCHPaHO
BbPXY OCHOBHHUTE MpaBa Ha Xopara U MO-CHelHaTHO Ha OHE3M JUIla, KOUTO MOMajar B rpyrnara Ha
3aro/I03peHN WM OOBUHSEMHU cIopes HakazaTenHuTe 3akoHM B M3paen (Human Dignity and
Liberty, 1992 - ctp. 5). Pasrpbinanero Ha U3CIEABAHETO C€ PHKOBOIU OT HUJEATA 32 OalaHC MEXKITY
JTbPAKABHOTO pasciieiBaHe Ha MPECThIUICHUs, OT e/lHa CTpaHa U MPaBOTO Ha 3alluTa (OT HAaTUCK U
MpHUHY/a) Ha cBOOO/IaTa Ha TUYHOCTTa B M3paen, oT npyra crpaHa. B Ta3u Bph3ka ce U3Bekaa Ha
LHEHTPAIHO MSCTO KOHCTUTYLHMOHHUST CTaTyT Ha MPAaBOTO Ha MbJIYaHUE B paMKHUTE Ha
npaBopazaaBaneTo B M3paen. CrennpuaHOCTTa HA M3CIIEIBAHETO CE OCHOBABA HA TBHPJCHHUETO, Y€
“... 8 akademMuyHama 1umepamypa He e paseiedar 8bnpocvm Kaxk cvoedHume pewienus 6 Mspaen ca
npesvpHANU NPABOMO HA MbAYAHUEe NO epeMme HA NOAUYEUCKU Pasnumu 6 KOHCHUMYYUOHHO
npaso” (ctp. 8). B pamkuTe Ha BbBEIEHUETO ce MTOCOYBA crierudukaTa Ha padoTaTa, a UMEHHO, 4e
aHajgu3upa npobjemMa 3a MPaBOTO HAa MbJIYaHUE OT (HUIOCOPCKH TO3WIMH, KAKTO M TOBA, 4€
u3Bekaa GUnocoCcku TEOPUHM KaTo OCHOBAHMS HAa PEAHU CHAMMCKHU PEIICHUs, CBbP3aHH C TOBa

YOBCUIKO ITpaBo. Ha ocHoBara Ha TOBa ce HU3BCXKAara 00€eKT " npeaAMCT Ha U3CJICABAHCTO. 3a Oocia Ha



N3CICABAHCTO CC IMOCOYBA M3BCXKAAHCTO Ha CI)I/IJ'IOCO(i)CKI/I 000CHOBaHa BPBb3Ka MCXKAY BbIPOCA 3a
YOBCHIKUTE IIpaBa U TAXHaATa IPOCKIUA IIPHU KOHKPETHU C'I))I€6HI/I PEIICHHA B PaMKHUTC Ha IpExoaa

OT 3aKOHOBO MPaBO B KOHCTUTYLIMOHHO IPaBO Ha IIPaBOTO Ha MbJuaHue B M3paei.

[TbpBa rmaBa Ha AuMcepTalusATa OoyepTaBa UCTOpUYECKATa paMKa B KOHTEKCTa Ha KOATO Ce
MOCTaBs U pa3rpbllia MPaBHUAT MPOOIEM OTHOCHO MPABOTO HA MbI4aHue (OT 3aKOHOBH pa3nopenou
KBM CTaTyT Ha KOHCTUTYLIMOHHO TpaBo). Ha npeneH miaH ce u3BeXaar NpoleIypUTe CBbP3aHU ChC
ChJICOHOTO THJIKYBaHE IIPU NPUIATaHETO Ha 3akoHUTE B M3paen v mo-cnenuaaHo NpouedaypuTe 3a
cbOMpaHe Ha JI0Ka3aTeJICTBAa MPU MOJIHMLIEHCKH PA3NUTH B PaMKHUTE Ha HAKa3aTENHU MPOILECH.
[IpencraBs ce uaesTa 3a “KOHCTUTYIIMOHHA peBomtouus’ (constitutional revolution-ctp. 29) u ce
IpociesiBa pa3rpblIaHeTo i M0 OTHOLIEHHE Ha ChJeOHaTa mpakThka Ha BepxoBHus cb B U3paen.
B pamkuTe Ha aHanmmM3a ce U3BeXka Te3ata 3a “HampexeHue” (“tension’) Mexy ‘‘3aKOHOAATEIHOTO

Hamepenue” (“legislative intent”) u “cbpnedHOTO THIIKYBaHe” (“judical interpretation”).

