YHUBEPCUTET 3A HAITMOHAJIHO 1 CBETOBHO CTOITAHCTBO

PEOEH3UA

Ot:  ooy. 0-p Cumeon I'poucman
ooyenm no obwa meopus Ha npasomo 6 FO® na CY ,,Ce. Kn. Oxpuocku “

OtHOCHO: KOHKYpcC 3a mpodecop 110 3.6 [IpaBo (Teopust Ha AbpKaBaTa v MPABOTO
/®unocodus Ha npasoto/) B YHCC.

1. Nudopmanus 3a KOHKypca

KoHkypchT € 00siBeH 3a Hy>KauTe Ha KaTeapa ,,IlyonnuHonpaBHU HAyKu' Ha
KO® na YHCC cowraacuo pemrenne Ha @C Ha cbmusa ¢akynrer ot 12.02.2026 r.
VYyacTBaM B ChCTaBa Ha HAYYHOTO KYpHU MO KOHKypca cbhbriacHo 3amoBen No
656/6.03.2026 1. Ha Pextropa nHa YHCC.

2. Uudopmanns 3a KAHAUJATUTE B KOHKYpPCa

Kanmunarer CBetnnia MapunoBa KbueBa ot 2005 1. pabotu kato
npenonaasaren B YHCC. 3ammraBa nokropcka aucepramusa npe3 2010 r. Ha Tema
I [puHIIMIIUTE HA paBoTO  (MOHOrpadguuno uznanue — C., AU — YHCC, 2011 r.).
XabunuTHpa ce karo noneHT rnpe3 2014 r. ¢ moHorpadusita ,,J IHTepecsT B mpaBoOTO
(C., AU-YHCC, 2013 1.).

[IpenogaBaTenckara i IeHHOCT € CBbpP3aHa C BOJACHETO HA yUEOHH 3aHATHS
no muciumimHu kato OOma teopus Ha mpaBoto, OOIIO yueHHe 3a AbpiKaBarta,
®dunocodus Ha mpaBoTo, OCHOBHU Ha IPABOTO MPE] Pa3IUUHU ayTUTOPUH.

Usnen Ha AconmanusTa 3a ¢puiaocodust Ha MPaBOTO U COLUATHO-TIOIUTHYECKA
¢unocopus, Ha Cpro3a Ha ydeHute B bbiarapus m Ha HaumonanHus cbro3 Ha
FOPUCKOHCYJITHTE.

3. M3nbiaHeHHMe Ha H3HCKBAHUATA 32 3aeMaHe Ha AaKaJeMHYHATa
MITbKHOCT
KangugathT wW3MBIAHSBA HAMOHAIHUTE MHUHUMAJIHU HAYKOMETPUYHU
M3HUCKBAaHMS 3a 3aeMaHeTo Ha mrkxHOcTTa Tipodecop B ITH 3.6 IlpaBo, kakTo u
JOMBJIHUTEIHO YCTAHOBEHUTE KOJMYECTBEHH W3HUCKBAHUS 3a 3aeMaHe Ha
aKajeMuyHaTa JIIBKHOCT ,Jpodecop” B YHCC. 3a pasriexnane Ha HaydHOTO
KYypHU € TIpe/iCTaBeHa 3HAauuTeIHa Mo oO0eMa CH Hay4YHa MPOIYKIWA, MoIajaiia B



u3cienoBaTenckara cepa Ha TeOpUsATa Ha AbprKaBaTa U PABOTO C SICEH YKIOH KbM
¢punocodckonpaBHaTa METOAOIOTHS, TO3UIUOHMPAIIIA ABTOPA B YKa3aHOTO HAY4HO
noJIe.

IIpaBy BrieyaTJICHHE NOCIIEAOBATEIIHOCTTA HA KAPUEPHUS HAYUYEH IIPOEKT Ha
nou. Ceerna KpHeBa, mponpaBsul IbTS ¥ IPE3 TEMUTE 3a IPUHIIUIIUTE HA MPABOTO
M HHTEPECUTE B MPAaBOTO 3aE€IHO C HErOBOTO METOAOJOTMYHO pPAMKUPAHE B
y4ueOHHKa ,,EMMCTEMOJIOTHS HA MPABOTO® M ILSUIOCTHO OCMHUCISHE B Kypca U IO
,dunocodus Ha mpaBoTo*“. C oryeq Ha MOCOYSHOTO CTaBa SICHO, Y€ MPUCTHIIBAHETO
Ha aBTOpKaTa KbM KaHAMJATCTBaHE 3a Ipodecopckara AIBKHOCT HE € YacT OT
CHOPaJUYHU JEHCTBUSA, a OT LIEJICHACOYEHH YCUIIHS KbM U3CIIEABAaHE U IPETIOJaBaHe
Ha yCBOsIBaHaTa OT Hesl Hay4Ha cepa.

4. OueHka Ha y4e0OHO-IIpeNnoaaBaTeJCKATA IeHHOCT

JloceramHusT npenogaBaTesicku onuT Ha aon. Ceerna KbHeBa € u3Lsio B
chepaTa Ha TeopusTa Ha JbpKaBaTa U MpaBoTo. OCHIIECTBEH B PA3IMUYHUA BUCIIN
y4eOHM 3aBelleHus, MpeJ IOpUANYecKa U HEIOpHUIMYecKa ayIuTopus, TOH M J1aBa
BB3MOXXHOCT Jla M3MBJIHSIBA MBJIHOICHHO JICKIIMOHHUTE 3aJbJDKEHHS W Ha
npodecopckara InbKHOCT. [locTaBEeHUAT B KOHKYypCa akLeHT BbpXY (uiocodusTa
Ha TPaBOTO CHOTBETCTBA HA HEHATA POJIS B PAMKHUTE HA TPATUIIMOHHO MO-IITHPOKO
neduHupaHoto B bbarapus mone Ha ,,TeOopusATa Ha Jbp)KaBaTa M IPaBOTO™.
CeoiieBpemMeHHo camara (uiocoduss Ha NPaBOTO B €IUH MEXIYHApOJCH IUIaH,
UTpaciiki pojsiTa Ha MeTaHayKa 3a MpaBOTO, Ha cdepa Ha HM3BEKIAHETO HA
NPEANOCTaBKM M pa3padOTBaHE Ha CIEJACTBUATA HA TEOpUATAa HA JbpKaBara U
IpaBOTO, MPaBH BB3MOXHO I'BJIHOLIECHHOTO NPENOAAaBaHE HAa BCHUYKM OTHOCUMH
y4eOHM JUCHUIUIMHU  4pe3 TNpuwiaraHeto Ha  (QuiocodCKONpaBHUTE U
00IIIOTEOPETUIHUTE METOIH.

