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I. General Characteristics of the Dissertation

1. Objectives and Tasks

The Balkan Peninsula has long stood at the crossroads of East and West and
became a key geopolitical boundary during the Cold War. The People’s Republic of
Bulgaria emerged as a staunch ally of the Soviet Union, especially after the
establishment of the Fatherland Front government in September 1944 and the
consolidation of Soviet dominance during the Stalinist period (1948—1953). Initially,
the Federal People’s Republic of Yugoslavia also maintained close ties with the USSR
and other Eastern European socialist states. However, following the Stalin—Tito split
in 1948, Yugoslavia charted an independent course, eventually becoming a leading
force in the Non-Aligned Movement by the late 1950s.

This dissertation examines the evolution of Bulgaria’s relations with its neighbor
Yugoslavia from 1953 to the end of the 1960s, with a particular focus on the interplay
among political, economic, and cultural dimensions. Drawing on Bulgarian and
Serbian historiography, as well as underexplored archival sources, the study
reassesses the prevailing narrative that centers narrowly on political and ideological
tensions by incorporating economic cooperation and cultural exchange as integral
aspects of bilateral relations, and explores the Macedonian question from the aspect of
publicization.

The first part of the dissertation traces the development of political relations from
the reestablishment of contact in the early 1950s to renewed tensions in the late 1960s,
highlighting the influence of Soviet-Yugoslav dynamics and the evolution of
Bulgaria’s position on the Macedonian issue. Special attention is given to the process
of publicizing Bulgaria’s new Macedonian policy, reassessing key events such as the
1963 March Plenum and the official decision in 1967 to promote its stance more
openly.

The study analyzes the trajectory of economic and cultural relations using

documents from the Central State Archives in Bulgaria. It reconstructs bilateral trade
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patterns, institutional frameworks, and economic agreements, while identifying
challenges arising from differing economic systems and Cold War pressures. The
section on cultural relations explores Bulgaria’s evolving cultural policy, the
institutional actors involved, and the ideological constraints—including the
Macedonian issue—that shaped cultural exchanges.

Finally, the dissertation evaluates Bulgarian-Yugoslav relations as a case study in
small-state diplomacy during the Cold War. It explores how Bulgaria navigated
between ideological allegiance, national interests, and pragmatic needs, and how the
three dimensions of political, economic, and cultural relations interacted—revealing

both constraints and opportunities in the broader geopolitical context.

2. Significance of the Topic

The study of Bulgarian-Yugoslav relations during the Cold War offers insights
into how small states navigated ideological alliances, national interests, and
international constraints in a bipolar world. While the political dimension of this
bilateral relationship—particularly the Macedonian question—has received
considerable scholarly attention, existing research has largely overlooked the
economic and cultural aspects of the relationship, especially during the 1950s and
1960s. This dissertation seeks to fill this gap by providing a comprehensive analysis
that integrates political, economic, and cultural dimensions into a unified framework.

The significance of this topic lies in its potential to deepen our understanding of
both intra-socialist bloc diplomacy and the broader mechanisms of international
relations during the Cold War. Although interactions between Bulgaria and Yugoslavia
reflect the complexities of diplomacy between a Soviet-aligned satellite state and a
non-aligned socialist state. This dissertation highlights how Bulgaria’s foreign
relations was shaped not only by its ideological commitments to the Soviet Union but
also by its efforts to safeguard national interests, particularly regarding the
Macedonian question and its economic relations with Yugoslavia.

Moreover, the dissertation draws on archival materials, including documents
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from the Ministry of Foreign Trade, the Committee for Friendship and Cultural
Relations with Foreign Countries, and the Ministry of Foreign Affairs. These sources
provide rare insights into the internal mechanisms of Bulgaria’s foreign economic and
cultural policy. By examining the asymmetrical yet interdependent development of
political, economic, and cultural relations, the dissertation offers a new perspective on

the foreign policy behavior of small states during the Cold War.