B pamkute Ha Bropa mnaBa ce m3Bexnar (Gpuioco(CKHTe OCHOBAaHUS Ha HJEATa OTHOCHO
npaBoTO Ha Mbauanue. [Ipeacrassat ce Hskou oT uaeute Ha belikbH, [ekaprt, Jlok, Pyco, Kanr,
Cmut (m npyru) m ce u3Bexnaa (GuiIocoPpCKOTO MUTAHE 3a TOBAa Kak TpsiOBa Ja ce ympaBisiBaT
oOmiecTBara M Kak TpsiOBa Ja ce M3rpaayd MKOHOMHUYECKaTa paMKa 3a pa3BUBaHETO UM (CTp. 35).
[TocTaBs ce akIeHT BbPXY PHIOCOPCKOTO BIMSHUE HA PAIIMOHANUCTKUS MOAXO MPH MOCTABSIHETO
Y OTTOBApSIHETO HA PEMIIAa BBIIPOCH, CBBP3aHH C PA3IMUHU ACIIEKTH Ha OOIIecTBara B Mepro/a Ha
[Ipoceemenueto. OTaens ce MICTO U Ha JPYTU XapaKTepHU 3a TO3W MEPUOJ UIEH KaTo UAesTa 3a
Bsipa B Iporpeca Ha oOIecTBara, pojiiTa Ha 3HAHUETO M 00pa30BaHETO, KPUTUYHOTO OTHACSHE KBM
PENUTHO3HUTE UHCTUTYLIMH M NpakTuku. Ha ocHoBara Ha ananu3 Ha Kant (Immanuel Kant , 1784.
“Answer to the Question: What is Enlightenment?” - ctp. 44) ce nmpocTaBs ¢akyc BbpXy pojsiTa Ha
[IpocBemenueTo u uaesTa 3a O6amaHC MEXIy TpaKIaHCKara cBOOOda W MOAYUHEHHUETO (CTp. 47).
Baxen 3a paborata Ha W3CIEIBAHETO € U aHANU3BT Ha uaeuTe Ha J[>koH JIOK OTHOCHO OCHOBHHTE
ectecTBeHuTe mpaBa (natural rights) Ha Bcekn 4oBek (KHUBOT, cBOOOma, coOCTBeHOCT). B Tasm
BpB3Ka ce pasmIekKIaT U HACUTE MY, CBbp3aHH c mpousBeneHueto “Two Treatises of Government”
ot 1689 roamHa, KbJIETO TOM OCIOpBa HEATA 32 BPh3Ka MEXKIY BIIAJETENs U O0KECTBEHOTO MPaBO
3a BmacT Hax xopara (monarchical absolutist), a Ha MsACTOTO Ha TOBa Ce W3IUTa HAEITa 32
OCHOBHUTE €CTECTBEHHU IpaBa. B pamkuTe Ha aHaiM3a ce M3BEXJa BaXKHOCTTa Ha ¢uinocopckure
KPUTUKU KBbM BBIIPOCHTE 32 BJIACTTA (BJIAJIEEHETO) U 32 CBOOOIATa OT MO3UIIMUTE HA PallMOHAIN3MA
(ctp. 62). [Ipuema ce Te3ara, ye GruIocoPCKUTE HIEH U3TPAXKIAT OCHOBUTE HA MIPaBHATA paMKa Mpu
MMOCTaBSHETO W Pa3TPhIIAHETO Ha MpoOIeMa OTHOCHO HM30ATrBaHE HA CAMOMHKPUMHHHPAHETO B
mpoleca Ha 3aKOHOBO OOOCHOBaHO ChOMpaHe Ha J[OKa3aTelcTBAa. B paMKuTe Ha IaBara ce
npencTaBaT ¢puiaocodcku edaty, CBbp3aHU ¢ TEMUTE 32 UCTUHATA MU MOpaJIHaTa ONpPaBJaHOCT IO

OTHOLICHUC HA IMPABOTO HA MBJIYAaHUC B CBI[CGH&T& IIpaKTHKaA.