5. O0ma xapakTepucTMKa Ha NPEACTABEHUTE HAYYHU TPYAOBeE

Cgetrnia KbpHeBa ydacTBa B KOHKypca 3a mpodecop ¢ MoHorpadus (BTopa
xabunuTaius) Ha Tema ,,Msparta B npaBoto’ (C., AU — YHCC, 2024 1.), 11 cratuu B
MIEPUOANYHHS IOPUINYECKH TIeuaT, 15 myOnrKyBaHu HayYHH JOKJIa/1a OT pa3HOOOpa3HH Mo
XapakTepa cu KOH(pEpeHIIUH, KaKTO U MMyOJIMKyBaH yueOHHK 110 ,,dunocodus Ha mpaBoTo™
(C., A1 — YHCC, 2022 r.). C omucBaHaTta HayuyHa HMPOJYKIHsI aBTOpKaTa Ce ¢ 3asBUia
KaToO pas3lo3HaBacM WieH Ha Objirapckara akajeMHYHa OOLIHOCT C aKTHBHO ydYacTHE B
HEHUHHUTE Hay4YHU IIPOABHU.

5.1. Hayunoto TBOpuecTBO Ha CBeTiia KbHEBa ce pa3BUBa MO HAKOJIKO SICHO
CBBP3aHU JIMHUY 32 pa3pad0TBaHETO HA KOHIENTYaJIHU MPABHH BHIIPOCH B3 OCHOBA



HAa TEMUTE 32 MHTEPECUTE B MPABOTO, CMUCTEMOJIOTUSTA HA MPABOTO, MPABHOTO
HayKO3HaHUE (HAMpUMep IO c€ OTHACS 10 00xBaTta M (PYHKIHMH HA TUCUUILITUHU
KaTo 0011aTa Teopusl Ha MPaBoTO U PuiocodusiTa Ha MPABOTO) U B KpailHa CMETKa
Ha MspaTa Ha MPaBOTO, KOSTO — KAKTO 1€ M3SICHS B KOMEHTApUTE CU BBPXY
xabunuTanmoHHaTa MoOHoOrpadus, c€ TMPEACTaBsd KaTo KOMILIEKCHO IIOHSTHE,
obemaro B cebe cu (yHKIIMOHUPAHETO HA PA3IMYHUTE METAIOPUIUIECKH (CTIopen
cxBaianeto Ha KbHeBa M CHIIHOCTHOINPABHU) MOHATHS KaTO MPaBOBOCT, MOpAJI,
CIPaBEIJIUBOCT.

5.2. Cgerna KpHeBa € mojokuiia TpailHU YCHJIUSI 32 0OOCHOBAaBaHETO Ha
coOCTBEH BB3TJIEA BBPXY CHIIHOCTTA U (PYHKIMOHAJIHATA POJII HAa MsApaTa Ha
IPaBOTO, OMNPEACIAUKU S KaTo QYHOAMEHMANHO pasnpeoeiraujo HOHAMuUe Ha
npasHama cucmema, A3MOJI3BaHO U HYKHO KaKTO 3a 00Iara Teopusi Ha MpaBoTo,
Taka u 3a ¢puiocodpuara Ha PaBoTo.

JleMoHCTpUpaH € cOOCTBEH MOAXOJ 3a KOHIIENTyaJu3upaHe Ha OIpenesieH
,»IIPABEH CMUCHJI", KaTO € U3BEJCH U3BO/JI, U€ MspaTa Ha MPABOTO € HETOB U3PA3UTEI
U KOHpETU3alusi, a MpPaBHUTE HOPMHU — CBOEOOpa3Ha CMHUCIOBA KOHIICHTpAIWA,
EKCTPAKT Ha MPABOTO, KOWTO 0Oaue He U3UepIBa HETOBATa CHITHOCT.

ABTOpPBHT OOpaBH CBhC CBOS Bepcus Ha (PEHOMEHOJOTHYHHS IOIXOJ KBM
MpaBoTo, 0€3 Ja ce cTpaxyBa Ja ce oOpbla KbM pa3IMYHU HUHCTPYMEHTH Ha
bunocopckoTo MUCIICHE 32 pa3pab0OTBAHETO HA TPAJUIIMOHHU MMPABHU TTOHSATHUS.

OT riegHaTa TOYKa Ha U3JI0KEHOTO MOXKE J1a C€ M3THKHE, Ue MOITYYCHHUTE OT
M3CIIEI0OBATEIICKUTE YCUIIUS Ha Aol KbHEBa HaydYHU pe3ysTaTH MOJydaBaT CBOETO
MPUJIOKEHUE B ISUIOCTHA MMO3HABATEIIHA KOHIIEMIUS, Ype3 KOATO MoraT aa Obraar
U3CIIE/IBAaHU PA3JIMYHU KOHKPETHH MTPaBHUS SIBJICHUS, a HA CTYACHTCKATa ayIUTOPHS
na Ob/1e IpenojaBaHna O0I0TEOPETUUHATA MaTepUsl Upe3 €IUH YCHIICH (DOKYC BbPXY
AKCHOJIOTUYECKUTE U COIMATHUETUYHUTE U3MEPEHHUS Ha ITPaBOTO.

