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OPINIOT
on the works presented for the contest [or the academic duty of “professor” of assoc. prof.
Theodor Bozhidarov Stoychev, PhD, in the field of 2.4 Religion and Theology (Biblical
Studies — New Testament) for the needs of the cathedra of “History and archeology” at the

Faculty of humanitarian sciences of Shumen University “Episkop Konsantin Preslavski”

The current opinion has been prepared on the basis of documents released under a
competition announced by "Episcop Konstantin Preslavski" Shumen University in State
Newspaper No. 32 of 09.04.2024. The submitted documents meet the requirements. The
competition procedure is correctly scheduled. At the held on 15 July 2024 meeting of the
scientific jury (determined by order of the Rector of the SHU - RD 16-089/05.07.2024) I was
appointed to give an opinion on the competition and a manifestation of goodwill and collegial
support for theological studies developed in universities outside of Sofia and is a continuation
of the optimistic enthusiasm of our predecessors, who put enormous effort and love into

creating these centers of Orthodox theology.
1. The Competition

The contest is obviously secured as a horarium. The workload is provided by lectures on
disciplines in the field of Biblical studies in the "Bachelor's" and "Master's" courses at the SHU.
Assoc. Dr. Theodor Bozhidarov Stoychev is the only candidate in the competition.

To participate in the competition, he submits a list of publications containing 10 titles,
including 3 monographs, 1 textbook and 6 studies and articles. All the mentioned titles are
in the scientific specialty of the competition or directly related to it. All were published after

his habilitation in 2018. I know all the works only from the electronic version sent to me.

2. The Candidate



Assoc. Dr. Teodor Stoychev Master’s at the University of Sofia “St. Kliment Ohridski”. I have
known him since his student years, when he was distinguished by a particular diligence,
combining family care with studying at ti.c University. In 2000, he accepted the priesthood and
since then has been a parish priest in the city of Varna. Although he did not stay at the
University, he maintained and deepened his interest in scientific research, which culminated in
the preparation and defense of a doctoral dissertation in the field of his beloved Biblical Studies
(2009). Since 2017, he has been ch. assistant, and since 2018, associate professor at the SHU. I
do not know the teaching activity of the candidate and would not be able to give an assessment

on it. The applicant, as can be seen from the documents, has an active project activity.

3. The Publications

I have been acquainted with the scientific publications proposed for the competition.
Due to the short volume of the opinion, I will only give a general assessment of the publications.
I would highlight the main work with which the candidate participated in the competition,
namely the monograph “God Who Appeared in the Flesh. Current problems of New Testament
Christology”. Shumen, 2021. It is distinguished by greater theological-scientific maturity and
completeness, compared to the rest of the production. Here the in-depth research and
systematization work on the collection and interpretation of the material is evident. The precise
work with the source texts is impressive. A considerable bibliography is drawn upon. I accept
the technical form of the composition, which is combined with appropriate contemporary
language and style. The monograph fills a need for a similar work in Bulgarian. A number of
important theological questions are also touched upon in the work. In principle, I accept the
scientific contributions outlined by the author.

The rest of the proposed works, in my perhaps too subjective opinion, are not up to the
level of the main one. Here I would most kindly and friendly note some intrusive things. E.g. I
would advise the candidate to be more careful when using the term Aisfory, especially when
speaking from the rostrum of “orthodox theology™” (in some of the materials), because it,
history, is far from just the past, at least fron the theological point of view, but not only. Marxist
and positivist historiographies have long ..een subject to rethinking, and this can be clearly seen
in contemporary understandings of history. There are enough historical faculties in Bulgaria,
where at least 10 times more specialists work than theologians in the country, and their visions
on similar topics are no less important than the Western literature available on the Internet.

Also, I don't find extreme criticaliiy to be particularly creative in science, it somehow

undervalues the medium and resembles the journalistic fervor of web publicism. This is how I



accept the criticism of such authorities in Orthodox ¢*.eology as Metropolitan John (Zizioulas)
of Pergamon. Vladimir Lossky, Fr. Georges Florovsky and others. In addition, the candidate
incorrectly quotes, and therefore does not know the essence of the content of: Florovsky, G.
Bible, Church, Tradition. This is not a book, but a collection of studies and articles that should
be cited individually. This betrays a superficiality that we also notice in the candidate's previous
writings. But I attribute this to the isolation and the lack of a theological context and school at
SHU. In this sense, he is a victim, not a culprit, but it is necessary to realize this. This belonging
to a school is a kind of “conciliarity”, which the author does not seem to recognize (I am afraid
that the author also does not like the definition council — Jerusalem Council, not Apostolic
Council, for example). In fact, the real problem here s his status as an Orthodox priest, where
“non-Catholicity™ is not allowed (we confess this at every Holy Liturgy in the Creed). It would
be quite another if he started from the position of a free-thinking, independent and self-
sufficient professor of theology of the Protestant type who deliberately always stands on the
edge. Such are the outlines of his preferred literary sources.

And finally: the candidate does not have doctoral students, nor those who have defended
them. If we apply the arshin of SU this is a problem, but obviously in SH the situation is
different. The professor is a school, not an autonomous scientist, and there should be PhD
students. This critical note is in no way directed at the candidate, but at the system, which
destroys academic logic by allowing this. On the oth-:r hand, following more closely the recent
history of academic theology in the 20th century, another phenomenon is observed: the fewer
students you have and no doctoral students, the greater the need to publish more extravagant
texts. This is not the place, but I could cite a number of examples.

In conclusion, I support the candidacy of Assuc. Prof. Stoychev and recommend to the
Scientific Jury to propose to the Faculty Council of the Faculty of Humanities of ,.Episkop
Konstantin Preslavski® SHU to elect Assoc. Dr. Theodor Bozhidarov Stoychev, to the
academic position of “Professor® in professional direction 2.4. Religion and theology in the

scientific specialty Biblical studies - New Testan :nt for the needs of the ,History and

Archeology* department of the same faculty.
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