3. Historiography and Sources

Since the end of the Cold War, Bulgarian academic research has produced a
substantial body of work on Bulgarian-Yugoslav political relations, particularly
focusing on the immediate post-war period from 1944 to 1948. This formative era has
attracted considerable scholarly attention, resulting in several monographs and
numerous articles that examine Bulgaria’s alignment with the Soviet bloc and the

deterioration of relations with Yugoslavia following the Tito-Stalin split. ' The

! Such monograph include: Jlackanos, I. Beirapo-orociapcky HOJTUTHIECKH OTHOIIEHHs 1944-1945.
Codus: YU ,,Cs. Kmument Oxpuncku, 1989; Iletkos, [I. Bbarapo-rorociaBCKUTE MOTUTHYCCKH
otromeHus (perpyapu 1947 - okromepu 1956 1.). Codust: Ciela, 2022. Such papers include: I'epmanos,
C. ITorpannunnTe crbopu B ObaTapo-torocaaBckute oTHomeHus 1944-1989 r. — MakenoHCKH mperen,
2015, 2, c. 25-52; Kanunosa, E. bankanckara nonutuka Ha bbearapust — npeIu3BUKaTeICTBaTa OT 3ama
u ot tor (1944-1989 r.). — B: Uscnensanus no wctopust Ha conuanm3Ma B benrapus. Codus, 2010, c.
712-728; IletkoB, /. BeopochT 3a CKIFOYBAHETO Ha OBITapO-FOTOCIABCKHS OTOBOP 3a MPHUATEICTBO,
CBTPYIHHUYECTBO W B3amMHa momorml mpe3 1947 r. — Hcropms, 2007, 5-6, c. 37-56; Kalinova, E.
Bulgarian-Yugoslav Relations and the Macedonian Question (September 1944 - end of 1960's). — In:
Bulgaria and Macedonia. History and Politics. Part Two - A New Direction. Institute for Historical
Studies-BAS, Macedonian Research Institute, Tangra Publishing House. Sofia, 2024, p. 321-356.
Besides, there are papers and monographs focusing especially on the attempt of Bulgarian-Yugoslav
federation (1944-1948): JlankoB, M. Ot Hajgexna KbM pasodapoBanue. Mnesra 3a denepanusra B
Oamkanckus FOromstok (1944-1948), Codus: UK ,Bek 22 1993; JlankoB, M. Ot denepatuBHus
3aMHUCHI 10 pa3puBa Mexkay Mocksa u Codus ¢ benrpan mpe3 1948 1. - BoeHHOMCTOpHYECKH COOPHUK,
1993, 6, c. 84-107; TomkoBa, B. Benuknure modeaurenn u MpoBaIbT Ha MPOSKTUTE 32 FOXKHOCTABSIHCKA
(denepanus cnen Bropara ceeroBHa BoiiHa. — McTtopruecko Opneme, 2000, 1-2, c. 3-55.
In addition, research with the main focus on Macedonia question also covers the topic of
Bulgarian-Yugoslav relations after WWII. Such monographs include: I'epmanos, C. MakegoHCKUAT
BBIpoc 1944-1989. Codust: Makenonckn HaydeH HHCTHTYT, 2012; Mudes, []. MakeTOHCKHAT BBIIPOC U
Onyrapo-rorocinaBckute otHomieHus 9 centemBpu 1944-1949. Codust: YU ,,Ce. Kinument Oxpuacku®,
1994. Such papers include: Iletkor, JI. Hauano Ha OBIrapo-rorociaBcKOTO MPOTHBOOOPCTBO IO
MaKeJIOHCKHsI BBIIPOC ciies] Bropara cBeToBHaA BoiHa (ampwi — ronu 1948 1.). — Munano, 2008, 1, c.
52-77; Nopnanos, K. BIrapo-1orociaBcKiuTe OTHOMICHHS W MaKeIOHCKHAT Bhipoc (1944-1956 T.). —
HUcropus, 2007, 2-3, c. 86-94; KaiiueB, H. brirapure BbB Bapnapcka MakenoHusi B IByCTpaHHUTE
otHoiieHns Ha bwnrapus c FOrocnaBust w PenyOmuka Maxkenonus (1944-2012). — MaxkenoHcku
npernen, 2013, 3, c. 63-82; KaiiueB, H. ,JoueBusar geH um WnupaeH y Hac ca HOMyJsipHU:
MaKeIOHCKHUTE OCKAHCKH JIpyKecTBa B beirapus u qppikaBHATA MOJNUTHKA IO MAKEIOHCKHS BBIPOC
(1944-1989). — B: Ilpenomuu BpeMeHa. . ., c. 485-512.
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period of de-Stalinization beginning in the mid-1950s is also well studied, especially
with regard to the cautious rapprochement between Sofia and Belgrade. 2
Bulgarian-Yugoslav relations during the 1960s and early 1970s have likewise received
scholarly treatment, particularly in relation to the 1963 policy shift, which is often
described as a key turning point in Bulgaria’s stance on the Macedonian question. *
Despite this attention to political developments, there remains a significant research
gap in the study of bilateral economic and cultural relations during this period.