5.3. Monorpajgusta ,Msapara Ha NpPaBOTO* cleaBa OIpENeIeH
KJIACUYECKH IO 3aMHChJIa CU MOJXO0M, KONTO 00ave HE € TOJIKOBA YECTO CpelaH B
ObJrapckata OOIIOTEOpETUYHA KHWXKHUHA. TyK Cb3HATE€IHO TOBOpSA 32
,,OOIIIOTEOPETUYHA KHIDKHUHA®, M3XO0XKIAWKN OT pazOupanero, ye B bwiarapus mo
cWiIaTa Ha peaulla UCTOPUUYECKU npespamHOCTH T. Hap. ,,TEOpUS Ha JAbp)KaBara U
MPaBOTO™ ce pasriekja Karo paMka Ha (yHIaMEHTATHOTO MHCIEHE 3a MpaBoTo,
BKJTFOUBaIIa U ¢puiocodusiTa Ha MPABOTO, a IO CBETA HAMPOTUB, (UIOCOPHUITA HA
IIPaBOTO paMKHpa MOJIETO, KOETO FOPUCTUTE 00pabOoTBAT KaToO TEOPETUYHA HAyKa 3a
IpPaBOTO CBbC CPABHUTEIHO SICHM JOTMAaTUYHU U Hail-pa3HOOOpa3HU IIO-
(yHIaMEHTAIHU TEOPETUUHHU TPOCKIUH.

5.3.1. Jlokato Obiarapckara oOOMIOTEOPETUYHA TMpPaBHA KHIDKHWHA T10
MPUHIIMIT MOHOTpadu3Upa ONPEaeICHN TEMU, U3X0XKAANKH OT OTPEENIEHU aCTIEKTH



Ha MpaBoToO, U3X0Ha Touka 3a CBetna KbHeBa e puiiocodckoTo nonsitue 3a Msipara,
KoeTo OMBa W3MOJ3BAHO 32 CHOTHACSHETO Ha MOpeauia oT (puiiocoPpckonpaBHU
noHATHS. B TO3U cMUCHI MsipaTa KaTo yYHHMBeEpcalHa (YHKIMS Ha MpeneHkara u
ChOTHACSIHETO € O0BbpHATa KbM IPABOTO, KOETO CE MPEACTaBsl KaTO pe3yiTaT Ha
ChOTHACAIIM OCMUCIISIHUS (IIPABOTO KaTO BBIIPOC HA MsIpa), HO U MHCTPYMEHT Ha
Msipata B 001eCTPOTO (MPABOTO KATO HOPMATHUBEH U3pa3 Ha Mspa).

5.3.2. M3cnenBaHeTo € MOCBETEHO HA €jHA MOITYJIsIpHA C M3Ka3a CH, HO Jlocera
HEOCHIIECTBEHAa B ObJrapckara TMpaBHA HayKa H3CJEIOBaTelICKa Tema.
CrpiieBpeMeHHO MOHOTpadusiTa HE € Ch3Aa/eHa B HAKAKBO ,,[IPAa3HO Moje’ (TakoBa
MTOHE B IPEHACEJICHATa OT TEMH U CTAHOBHUIIA UCTOPHS Ha puocodusTa Ha MPaBOTO
OM MOTrJo0 Ja ChIIECTBYBA CamMO MpPU HEAOTVICKIAHE Ha H3CIEIOBATEIUTE).
HampotuB, Cserna KbHeBa axkTUBHO paboTu BBPXY MNPaBHOYUIOCOPCKOTO
HacjeACcTBO Ha MuxainmmHa MwuxaWiioBa, yCIsIBalKM Jla C€ MO3UIUOHUpA Ha
NpPaKTHKa 10 OTHOUIEHWE Ha BCHYKU IMO-W3THKHATH OTHOCHUMH HM3CJIEAOBATEIN Ha
matepusita y Hac. C ToBa cH JOCTOMHCTBO MOHOrpadusra ,Mspara B mpaBoTO*
paboTH 3a MO-HATATHITHOTO PA3BUTUE HA BEUe 3al0OYHATU OT ObJrapckaTa MnpaBHA
TEOPUS IbTUIIA U MOKE J1a CIIY’KH HAa HEJOTaM 3ar03HaTUsl YUTATET KATO OPUECHTHP
B HEITHUTE OCHOBHHU MOCTHKECHMUS.

5.3.3. MeToa010rusiTa HA U3CJIeBaHe CE 3asBSIBA KAaTO HEMO3UTUBHUCTKA B
CMUCBHJI, ThPCEIT HAIXBBPISHETO Ha (HOPMATHO-UHCTUTYITUOHATHUTE U3MEPEHUS Ha
npaBHaTa cucteMa. [IbT 3a TOBa ce mpeasiara B U3CJIEABAHETO HA T'€HE3MCa Ha TOBA,
KOETO aBTOpPKaTa Hapuya ,,[IpaBeH CMUCHI KaTO OMpe/IesIeHa YOBEIIKa, COLMAIHA,
JIOTUYECKA, MOPATHO-IIEHHOCTHA MPeI3aJaJIcHOCT Ha MPaBOTO, KOETO clie/iBa Ja
O0blie ThpceHa 3aj dopMmanu3alusiTa Ha HOpMara, 3a Jia MOXe BbhoOIe na Oble
pa3paHa Ta3u HOpMa KaTo 4acT OT CBeTa BHOOIIE, a HE caMO KaTo 4acT OT €/IHa
TEXHOKPATUUECKH pasriexkaana popMaTHO-IOpUINYECKa CUCTEMA.