Llentpanuust ¢okyc B Tpera riaBa € cBbp3aH ¢ NPOBEKIAHETO Ha CPAaBHUTEJICH aHAJIHU3 Ha
MPaBOTO Ha MBJIYAHHEC MEXKIY crnenupukuTe Ha o0moTo mpaBo (“‘common-law™) u Te3um Ha
rpaxkIaHckoTo npaso (“civil-law”). B HauanoTo Ha r1aBaTa OCHOBHATa JTMHMA HA aHAJIHM3 MMa 32 Iell

Ja IpeacTaBu, 000CHOBE U pasrpaHu4dn pPas3jiMiIHUTC 3aKOHOBH W MOpPAJIHHU TCIJIa U OTHOIICHUA



MEX]ly YHUBEpCaJHUTE YOBELIKH Mpasa (universal human rights) u rpaxnanckute npasa (citizens’
rights). B Ta3u Bpb3ka ce mpaBu CIETHUAT U3BOA: “Bce nak, Haii-6axcnomo e oa ce pasbepe, ue u
oeama mepmunHa 0OUKHOBEHO ce OMHACAM 00 OCHOBHU NpAsd, KOUMO NPUHAONENCAM HA XOpama
NpOCMo 3auomo ca 4o8ewKy Coblecmaed, a He 3apaou mexHus cmamym Ha paxcoarncmeo.” (“Still,
the main thing to understand is that both terms usually refer to basic rights that belong to people
simply because they are human, not because of their citizenship status” - p. 72) (ctp. 72). C ToBa
[MuiiaBcky poKapBa Bpb3Ka MEXKAY MPAaBOTO HA MBJIIYAHHE B KAY€CTBOTO MY Ha OCHOBHO YOBEIIIKO
IpaBo, C KOETO OOOCHOBaBa OCHOBHATa Te3a Ha JAUCEpTalMiATa. 3a ILEeJUTe Ha aHajliu3a ce
MpocIIesBa KaK Pa3InYHATE MPAaBHU €AMHUIN MHTEPIPETHPAT U MIPHUJIaraT MPUHIMIIATE 32 3al[iTa
OT CaMOMHKpUMHHHMpaHe. B pamkure Ha mmaBata ce JUCKYTHpa IO peaulla NpaBHU TEMHU U
npobieMu BbB Bpb3Ka C OCHOBHaTa TemMa Ha jucepranusara. Ilpumep 3a TakaBa Tema e
JMCKYTHPAHETO OTHOCHO pa30MpaHETO Ha TOBAa KAKBO € JAEMOKpalus M Kak ToBa pa3dupaHe ce
3aMeHs 4pe3 (opMajM3UpaHe - B3eMaHE Ha pelleHHs ¢ MHO3UMHCTBO (cTp. 81). B pamkure Ha
IJ1aBaTa ce€ OTHelNsi BHHMaHWe Ha (QHIOCO(CKUS aHAIHM3 M C€ IMPEIACTAaBAT BB3IIEIUTe Ha XaHa
Apent (Hannah Arendt ) BbB Bpb3ka ¢ nmpoOiemMa 3a rapaHTa Ipu CIa3BaHETO HA €CTECTBEHUTE U
rpaxnaanckure mnpasa (ctp. 108). [IpocnensiBar ce ucropuueckure npeanoctaBku (Anrmsg, XV
BEK), JIOBEJIH /IO MOCTaBSIHE M 3alllUTaBaHE MPAaBOTO HAa MBJIYAHHUEH U CE U3SACHSIBA MPOOIEMBT B
pamkuTe Ha M3paenckara abppkaBa. B kpas Ha miaBara ce NMpescTaBs aHalIM3 Ha Ka3zyc, CBbP3aH ¢

Oexanckara kpuza ot 2025 r. B Cupusi.

UerBppra mIaBa M3BEXJA aHaJIM3a HAa HHMBO THPCEHE TOYKM HA HANpPEKEHHUE MEXITY
pa3NMYHUTE HAYMHM Ha MPUJIaraHe Ha IPaBOTO Ha MbJIYaHUE B PAMKHUTE Ha ChJIeOHUTE mporecu. B
paMKuUTE Ha [jaBaTa C€ JaBaT INPUMEPU U CE€ aHaJIW3UpaT KOHKPETHU CbACOHUM KazyCu B
KOHCTUTYLIMOHHATa MpakTuka B M3paen (ponsita Ha cbaeOHOTO ThiIKyBaHe). ToBa He ce NpaBU
CaMOLIEJIHO, a C€ CBBbP3Ba ChC ChIIECTBYBalM (punocodcku Teopuu. M3Bexna ce BBOPOCHT 3a
cTaTryca Ha NpPaBOTO HAa MBJIYaHME: aOCONIOTHO WJIM OrpaHHYEHO MpuiaraHe. B 3akimroueHue ce
nocousa, ye¢ BbpXOBHUAT cbA Ha M3paen € mocTUrHajl M3AMIaHETO Ha MPABOTO HAa MbIYaHUE U
IIPaBOTO Jla HE C€ CBUJETEJCTBA Cpelly ceOe CH 10 CTaTyTa UM Ha KOHCTUTYLIMOHHO rapaHTHpaHU

