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The dissertation of Bozhin Pavlinov Donchev was discussed and proposed for
public defense by the Department of Ancient History, Thracology and Medieval
History at the Faculty of History of Sofia University “St. Kliment Ohridski.” It
was approved by the Faculty Council by a decision dated February 24, 2026. The
procedure for announcing the public defense has been carried out in accordance
with the Regulations for the Acquisition of Academic Degrees at Sofia University
“St. Kliment Ohridski,” as well as with the relevant provisions of the
Development of Academic Staff in the Republic of Bulgaria Act (DASRBA) and
the Regulations for its implementation. The abstract (25 pages) fully complies
with the relevant requirements and provides a comprehensive overview of the
content of the dissertation. The results from the anti-plagiarism system confirm
the originality of the work. The author’s publications, which fully meet the

requirements set by law, are presented alongside the dissertation text.

Bozhin Donchev sets himself the ambitious goal of presenting the issue of the
fighting clergy in the German Kingdom and France during the period from the
10th to the early 12th century, analyzing the complex material of theological
literature, canonical rules, the spiritual atmosphere, and the political
circumstances of the time. His dissertation consists of an introduction, three
chapters, a conclusion, and a bibliography, totaling 338 pages, of which 313 pages

constitute the main text.

In the introduction, Donchev presents the motives for his research and the
relevance of the problems outlined therein. The doctoral candidate outlines the
aims and objectives and specifies the geographical and chronological scope of the
dissertation. A significant portion of the introduction is dedicated to the sources
and historiography. The large volume of primary historical sources studied by the
young author makes a strong impression. At the end of the introductory section,

Donchev provides a detailed presentation of the structure of his work.



The exposition comprises three chapters of varying length. In the course of the
narrative, however, it becomes clear that this is entirely justified and is due both
to the available source material and to the specific subject matter addressed in the

different sections.

Chapter One establishes the theoretical framework of the dissertation. In it, the
doctoral candidate presents the theological and canonical concepts regarding the
fighting clergy, while simultaneously tracing their development from a historical
perspective. Despite the complexity of the subject matter, Donchev handles it very
excellently. He examines a wide range of sources (New Testament texts, Church
Fathers, later theological thought) and clearly demonstrates the transition from
early Christian pacifism to the concept of the “just war” (bellum iustum). A strong
feature of the text is the author’s meticulous attention to detail and

comprehensiveness.

Chapter Two examines the concept of the Reichskirchensystem. The doctoral
candidate engages in a debate with the established thesis that it represents an
expression of a centralized control strategy, arguing instead that appointments of
high-ranking clerics were often aligned with the interests of the local nobility. At
the same time, Donchev traces the Church’s entry into the military sphere and
shows how clergy came to perceive their military obligations as part of their
service to the King and to God, even when this conflicted with canonical
prohibitions. This chapter is particularly notable for the breadth of its analysis; the
argumentation is dense and consistent, as the author does not merely describe but
enters into dialogue with established interpretations and challenges them. The use
of specific examples and case studies, through which the model of the
Imperial/State Church becomes more comprehensible, is particularly strong. A
merit of the text is that it traces not only the institutional framework but also the

mentality—how the clergy themselves perceived their military role.



Chapter Three is dedicated to the fighting clergy in France (late 11th and early
12th century). The doctoral candidate places particular emphasis on the
participation of Bishop Adhemar in the First Crusade. Through specific examples
from the battlefield, his image as both a spiritual leader and a capable military
tactician is presented in detail. The text, however, does not remain one-sided,; it
introduces contrasting models of knight-hermits and clerics with more secular and
warlike behavior, demonstrating the diversity of clerical reactions toward war.
The connection between religious motivation and military practice is well

captured here.

In the Conclusion, Donchev synthesizes the main findings of his research. He
emphasizes that the phenomenon of the fighting clergy is the result of a
combination of the political necessity of medieval states and the deeply rooted
military culture inherent in the noble origins of the clerics. Despite canonical
prohibitions against bearing arms, clerics took part in battles not so much as
ordinary fighters, but rather as commanders and spiritual leaders. The doctoral
candidate correctly demonstrates that medieval sources do not condemn
participation in war itself, but rather the secular and immoral lifestyle of some

clerics, making a distinction between "just" and "unjust™ military service.

The proposed dissertation is well structured, written in a high academic style,
and possesses the necessary scholarly apparatus. The author demonstrates an
excellent command of both primary sources and historiographical interpretations.
He does not merely present them, but also analyzes them (authorship, time of
composition, proximity to the events, and contextual influences etc.). The facts

are presented objectively, and his argumentation is meticulous and precise.

At the same time, some weaknesses and minor inaccuracies should be noted.
In his effort to present the facts and arguments as authentically and objectively as
possible, the author allows for frequent repetitions throughout the work. The
sentences are often quite long and densely packed with information, occasionally



makes it difficult to follow the main line of argument. On page 283, for example,
the term simonyak (used as a noun) should be replaced with simonist, as used in

other instances.

These remarks do not diminish the significance of the dissertation. | believe
that Donchev has invested considerable effort in navigating this complex subject
matter. He excellently presents and analyzes the role of the fighting clergy
according to theological tradition, canonical rules, and the actual political
circumstances. Therefore, | confidently recommend to the esteemed Committee
to award the educational and scientific degree of “Doctor (PhD)” in the
professional field 2.2. History and Archaeology to Bozhin Pavlinov Donchev. |

also vote “yes”!
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