5.3.4. CBeria KbHeBa BHKIa B OCHOBATA HA NMPABOTO OTHOUICHUSITA
cy0eKTH — cy0eKT M cyOeKkT — OJ1aro.

5.3.4.1. IIpaBoTo M cyOekTHTe. Msipara € IIEHHOCT U IIEHHOCTHO
OTHOIIICHWE, BB3HUKBAILO MPEIU BCHUYKO B YOBEHIKOTO Ch3HAHME WM — Ha
KOJICKTUBHO HHMBO, pabOTEIO0 B YOBEIIKUTE Ch3HAHUS U MPUIO0OUBAIIO COIIMATHO
3Ha4YEHUE Ype3 TSIXHOTO KOHCOJIUAUPAHE B ONPEISTICHO [ICHHOCTHO €IMHOMHUCIIHE.
JlornueckoTo W3KauBaHE MO JIMHUSTA HA OTIETHOTO Ch3HAHUE — KOJICKTUBHO
Ch3HaHUE — BBIUTBIIIABAHE HA OCH3HAHUTE IICHHOCTH B MPEJCTAaBU 3a IMPABOTO
ouepTaBa COLMAIHMS TeHE3UC Ha MPaBOTO, C KOWTO MPaBOTBOPUYECKUTE OpPTraHU
TpsiOBa J1a ce choOpa3sBaT, a CIIOpe/l aBTOpKaTa — U MOTaT Jia Ch3aBatT MPaBo camo
B MPOKOMABaHUS OT OOIIECTBEHOTO Ch3HAHWE KaHAJ Ha KYJTYPHO-UCTOPHYECKO
paszBuTHe. B TO31 CMUCHI ce TBBP/H, Y€ ,,IpaBomo uma oumue, KOemo He 3a8Ucl
OMm 80IAMA HA 3AKOHOOAMeENs, UMA C805 USHAYAHA CYOCMAHYUS U eK3UCEHYUATIeH
npageH CMUCDHI, KOUMO e HeOmoeaum om cbemecmuus scugom na xopama*“. C TaKbB



BB3IJIE] CTaBa BBH3MOXKEH MO-IIUPOKUS COLUATHO OPUEHTHUPAH M HCTOPUYECKHU
JIEMOHCTPUPAH BB3IJIE] BbPXY CPAaBHUTEIHUTE MBTUILIA HA HCTOPUKOIPABHOTO
pa3BUTHE B pa3inuuHUTe obmiectBa. OTHOBO MO TO3W HAYMH C€ ,,Bb3KpecsiBa‘
no3zabpaBeHaTa TeOpHsl 3a ,HAKOJKOTO OUTHETa Ha MPaBOTO C HEWHOTO
MPEAN3BUKATEIICTBO KbM HOPMAaTHBHATA MOHOOTOJIOTHS Ha TIPABOTO B cdepaTa Ha
CTPUKTHOIOPUINYCCKUTE Pa3ChKIACHUS. TCOPETUIHHAT Bh3IJIE 3a TIPABOTO ,,A3BBH
3aKOHA™ WJM ,,IpEAM 3aKOHA™ HAMA 3a LIeJI Ja JaBa THIKYBATEIHHU HOPUANYECKU
apryMEeHTH, a Ja OOsICHSABA MBTSA HAa MPABOTO W OOITUS MEXaHW3BM HA HETOBOTO
COIIMAJTHO BB3ICHCTBUE — 0COOCHO CI0’KHA QYHKIIHS, Ha KOSATO ObJITapcKaTa MpaBHa
HayKa, 0COOEHO 110 C€ OTHACS 10 KOHPETHOCTTA U YOS UTETHOCTTA HA ONTMCAHUETO
IPOIbJKABA J1a IBJIKHU TBBpJIe MHOTO. KaTo npuema, ue ,,npagomo ... coujecmeaysa
8 YClOBUSL HA Cb-Oumue, HA Cb-3HAHUEe, Cb-MUCIue* aBTOpKaTa O4yepTaBa €/IHa
mupoka chepa Ha MpaBHOOTHOCUMATa PuiIocodusi, COIMOIOTHS, €TUKA, KOUTO Ja
THPCIT BPB3KUTE MEXKIY MPABOTO M OOIICCTBEHUTE YCIIOBUA, Jla TEOPETU3UPAT
U3MEpPEHUATa Ha CHOJEISHETO Ha TPaBHUTE IMPEACTaBH, 3a Ja ObJaT Te
KOJICKTUBU3UPAHU B MPABOCH3HAHUE Ja Pa3ChKIaBaT M0 0COOEHO 31000/ JHEBHATA
nHec (M He caMo JIHec) TeMa 3a (popMUpaHEeTO Ha OCHOBOIIOJIATAIOTO OOIIECTBEHO
ChIJIaCHE.

Te3u paszchxkIeHus MoraT J1a ObaaT 000O0IIEHH B CXBAI[aHETO, Y€ HAIIUTE
IICHHOCTH Ca BHUHArW OMPEEICHN H3MEPUTENH, MIpaTra € TAXHATa CHITHOCTHA
XapaKTEPUCTHKA, a C OCBIICCTBABAHETO HAa IICHHOCTUTE B TMPAaBHH SBIICHUSA,
MOCJICTHATE BWHATW HOCAT B ceOe CH OTIeYaThKa Ha ONpPEIeJieHa MsIpa M Ce
MPEBPHINA B COIMATIHA MsApa, C KOETO CaMH CTaBaT IEHHOCT 3a OOIIECTBOTO U
TEXHOJIOTHU3AIMsl Ha Bpb3KaTa Ha OOIIECTBOTO C HErOBOTO OCHOBOTMOJIATAIIN
IIEHHOCTH.

5.3.4.2. IIpaBoto wm Ouaarara. Karo ,o0TmMepBa“ MNpPaBUIHOTO U
HEMPaBUJIIHOTO YOBEIIKO TMOBEJACHUE CONMATHOGOpPMHpAHATa FOPUIUUYECKU
u3passiBaHaTa M IICHHOCTHOHATOBapBaHaTa Mspa MOApPEkKIa CyOeKTUTe U B
OTHOIIEHUSITA UM KbM Onarara, 3apaau kouto, numie Ceerna KnHeBa, € HY)KHO U
caMOTO TIpaBo. B TO3M CMHUCHII HEWHUAT aHATW3 MPEBPBHINA MPABOTO B IIEHHOCTHA
YCTAaHOBKA, 3aBUCHMa M Ch3llaBaHa OT (haKTHYECKOTO. B eauH wmaeaneH pakypc
IPaBOTO € OE3MPOTUBOPEUYNBOTO M3MEPEHUE HA €IMHCTBOTO HA HOPMa U PEATHOCT,
JIOKaTO THKMO B PEAJIHOCTTA, TO OCTaBa MPOTHBOPEYUE, B KOCTO IEHHOCTHTE CEC
HAco4YBaT KbM (PaKTHUTE, a TIOCIICTHUTE CE ONUTBAT JIa TIpeae(PUHUPAT TEPBUTE.

