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by Prof. DSc.Veselin Kostov Yanchev Sofia University "St. Kliment Ohridski" 
on the PhD work of Alexander Yoshevski on the topic "Activists of the VMORO and VMRO and the Bulgarian administration of Vardar Macedonia (1941 - 1944)" 
for the acquisition of the scientific and educational degree "PhD" in the professional field 2.2 History and Archaeology

Alexander Joshevski is a graduate of the Faculty of Philosophy of the University of Saints Cyril and Methodius, Skopje, where he graduated as a Bachelor of Science in Defence area in 2013. In 2020, he completed the Master's program "Diplomacy and Intelligence in the Balkans" at the Faculty of History of Sofia University "St. Kliment Ohridski". From 2021 to 2024, he is a full-time doctoral student in the Department of History of Bulgaria, with scientific supervisor Assoc. Prof. Dr. Naum Kaichev from the Department of History of Byzantium and the Balkan Peoples.
The dissertation presented has a "classical" structure - an introduction, four chapters, a conclusion, five appendices, list of sources and a bibliography, in a volume of 303 pages. The work is dedicated to a topic that, although touched upon by Bulgarian and Macedonian historiography, has not yet been the subject of a comprehensive and independent study: "The figures of the Internal Macedonian Organization and the Bulgarian Government of Vardar Macedonia (1941 - 1944)". The objective is to present the positions of the main players of the Internal Macedonian Organization regarding the established Bulgarian power in the period 1941 - 1944. The emphasis is placed on their assessment on the ethnic character of the population in Macedonia, on their views on solving the "Macedonian question", the fate of "Whole Bulgaria" idea and, last but not least, on their personal and public evolution.
Al. Joshevski demonstrates excellent historiographical awareness, combined with the necessary objective criticism. He has examined numerous publications of Bulgarian, Macedonian, Serbian, Croatian and Western historiography, relevant to the topic and the chronological scope of the dissertation. He has spared no effort in studying and introducing into scientific circulation of unpublished documents from the state archives of the Republic of Bulgaria, the Republic of North Macedonia and the Republic of Croatia. In addition to the central Bulgarian archives, he has studied and used documents from the regional state archives in Varna and Blagoevgrad as well as already published documents, periodicals and memories.
The first chapter introduces the topic and presents Vardar Macedonia on the eve of World War II and the Bulgarian rule. A more detailed presentation of the views of the VMRO on the future of the region, its relations with the Bulgarian governments and the policy of the latter towards the organization and the Macedonian question would be desirable. This in turn would allow to follow and analyze the positions in the new political environment during and after 1941. The thesis about the “pro-Yugoslav policy” of the governments of Georgi Kyoseivanov, in my opinion, needs either a correction or solid argumentation. The author provides in essence new information on the views of the refugee organizations of the Macedonian Bulgarians regarding the resolution of the Macedonian question.
The second chapter is undoubtedly of a contributing nature and examines the relationships between the veterans of the IMORO and the Bulgarian administration of Vardar Macedonia. The well-intentioned research of Joshevski can facilitate studying of one of the phenomena in the new Bulgarian history – that of the “active fighters” against foreign or national power. The main conclusion is worth noting - it is this category of IMORO activists who most firmly support the idea of ​​​​“Whole Bulgaria“ and the Bulgarian administration of Vardar Macedonia.
The third chapter presents in detail the life and positions of the leader of the VMRO, Ivan Mihaylov, after 1934. It reveals the ambition of Joshevski to refute and reject the biased suggestions and allegations of the communist historiography regarding the successor of Todor Aleksandrov. Mihaylov's ideas, apparently shared by the author, for an "autonomous and independent Macedonia" as a way to preserve Bulgarian spirit outside the borders of the Bulgarian state, are, at least for me, either incomprehensibly ingenious or simply utopian.
The last chapter traces the ideas and activities of the VMRO main figures around Ivan Mihaylov, the Macedonian Youth Secret Revolutionary Organization, and the Communist Party of Macedonia during the Bulgarian rule of Vardar Macedonia in 1941-1944. Conclusion is made that, unlike the communists, the first two groups supported the region's accession to the Bulgarian state.
Both in the conclusion and in the abstract of the dissertation, the author has managed to present not just a retelling and summary of the issues studied, but a serious analysis of the relationships between the veterans and activists of the VMRO and the Bulgarian government of Vardar Macedonia during the years of World War II.
Joshevsky has three published articles related to the topic of his dissertation, thus fulfilling the normative requirements. His participation in seven scientific conferences with presentations testifies to his true dedication to historical research.
With the presented dissertation work, Yoshevski demonstrates the qualities of a well-established professional, capable of handling, analyzing and summarizing a large volume of documentation. His work shows commendable diligence and an extremely careful attitude towards facts and historiography, which is a guarantee for the success of his future scientific projects.
All this motivates me to vote with conviction for him to be awarded the educational and scientific degree of "Doctor of History".

Sofia, 26 March 2025                                    
             
		Prof. DSc. Veselin Yanchev 
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