IIpaBa (HapymaBaHeTo UM BOJIHU JO U3KJIHOUBAHC HA JO0KA3aTCJICTBA 110 I[eJ'IOTO).

Jucepranusita ¥Ma TpPU NPUHOCHH MOMEHTA, KOMTO H3LSAJIO OTrOBapsT Ha pPEalM3UpaHOTO B

n3cnenBanero. TpsOBa na ce oroenexu Grtocodckara v MpaBHA 3HAYMMOCT HA BCAKO €HO OT TIX.

Bvnpoc: Kak Buxaare nocTaBSiHETO Ha BbBIpPOcCca 3a NPAaBOHO Ha MBJIYaHUE U HE
CaMOMHKPHUMUHHpaHe B KOHTEKCTa Ha Obp30TO HaBinu3aHe HAa Al kakTo B OOIIECTBOTO, Taka U B
IIpaBOpa3aBaHETO B HEJIOKAJIEH KOHTEKCT?

IIpencraBen e aBropedepar, KOHTO OTroBapss Ha ChABPKAHUETO HA JUCEPTALIMOHHUAT TPYA.
HucepranTbT uMa HeoOxomumus Opoil (u3uckBane no 3PACPB) nmybOnukamuu mo Temara Ha
nucepranuaTa. IIpegocraBeHa e crpaBka OT CUCTEMa 3a NMPOBEPKA 3a JIMIICA HA MPUIIOKPUBAHE Ha
CHIBPKUMOTO B IUCEPTALMTA C APYTU TEKCTOBE.

3axntouenue: OmnpenensiM Temara Ha JUCEpTalMATa Karo BakKHA M J00pe pa3paboTeHa M KOSATO
MOXKE J]a € OT I0jI3a KaKTO 3a CIICHHUAJMCTH B 0o0JlacTTa Ha MPaBOTO, TaKa M 3a M3CIECIOBATEIN B
obnacrra Ha Quiocodus Ha mpaBoTo. IIpoBeneHOTO M3CiIEnBaHE € NMPENOPBUUTENHO Aa HaMepH



npeacTaBsgHe cpel oOydaBalluTe ce€ 0 M HHTEpPEecyBalllUTe ce€ OT MpaBo U (uiaocodus.
Hucepramusita npeayiara 1o00pe 000CHOBaH H3CJEN0BATEICKU (POKyC, pa3pabOTeH W MPECTABEH C
SCHOTA U W34YEPIAaTeJIHOCT Ha Pa3IMYHUTE MOAXOAU U CHEIM(UKH, CBBP3aHU C IPABOPA3ABAHETO B
W3paen. OnensiBaM ChABPKAHUETO HA JUCEPTALMATAa Karo HHCIUPHUPAHO OT MNPAKTUYECKOTO
MIOCTaBSHE Ha MpoOieMH OT moseTo Ha (uiaocodus Ha MPaBOTO M OHpeAensM paborara Karo
MPOEKT, KOUTO MOXKE JIa TIOCITYHU B Mpolieca Ha 00ydeHHe Ha CTYACHTH IO MpaBo U Guiocoust u
Ha yuyuTenu no ¢uiocodus (mpu mpenojaBaHe Ha yuyeOeH MaTepHall, CBbp3aH C YOBEIIKHTE U
rpaxxJaHckuTe mpaBa). Ha ocHoBara Ha moOKpuUTHTE OT JAoKTopaHTa Muxaen IlunitaBcku
HallMOHAJIHU CTaHJApTH 3a MpuaoOMBaHEe Ha Hay4yHO-oOpa3oBaTelHaTa CTEMNeH ‘‘JIOKTOp IO
¢unocodus” NOAKPENsIM - IacyBaM cbC 3A - MPUCHKIAAHETO U HA AUCEpPTAHTA.

not1. 1-p FOnus Bacesa-/IukoBa
NuctutyT 1o ¢unocodus u counonorus,

brparapcka akagemus Ha HayKUTe

24.09. 2026 Codus



REVIEW

by Assoc. Prof. Julia Vasseva-Dikova, Institute of Philosophy and Sociology,
Bulgarian Academy of Sciences.