Kato onpapnaBa onpezaeneHa no3uius crupsiMo oiarara (,,J1a UMani uim ,,Ja
naneni) mpaBoTO OOEIWHSIBA MPOTHUBOIMOJIONKHU COIMAJIHU TEUEHMs, 3a Ja TH
MMOMUPH TIOHE B OTHOCUTEITHOCTTA Ha €IMH KaTO 1710 3a4iTaH MpaBeH pea. B Taszu
HacoKa € MHTepecHo, 4e KaTo 0a3oBa mpaBHa ¢opmyna Ceerna KbHeBa mpesara
PUMCKOIIPABHOTO ,,JIaBaM, 3a J1a Jajelll, MpaBs, 3a Jla HAMpPaBUII', HAPUIAUKHU TO
,3JTATHO TPABWIO®, KOJ Ha MPAaBOTO, MHTYUTUBHO CXBaIlllaH B KOJEKTHUBHOTO



Ch3HaHUE 3a€HO C MO-HATATHK U30poeHuTe HOPMYJH KaTo ,,JaBaM, 3a Ja nmojayda
HaIpuMep BB BUIa Ha TPEICTABEHOTO KaTo MMy OJIMYHO MTpaBHA PyHKIUsS pa3OupaHe
,»JaBaM BJIACT, 3a J1a MOJy4a CUrypHOCT . OT Ta3H IJIeIHa TOUYKa MOMXKEM caMmo Ja C
ropYMBMHA J1a J00ABUM, Y€ KJIACHUYECKOTO 3JIATHO MPABUJIO HAa MoOpaja OcTaBa Mo-
CKOpPO [JaJ€4YHO OT KOJIEKTHBHOTO Ch3HAHHE, JOPU B IO-CKPOMHHUS CH
KOH(yIIMaHCKH (M HE CaMO0) BapHAHT HA MTACUBHOTO JI0OPO KaTO HE3JIO0TO ,,HE TIPABH
Ha JIPYrUTE€ TOBa, KOETO HE MCKAaIl Ja MpaBsIT Ha TeO®, Hexenu B XPUCTOBHS
MMIIEpAaTUB Ha aKTUBHOTO A0OPO: ,,BCHYKO, KOETO UCKATE J]a IPABST BaM YOBELUTE,
CBHIIOTO MpaBeTe U BUE TAM . [lpuinkara € ouyeBMJHA — KAaKTO B KOMEHTHpaHaTa
MoHOorpadus 1o wuHTepeceH HauyuH do ut des ce Hamupa KaTro OCHOBHA
Chpa3MEpUTEIIHA OCHOBA HAa MPaBOTO, Taka U B HoBus 3aBer Xpucroc npeaara
MOpAaJIHUs UMIIEPATHB KaTO 0000IIEHNE Ha CTapO3aBETHOTO PaBO — ,,3al[0TO TOBA
[3naTHO MpaBUiIO] € 3aKOHBT U mpoporuTe (Marteit, 7:12). JlorukaTta Ha JaBaHETO
1 0COOEHO Ha UMAHETO € U3IJIekKAa 10-01pagdana B HAILIETO KOJIEKTUBHO Chb3HAHUE,
KOETO B MEPCIIEKTUBA 51 YHUBEPCAIN3UPA, 1aBa Bb3MOKHOCT IIPABOTO JAa 5 IMOJIY4YH
3a CBOSI OCHOBA, 0O€elIaBaliki BCEKMMY CBOETO, T.€. [10 HEIlO Ha BCEKHU OT Hac. Wu
OoOpBIIAKK C€ OTHOBO KbM pelieH3UpaHaTa MOHOTpadus: ,,IpaBHATA Mspa ThPCU
MIpaBHa CHIIHOCT... KOJ Ha IMO3MIIMS 110 OBOJ 0J1ara, OCMUCIIEHa KaTo 0Jaro 3a MeH
Y 3aIllUTUMAa KaTo TaKaBa“'.

5.3.5. IlepcnekTuBu Ha ocMucJsiHe. [IpaBHara MsApa € BUIsIHA KAaTO 4acT OT
OTHOLIEHUETO BAIMTHOCT — JISTHTUMHOCT, KaTO TeMa 3a OOEKTUTE Ha MPABOTO, KATO
IJI0JT Ha IEUCTBAIUTE B OOILIECTBOTO KYJATYpPHHU AeTepMUHAHTH. OTHOBO MpaBHATA
Mspa — Beue OLICHSIBAaHA OT CAMUTE CU aJIpECaTH, € CBbp3aHa ¢ €()EeKTUBHOCTTA Ha
IPaBOTO U C€ MPEBPbBILIa B MHCTPYMEHT U TECT 3a BCsKa Obelia Tpanchopmarus Ha
IpaBHATa CUCTEMa KaTO IbT 3a MPOMsHA Ha OOLIECTBOTO, C KOETO 3HaYECHHETO Ha
MOHSATHUETO J1aBa Bb3MOXKHOCT 3a IPOHUKBAHE B TEMUTE Ha NIPaBHA €THKA, JIOTHKA U
COLIMOJIOTHS.

