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Prof. Dr. Milen Baltov 
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In connection with an open procedure for the defense of a dissertation for 

the acquisition of the educational and scientific degree "Doctor" of Teodora 

Zhelyazkova Deneva, a full-time doctoral student at the Burgas Free University , 

Center for Legal Sciences , in the doctoral program "Civil Process", in the 

professional field 3. Social, economic and legal sciences, specialty of the 

regulated professions 3.6. Law . 

on the topic: "Controversial Judicial Administration of Civil Relations" 

Scientific supervisor: Prof. Dr. Silvi Chernev 
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DEAR CHAIRMAN OF THE SCIENTIFIC JURY, 

DEAR MEMBERS OF THE SCIENTIFIC JURY, 

 

Based on the Rector's order, I was provided with the proposed dissertation 

project, articles, as well as other references and other documents in electronic 

format in connection with the evaluation of the Scientific Jury. 

After reading and analyzing the work and scientific publications, as well as 

after assessing the remaining documents on the procedure, including the 

regulatory framework, as well as in accordance with the requirements of the 

Regulations for the Development of the Academic Staff of Burgas Free University 

and in particular the provision of Art. 21, para. 1 of these Regulations, I give the 

following opinion: 

1. The procedure 

1.1. No violations of the requirements of the legislation are established: the 

relevant provisions of the Law on the development of the academic staff in the 

Republic of Bulgaria, in particular Art. 26 the Law on the development of the 

academic staff in the Republic of Bulgaria, the Regulations for the 

Implementation of the 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 Burgas Free University and in particular the provisions of Art. 16, para. 

1-2 and Art. 17, para. 4 of the Regulations for the Development of the Academic 

Staff of Burgas Free University. 

1.2. The dissertation project was submitted within the relevant deadline. 

The volume, according to the submitted format, is 383 pages, which is close to 

the criterion of "standard typewritten pages". The doctoral student has five 

publications on the topic of the dissertation in scientific journals. She has 

submitted an abstract. 

1.3. The doctoral student was dismissed with the right to defend her thesis 

and, by decision of the Program Council in Private Law at the Center for Legal 

Sciences of BFU dated January 28th, 2026, a procedure for defending her 

dissertation was opened. 
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1.4. I am not aware of and cannot find any evidence of plagiarism. The 

doctoral student has submitted a declaration of compliance of the work with the 

requirements of Art. 6, para. 3 of the Law on the Law on the development of the 

academic staff in the Republic of Bulgaria. 

2. About the dissertation 

2.1 . I do not know the doctoral student and have no personal impressions. 

2.2. It can be noted based on the dissertation that the doctoral student has 

developed habits and the ability to work with the law, case law and scientific 

publications, using the generally accepted methods for interpreting and 

understanding legislation with sufficient skill. 

2.3. From the presented text, it can also be concluded that the doctoral 

student is sufficiently fluent in the legislation in the field of civil procedure and 

substantive law and has the ability to present various practical hypotheses. 

2.4. These two points are definitely a necessary minimum and completely 

in favor of the dissertation. The style shows an effort to use precise terminology, 

to make distinctions between the nuances in the terminology regarding legal 

phenomena and to clearly separate the arguments, which in itself speaks clearly 

of the author's preparedness. 

3. Conceptual apparatus. Quotes 

3.1. The dissertation uses a sufficiently adequate legal language apparatus. 

As indicated, in general, terminology is used that complies with generally 

accepted requirements. 

3.2. The quotes are relevant and not made as an end in themselves, despite 

the more than serious number (860 quotes). Particularly impressive is the detailed 

quoting and synthesis of the opinions of established scholars throughout the 

different historical periods. 

3.3. I also consider it positive that the work is based on an analysis of 

numerous practical solutions, according to the relevant case law (193 Court 

decisions and 18 other sources). 
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3.4. Sufficient scientific apparatus from national and foreign authors has 

been used (a total of 180 titles, of which 162 are in Cyrillic, 18 in Latin). 

4. Analysis of the qualities of the dissertation. 

4.1. For the purposes of the defense procedure, it should be noted that the 

study is the first of a similar nature and on topics that have not been systematized 

and analyzed in depth and comprehensively. 