Regarding the awarding of the educational and scientific degree “Doctor of Philosophy” to
doctoral student Michael Pilyavsky, at the FACULTY OF PHILOSOPHY DEPARTMENT
OF PHILOSOPHICAL AND POLITICAL SCIENCES, SOUTH-WEST UNIVERSITY
“NEOFIT RILSKI” — BLAGOEVGRAD. The Dissertation is submitted in fulfilment of the
requirements for the educational and academic degree of “Doctor” in the field of higher ed-

ucation

2. Humanities
Professional field: 2.3. Philosophy
Doctoral Program “Contemporary Philosophical Theories” .

Topic of the dissertation: “PHILOSOPHICAL ASPECTS AND THE DEVELOPMENT OF
THE RIGHT TO SILENCE IN ISRAEL .
Scientific Supervisor : Assoc. Prof. Iva Manova, Ph.D.

This dissertation addresses issues in the field of the philosophy of law, with a focus on a
specific question related to the right to remain silent. The work identifies and analyzes a specific
problem within the Israeli judicial system and examines specific examples in relation to certain

philosophical ideas and theories.

The dissertation is organized as follows: Introduction (pp. 5—16), Chapter One (pp. 17-33),
Chapter Two (pp. 34-71), Chapter Three (pp. 72—118), Chapter Four (pp. 119—-142), Conclusion
(pp. 143-144), Bibliography (pp. 148—160).

The introductory section of the dissertation outlines the specific nature of the study, which
focuses on fundamental human rights and, in particular, on those individuals who fall into the cate-
gory of suspects or defendants under Israeli criminal law (Human Dignity and Liberty, 1992—p. 5).
The study is guided by the idea of striking a balance between state criminal investigations, on the
one hand, and the right to protection (from pressure and coercion) of individual liberty in Israel, on
the other. In this regard, the constitutional status of the right to remain silent within the framework
of the Israeli justice system takes center stage. The specificity of the study is based on the assertion
that “... the academic literature has not examined how the rulings of the Israeli courts have turned
the right to remain silent during police interrogations into a constitutional right. ” (p. 8). The intro-
duction outlines the specificity of the study, namely that it analyzes the issue of the right to remain
silent from a philosophical perspective, and that it identifies philosophical theories as the basis for
actual judicial decisions related to this human right. On this basis, the object and subject of the

study are defined.



The purpose of this study is to establish a philosophically grounded connection between the
issue of human rights and their application in specific court decisions within the context of the tran-
sition from statutory law to constitutional law regarding the right to remain silent in Israel. The first
chapter of the dissertation outlines the historical framework within which the legal issue concerning
the right to remain silent is posed and developed (from statutory provisions to the status of a consti-
tutional right). The focus is on the procedures related to judicial interpretation in the application of
laws in Israel, and in particular the procedures for gathering evidence during police interrogations in
criminal proceedings. The idea of a “constitutional revolution” (p. 29) is introduced, and its unfold-
ing is traced in relation to the case law of the Supreme Court of Israel. The analysis puts forward

the thesis of “tension” between “legislative intent” and “judicial interpretation.”

Chapter Two sets forth the philosophical foundations of the idea of the right to silence. It
presents some of the ideas of Bacon, Descartes, Locke, Rousseau, Kant, Smith (and others) and
raises the philosophical question of how societies should be governed societies and how the eco-
nomic framework for their development should be constructed (p. 35). Emphasis is placed on the
philosophical influence of the rationalist approach in posing and answering a series of questions
related to various aspects of societies during the Enlightenment. Attention is also given to other
ideas characteristic of this period, such as the idea of belief in the progress of societies, the role of
knowledge and education, and a critical attitude toward religious institutions and practices. Based
on an analysis of Kant (Immanuel Kant, 1784. “Answer to the Question: What is
Enlightenment?”—p. 44), the focus is on the role of the Enlightenment and the idea of a balance
between civil liberty and obedience (p. 47). Also important to this study is the analysis of John
Locke’s ideas regarding the fundamental natural rights of every person (life, liberty, property). In
this context, his ideas related to the work “Two Treatises of Government” from 1689 are also exam-
ined, in which he challenges the notion of a connection between the ruler and divine right to rule
over people (monarchical absolutism), and instead puts forward the idea of fundamental natural
rights. The analysis highlights the importance of philosophical critiques of the issues of power
(rule) and freedom from the perspective of rationalism (p. 62). The thesis is accepted that philo-
sophical ideas form the foundation of the legal framework in raising and developing the issue of
avoiding self-incrimination in the process of legally justified evidence gathering. This chapter
presents philosophical debates related to the topics of truth and moral justification with regard to the