5.4. VY4eOHuxkbT 1o ¢Quiaocopus HA NPaBOTO MPEICTABS ISJIOCTEH
BB3TJIC]I HAa aBTOpa BBPXY MIUPOK KPBI OT OTHOCUMU MPOOJEMHU, KOUTO ca
MOAPEACHN M TMOCJTEAOBATEIHO pa3rbpHATU B TMOAXOJAIl W 3a MO-IIMpOKaTa
aynuropust Buia. Ha pasriexnaHe ca IOCTaBEeHH HE caMO Topeauna  oT
ChAbpPKATEHU (HUITOCO(CKOTPABHU BBIIPOCH, HO CE€ CHUCTEMaTHU3MpAT U peaulia
CXBalllaHUsI Ha aBTOpPKaTa, OTHOCUMH KbM UCTOpHUATa Ha uaeute. [locieanara 6usa
npuBJIeUYeHa 32 00OCHOBaBaHE Ha ABTOPOBUTE TE3U, a 00yYyaBaHUTE Bb3 OCHOBA Ha
TO3U TPYH CTYJEHTH — BB3MOKHOCTTA 3a Pa3ChXKIaBaHE 3a€IHO C TOJIEMHUTE
¢dunocodu Ha TPaBOTO.



6. OueHka Ha HAYYHHWTE U HAYYHO-TIPUJIOKHU MPUHOCH

C orznex Ha M3JI0XKEHOTO ClIe/BA Ja CE€ JajJe IMOJOKUTETHA OIEHKAa Ha
npeactaBeHuTe oT CBeTiia KbHEBAa HayYHU Tpy0BE, HA PABUIIHO MTPETEHINPAHUTE
OT Hesl HAy4YHU MPUHOCU U HA CBBP3AHUTE C TAX HAYYHHU U MPAKTUKO-TPUIIOKHU (B
cdepara Ha IOPUINIECKOTO MPENOIaBaHE) PE3yNTATH.

7. Kputuunu 0ejie;KKHM M PenopbKH

[TonpoOHO pa3paboreHuTe aHanu3u Ha Aoll. KbHEBa HE MU MO3BOJSBAT Ja
dopMynupam orpeneaeH! KPUTUKH — HE TIOHEKE CbM BHHATU CHITIACEH C HEMHUTE
pazOupaHusi, HO JIOKOJKOTO CBLIMTE NPEJCTaBisABa HM3pa3 Ha €IUH LSJIOCTEH
HETMO3UTUBHUCTKH BB3IJIE]] 32 IPABOTO, MO-pa3inyeH OT Mos. EnHa kputrka 6u Ouna
OIUT Jia c€ ,,IOMUPU"* Uy’KJaTa MO3ULIUS C MOsITA COOCTBEHA, KOETO OU OMIIO KaKTO
HaIpa3eH OIMT, TaKa U IIPOsBa HAa HEUYBCTBUTEIHOCT KbM HyXKJaTa OT 3allUTaBaHE
Ha MPOTUBOIIOJIOXKHU (pustocodckorpaBHU cTaHoBuIa. CamMo 4pe3 pa3rpbLIaHETO
Ha aJTepHAaTUBHU BU3UU CTaBa BB3MOXKHO IpeJl MyOauKara Ja ObaT MpeicTaBIHu
1o-700pHU HAayuYHU pPE3yJITar, 3a KOETO CBOUTE YCHIIMS € MOoJoXuna u jnoi. Ceetna
KbHesa.

8. 3akirouenue

Booen om 2opeusznonosxcenomo yboeoeno popmyaupam noiodxcumenta OoyeHka
8vbpxy Kanouoamypama Ha ooy. 0-p Ceemna Mapunosa Kvuesa 3a 3aemanemo na
onvocHocmma ,,npogecop “ no 3.6 Ilpaso (Teopus na Oovpoicasama u npagomo
/@unocous na npasomo/) u npenopvUeaM HA UleHO8eme HA HAYYHOMO JHCYPpU 0d
npeonodxcam na Paxyrmemuus cveem Ha FOD na YHCC oa uzbepe ooy. Kvnesa na
NOCOUeHama ONbHCHOCHI.

B cvwus cmucvn u we enacysam Ha 3aKIOYUMENHOMO 3AceO0aHue no
Hacmoswama npoyeoypa.

Digitally signed
SIMEON by SIMEON

EFIMOV
EFIMOV GROYSMAN

9.04.2026 1. GROYSMAN Date: 2026.04.09
Jlo6puu IHomgnwe: .......... ....... 15:56:10 40300’



REVIEW

By: Assoc. Prof. Dr Simeon Groysman
Associate Professor of General Theory of Law at the Faculty of Law, Sofia
University “St. Kliment Ohridski”

Regarding: Competition for the position of Professor of 3.6 Law (Theory of State
and Law / Philosophy of Law) at the University of National and World
Economy.

1. Information about the competition

The competition has been announced for the needs of the Department of
Public Law Sciences at the Faculty of Law of UNWE, in accordance with a decision
of the Faculty Council of the same faculty dated 12 February 2026. I am a member
of the academic jury for the competition in accordance with Order No. 656 of 6
March 2026 of the Rector of UNWE.

2. Information about the candidates in the competition

Candidate Svetla Marinova Kaneva has been working as a lecturer at UNWE
since 2005. She defended her doctoral thesis in 2010 on the topic ‘Principles of Law’
(monograph edition— Sofia, AT - UNWE, 2011). She was promoted to Associate
Professor in 2014 with the monograph “Interest in Law” (Sofia, Al—- UNWE, 2013).

Her teaching activities involve delivering lectures on subjects such as General
Theory of Law, General Theory of the State, Philosophy of Law, and Foundations
of Law to various audiences.

She 1s a member of the Association for the Philosophy of Law and Social and
Political Philosophy, the Union of Scientists in Bulgaria and the National Union of
Legal Advisers.

3. Fulfilment of the requirements for the academic post

The candidate meets the national minimum scientometric requirements for the
position of professor in Scientific Field 3.6 Law, as well as the additional
quantitative requirements established for the academic position of ‘professor’ at
UNWE. A substantial body of scholarly output has been submitted for consideration
by the academic jury, falling within the research field of the theory of state and law,
with a clear focus on philosophical-legal methodology, positioning the author within
the specified academic field.