4.2. The choice of topic and the approach to the research presupposes a 

classic monographic meaning with the presence of a clearly expressed single 

semantic center. 

4.3. The submitted work is of a size that satisfies the legislative requirement 

for a monograph. The necessary scientific apparatus has also been used. 

4.4. At the same time, the matter of the selected proceedings has serious 

everyday application, as various complex substantive and procedural legal 

problems gravitate within the orbit of this application, which find ambiguous 

solutions, especially in the practice of the courts. 

4.5. The dissertation candidate did a very good job of selecting and 

synthesizing the controversial issues on various practical issues, with a very 

comprehensive selection of practice and a very detailed justification. 

4.6. The approach to the study is entirely acceptable. In no small part, the 

study is focused on a thorough and conscientious study of existing opinions on 

practical problems, finding their common points and contradictions. The author 

shows an understanding of the issues already raised and the arguments of the case 

law. 

4.7. However, she also independently analyzes the results by further 

developing the opinions. After the detailed and correct presentation of the 

problems and the application of an independent analysis, the doctoral candidate 

justifies the choice by providing her own reasoned opinion. This is a legitimate 

approach in the defended scientific and educational degree. 

4.8. In the analysis and argumentation, the balance of interests of all 

affected subjects is sought. This starting point is applied quite successfully. No 
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gross unfounded contradictions with what has been established in legal science 

are observed. 

4.9. In general, I support the final conclusions and proposals made, as they 

are provided according to the trends in existing legal opinions and court practice. 

No serious theoretical results are observed, but they are not assumed according to 

the choice of topic and the approach to the research. The problems are mainly 

legal and applied. This is not an obstacle to dissertationability. 

4.10. The opinion of the scientific supervisor is positive. 

5. Notes and recommendations 

Chapter one, which contains the general theoretical part, should either be 

significantly reconsidered or reduced to a brief synthesis of what has already been 

accepted in legal science. My opinion does not endanger the dissertationability of 

the work, as long as the basis for this is the practical analysis in the other chapters, 

especially in the second chapter, as well as the parts on domestic violence. The 

author is definitely strong there. I would recommend that, in the case of a 

publication option, efforts should be concentrated there. In any case, the 

theoretical problems that arise with an analysis of the essence of proceedings on 

disputed administration and judicial proceedings in civil cases in the broad sense 

are rarely within the power of a doctoral student. 

6. Conclusion 

 I make the above principled remarks with full clarity that in the current form 

of doctoral defense, which is also a learning process, they are to a large extent 

above the goals and objectives of the standard procedure. Where the author 

adheres to an analysis of the various productions and their problems, she 

undoubtedly copes. She also shows a very high degree of work capacity and 

concentration on detail. 

As I have indicated, the study is first in volume and with the value of a 

monograph. This in itself is a scientific contribution. Moreover, the doctoral 

student has not limited herself to a text that has mainly a commentary value. At 

the same time, the current regulations are quite unclear and fragmentary. This 
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suggests a wide creative opportunity for research and proposals for changes in the 

legislation. 

Taking into account the above, I believe that the dissertation work, in 

accordance with the requirements of the Law on the development of the academic 

staff in the Republic of Bulgaria, testifies to the candidate's theoretical knowledge 

in the relevant scientific specialty, sufficient ability for independent scientific 

research and their transformation into a text that meets the requirements for a 

dissertation for the acquisition of the scientific and educational degree "doctor" 

according to modern standards and practices in the field of law. 

I generally agree with the relevance of the scientific contributions defined 

in the abstract, and I also find the de lege ferenda proposals to be relevant in 

principle. Therefore, the dissertation project possesses the necessary qualities and 

scientific merits of a doctoral dissertation for the acquisition of the educational 

and scientific degree of "doctor". 

 

The findings made are grounds for me to propose to the members of the 

Scientific Jury to declare the dissertation of Teodora Zhelyazkova Deneva on the 

topic " Disputed Judicial Administration of Civil Relations " for the 

acquisition of the educational and scientific degree " Doctor " in the doctoral 

program "Civil Procedure", in the specialty of the regulated professions 3.6. 

"Law", scientific specialty "Civil Procedure". 

 

  

Sofia, 04.05.2026      ……………………………. 

/ Assoc. Dr. P. Bonchovski/ 