right to remain silent in judicial practice.

The central focus of Chapter Three is a comparative analysis of the right to remain silent,
examining the specific characteristics of common law and those of civil law. At the beginning of the
chapter, the main line of analysis aims to present, justify, and distinguish the various legal and
moral weightings and relationships between universal human rights and citizens’ rights). In this re-
gard, the following conclusion is drawn: “Still, the main thing to understand is that both terms usu-
ally refer to basic rights that belong to people simply because they are human, not because of their
citizenship status” (p. 72). With this, Pilyavski establishes a connection between the right to remain

silent as a fundamental human right, thereby substantiating the dissertation’s main thesis. For the



purposes of the analysis, the study examines how various legal systems interpret and apply the prin-
ciples of protection against self-incrimination. Within the scope of this chapter, a number of legal
topics and issues related to the dissertation’s main theme are discussed. An example of such a topic
is the discussion regarding the understanding of what democracy is and how this understanding is
replaced by formalization—decision-making by majority vote (p. 81). Within the scope of this
chapter, attention is given to philosophical analysis, and the views of Hannah Arendt are presented
regarding the issue of the guarantor in the observance of natural and civil rights (p. 108). The histor-
ical preconditions (England, 15t century) that led to the establishment and defense of the right to
silence are traced, and the issue is clarified in the context of the State of Isracl. At the end of the

chapter, a case study is presented related to the 2025 refugee crisis in Syria.

Chapter Four takes the analysis a step further by identifying points of tension between the
various ways in which the right to remain silent is applied in the context of court proceedings. The
chapter provides examples and analyzes specific court cases in Israeli constitutional practice (the
role of judicial interpretation). This is not done as an end in itself, but is linked to existing philo-
sophical theories. The question of the status of the right to remain silent is raised: absolute or limit-
ed application. In conclusion, it is noted that the Supreme Court of Israel has elevated the right to
remain silent and the right not to testify against oneself to the status of constitutionally guaranteed

rights (violation of these rights leads to the exclusion of evidence from the case).

The dissertation has three significant contributions that fully correspond to the findings of the study.
The philosophical and legal significance of each of them should be noted.

Question: How do you view the issue of the right to remain silent and against self-incrimination in
the context of the rapid penetration of Al into both society and the administration of justice in a
non-local context?

An abstract has been submitted that corresponds to the content of the dissertation. The doctoral
candidate has the required number (as stipulated by the Law on Scientific Research and Academic
Degrees) of publications on the topic of the dissertation. A report from a plagiarism-checking sys-
tem confirming that there is no overlap between the content of the dissertation and other texts has

been provided.

Conclusion: I consider the topic of the dissertation to be important and well-developed, and one that
may be of benefit both to specialists in the field of law and to researchers in the field of the philoso-
phy of law. It is recommended that this research be made available to students and others interested
in law and philosophy. The dissertation offers a well-founded research focus, developed and pre-
sented with clarity and comprehensiveness regarding the various approaches and specific aspects
related to the administration of justice in Israel. I assess the content of the dissertation as inspired by
the practical formulation of problems in the field of the philosophy of law and characterize the work
as a project that can be useful in the education of students of law and philosophy and of philosophy

teachers (when teaching material related to human and civil rights). Based on the national standards



for the award of the academic degree of “Doctor of Philosophy” met by the doctoral candidate Mi-
hail Pilyavski, I support—I vote positively—the awarding of this degree to the doctoral candidate.

Assoc. Prof. Julia Vasseva-Dikova

Institute of Philosophy and Sociology (IPS),

Bulgarian Academy of Sciences

September 24, 2026 Sofia
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