The consistency of Assoc. Prof. Svetla Kaneva, paving her way through the
themes of the principles of law and interests in law, together with their
methodological framing in the textbook ‘Epistemology of Law’ and comprehensive
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exploration in her course on ‘Philosophy of Law’. In view of the above, it is clear
that the author’s decision to apply for the professorship is not part of sporadic
actions, but of purposeful efforts towards research and teaching in her field of
expertise.

4. Assessment of teaching and academic activity

Assoc. Prof. Svetla Kaneva’s teaching experience to date has been entirely in
the field of the theory of the state and law. Gained at various higher education
institutions, before both legal and non-legal audiences, it enables her to fully fulfil
the lecturing duties of the professorial post. The emphasis placed in the competition
on the philosophy of law corresponds to its role within the traditionally broader field
of ‘theory of state and law’ as defined in Bulgaria. At the same time, the philosophy
of law itself, on an international level, playing the role of a meta-science of law, a
sphere for deriving premises and developing the consequences of the theory of state
and law, enables the effective teaching of all relevant academic disciplines through
the application of philosophical-legal and general theoretical methods.

5. General characteristics of the academic works presented

Svetla Kaneva is participating in the competition for the position of professor
with a monograph (second habilitation) on the topic ‘The Measure in Law’ (Sofia,
Al — UNWE, 2024), 11 articles in legal periodicals, 15 published research papers from a
variety of conferences, as well as a published textbook on “Philosophy of Law” (Sofia, Al
— UNWE, 2022). With the academic output described above, the author has established
herself as a recognised member of the Bulgarian academic community, actively
participating in its academic events.

5.1. Svetla Kaneva’s academic work develops along several clearly
interrelated lines for the exploration of conceptual legal issues based on topics such
as interests in law, the epistemology of law, legal science (for example, regarding
the scope and functions of disciplines such as general theory of law and philosophy
of law) and, ultimately, the measure of law, which — as I shall clarify in my
comments on the habilitation monograph — is presented as a complex concept,
encompassing the functioning of various meta-legal (according to Kaneva’s
conception and in terms of the essence of law) concepts such as legality, morality
and justice.

5.2.  Svetla Kaneva has made sustained efforts to substantiate her own view
on the essence and functional role of the measure of law, defining it as a



fundamentally distributive concept of the legal system, used and necessary both for
general legal theory and for the philosophy of law.

She demonstrates her own approach to conceptualising a specific ‘legal
meaning’, concluding that the measure of law is its expression and concretisation,
whilst legal norms are a kind of concentration of meaning, an extract of law, which,
however, does not exhaust its essence.

The author employs his own version of the phenomenological approach to law,
without hesitating to draw upon various tools of philosophical thought for the
elaboration of traditional legal concepts.

From the perspective of the above, it can be emphasised that the scientific
findings resulting from the research efforts of Assoc. Kaneva are applied within a
comprehensive cognitive framework, through which various specific legal
phenomena can be examined, whilst the general theoretical subject matter can be
taught to students with a strong focus on the axiological and socio-ethical
dimensions of law.

5.3. The monograph ‘The Measure of Law’ follows a certain classical
approach in its conception, which, however, is not so frequently encountered in
Bulgarian general theoretical literature. Here I am deliberately referring to ‘general
theoretical literature’, based on the understanding that in Bulgaria, due to a series of
historical vicissitudes, the so-called ‘theory of the state and law’ is regarded as the
framework for fundamental thinking about law, including the philosophy of law,
whereas globally, on the contrary, the philosophy of law frames the field that lawyers
work on as a theoretical science of law with relatively clear dogmatic and highly
diverse more fundamental theoretical projections.

5.3.1. Whilst Bulgarian general-theoretical legal literature generally produces
monographs on specific topics, proceeding from certain aspects of law, Svetla
Kaneva’s starting point is the philosophical concept of measure, which is used to
correlate a series of philosophical-legal concepts. In this sense, measure, as a
universal function of judgement and correlation, is directed towards law, which is
presented as the result of correlative interpretations (law as a matter of measure), but
also as an instrument of measure in the public sphere (law as a normative expression
of measure).

5.3.2. The study is devoted to a research topic that is popular in its formulation
but has so far remained unexplored in Bulgarian legal scholarship. At the same time,
the monograph has not been written in some ‘blank space’ (such a space, at least in
the history of the philosophy of law—overcrowded with themes and positions—
could only exist if researchers were to overlook it). On the contrary, Svetla Kaneva
actively engages with the legal-philosophical legacy of Mihailina Mihaylova,
successfully establishing her position in relation to virtually all the more prominent
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researchers in this field in Bulgaria. With this merit, the monograph ‘Measure in
Law’ contributes to the further development of paths already embarked upon by
Bulgarian legal theory and may serve as a guide to its main achievements for the less
familiar reader.

5.3.3. The research methodology is presented as non-positivist in the sense
that it seeks to transcend the formal-institutional dimensions of the legal system. A
path to this is proposed through an examination of the genesis of what the author
calls ‘legal meaning’ as a specific human, social, logical, and moral-value-based pre-
determination of the law, which must be sought behind the formalisation of the norm
so that this norm can be understood at all as part of the world in general, and not
merely as part of a technocratically viewed formal-legal system.

5.3.4. Svetla Kaneva sees the relationships between subjects — subject and
subject — and subject and the common good — as the foundation of law.

5.3.4.1. Law and its subjects. A value is a value and a value-based
attitude that arises primarily in the human mind or — at a collective level — operates
within human minds and acquires social significance through their consolidation into
a specific consensus of values. The logical progression along the line of individual
consciousness — collective consciousness — the embodiment of realised values in
conceptions of law outlines the social genesis of law, with which law-making bodies
must comply, and, according to the author, can only create law within the channel
of cultural-historical development carved out by public consciousness. In this sense,
it 1s argued that ‘the law has an existence that does not depend on the will of the
legislator, it has its own original substance and existential legal meaning, which is
inseparable from people’s communal life’. With such a perspective, a broader,
socially oriented and historically demonstrated view of the comparative paths of
historical-legal development in different societies becomes possible. Once again, in
this way, the somewhat forgotten theory of the ‘multiple existences’ of law is
‘resurrected’, with its challenge to the normative mono-theology of law in the realm
of strictly legal reasoning. The theoretical view of law ‘outside the law’ or ‘before
the law’ does not aim to provide interpretative legal arguments, but to explain the
path of law and the general mechanism of its social impact — a particularly complex
function to which Bulgarian legal scholarship, especially as regards the concreteness
and persuasiveness of the description, continues to owe a great deal. By accepting
that ‘the law ... exists in conditions of co-existence, co-consciousness, co-thought’,
the author outlines a broad sphere of legally relevant philosophy, sociology and
ethics, which seek the connections between law and social conditions, theorise the
dimensions of the sharing of legal concepts so that they may be collectivised into a
legal consciousness, and reflect on the particularly topical issue today (and not only
today) of the formation of fundamental social consensus.
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These reflections can be summarised in the notion that our values are always
defined measures; measurement is their essential characteristic; and with the
realisation of values in legal phenomena, the latter always bear the imprint of a
specific measure and become a social measure, thereby themselves becoming a value
for society and the institutionalisation of society’s relationship with its foundational
values.

5.3.4.2. Law and goods. By ‘measuring’ correct and incorrect human
behaviour, the socially formed, legally expressed and value-laden measure also
orders subjects and their relations to goods, for which, writes Svetla Kaneva, the law
itself is necessary. In this sense, her analysis transforms law into a value-based
framework, dependent on and shaped by the factual. From an ideal perspective, the
law is the uncontradictory dimension of the unity of norm and reality, whereas in
reality itself, it remains a contradiction in which values are directed towards facts,
and the latter attempt to redefine the former.

By legitimising a particular stance towards material goods (‘to have’ or ‘to
give’), the law brings together opposing social currents, reconciling them at least
within the framework of a generally respected legal order. In this regard, it is
interesting that as a basic legal formula, Svetla Kaneva proposes the Roman legal
maxim ‘I give so that you may give; I do so that you may do’, calling it the ‘golden
rule’, a code of law intuitively grasped in the collective consciousness alongside the
formulas listed below, such as ‘I give so that [ may receive’, for example in the form
of the understanding presented as a public legal function: ‘I give power so that I may
receive security’. From this perspective, we can only add with bitterness that the
classical golden rule of morality remains rather distant from the collective
consciousness, even in its more modest Confucian (and not only) variant of passive
goodness as non-malice — ‘do not do to others what you would not want them to do
to you’ — rather than in Christ’s imperative of active goodness: ¢ So in everything,
do to others what you would have them do to you’. The similarity is obvious — just
as in the monograph under discussion, do ut des is found in an interesting way as the
fundamental basis of law, so too in the New Testament Christ presents the moral
imperative as a synthesis of Old Testament law — ‘for this [Golden Rule] sums up
the Law and the Prophets’ (Matthew 7:12, New International Version). The logic of
giving, and especially of possessing, seems more justified in our collective
consciousness, which, in perspective, universalises it, enabling the law to adopt it as
its foundation, promising everyone their due, that is, something for each of us. Or,
returning once more to the monograph under review: ‘the legal measure seeks legal
substance... a code of position regarding a good, understood as a good for me and
defensible as such’.

5.3.5. Perspectives on interpretation. The legal measure is seen as part of
the validity—legitimacy relationship, as a theme concerning the objects of law, as the

12



product of the cultural determinants operating in society. Once again, the legal
measure — now assessed by its own addressees — is linked to the effectiveness of the
law and becomes an instrument and a test for any future transformation of the legal
system as a path to social change, whereby the meaning of the concept allows for an
exploration of the themes of legal ethics, logic and sociology.

5.4. The textbook on the philosophy of law presents the author’s
comprehensive view on a wide range of relevant issues, which are organised and
systematically developed in a manner suitable for a wider audience. Not only is a
series of substantive philosophical-legal questions examined, but a number of the
author’s views relating to the history of ideas are also systematised. The latter is
drawn upon to substantiate the author’s theses, whilst students studying this work
are afforded the opportunity to engage in reflection alongside the great philosophers
of law.

6. Assessment of scientific and applied scientific contributions

In view of the above, a positive assessment should be given to the scientific
works presented by Svetla Kaneva, to the scientific contributions she rightly claims,
and to the related scientific and practical-applied (in the field of legal education)
results.

7. Critical comments and recommendations

The detailed analyses by Assoc. Prof. Kaneva do not allow me to formulate
specific criticisms — not because | always agree with her views, but insofar as they
represent an expression of a comprehensive non-positivist view of law, different
from my own. One criticism would be an attempt to ‘reconcile’ the other’s position
with my own, which would be both a futile endeavour and a display of insensitivity
to the need to defend opposing philosophical and legal positions. It is only through
the development of alternative visions that it becomes possible to present better
academic results to the public, a goal towards which Assoc. Prof. Svetla Kaneva has
also dedicated her efforts.

8. Conclusion

In light of the above, I am confident in giving a positive assessment of the
candidacy of Assoc. Prof. Dr Svetla Marinova Kaneva for the post of ‘Professor’ in
3.6 Law (Theory of the State and Law / Philosophy of Law/) and recommend that
the members of the academic jury propose to the Faculty Council of the Faculty of
Law at UNWE that Assoc. Prof. Kaneva be appointed to the aforementioned post.
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I shall vote accordingly at the final meeting of this procedure.

9 April 2026
Dobrich

Digitally signed by
SIMEON SIMEON EFIMOV
EFIMOV GROYSMAN

Date: 2026.04.09

GROYSMAN ;55633 40300

Signature: .........cooeiiiiiiiiiiinnnn..

14



		2026-04-09T15:56:10+0300
	SIMEON EFIMOV GROYSMAN


		2026-04-09T15:56:33+0300
	SIMEON EFIMOV GROYSMAN