Yugoslav (especially Serbian and Macedonian) historians have shown greater

interest in Bulgarian-Yugoslav relations throughout the socialist period. *A notable

Besides, the State Agency “Archives” has published a series of collections of documents since 2004,
which mainly focus on the Macedonian question and also include documents of Bulgarian-Yugoslav
political relations. See: MakenoHCKUIT BBIIpoC B Obirapo-torociaBckute otHoureHust (1933-1952).
Hokymenranen coopuuk. Codwust: JIbpkaBHa areHuust ,,Apxusu‘, 2004; MakemoHCKHST BBIPOC B
Obarapo-torocnaBckure  otHomeHus (1950-1967). Jloxymentanen cOopuuk. Codus: IbpikaBHa
arexmus ,,Apxusn”, 2009; MakeTOHCKHAT BBIIPOC B OBITapo-forociaBckuTe oTHommeHus (1968—1989)
Yacr I, Yacr II. loxkymenranen coopauk. Codust: ppxaBHa areHmus ,, Apxusu‘, 2012.
Publications before 1989 are not listed here. In an introduction of the documentary collection by
Veselin Angelov he presents a detailed review on literature of Macedonian question in the academy of
Bulgaria, Yugoslavia and Macedonian Republic during the communist and post-communist period, see:
MaxkeIOHCKHUSAT BBIIPOC B OBJIrapo-rorociaBckute otaomieHus (1944-1952). JlokymeHTaneH COOPHUK. . .
c. 5-6.
2 Besides monographs and papers listed above, research on Bulgarian-Yugoslav relations concerning
the period of De-stalinism include: Kanunoga, E. Konpmaukrst Tuto-Cranus, MakeJJOHCKHAT BBIPOC U
Obarapo-torocnasckure orHomeHus (1948 — kpas Ha 50-te romuan Ha XX Bek). — B: Kioctenaminckn
yerenns 2022. Coopuuk B nameT Ha npod. 1-p Tomop [omuenenes. YU ,,Cs. Kmument Oxpuackn®, C.,
2023, c. 251-267; OrusHoB, JI. bankanckara monutuka Ha boearapus (1948-1962) — B: Tpern
MeXIIyHapoieH KoHTpec mo Owirapuctuka, 23-26 mait 2013 r: Cexmms ,,Mctopus U apxeonorus
Honcexmus ,,CepBpemenHa Obnrapcka uctopus™. Codus, 2014, c. 45-77; Ilerxos, 1. [pyrara ctpana
Ha OBITapo-IOrOCIaBCKUTE KOHGIUKTHHE OTHOIIEeHUS (foiu 1948-mapt 1953). — Ucropudecku mperyern,
2009, 3-4, c. 146-171; CramoBa, M. BpaxxaeOHocT miu 10OpoHaMepeHOCT B OBJITapo-10rocIaBCKUTE
otHomeHus (foau 1948-sayapu 1963 ). — Uctopus, 1999, 1, c. 19-30.
3 Published paper include: Anrenos, B. 3a ponsaTa u MAcTOTO Ha MapTeHcKkus muenyM Ha LIK ma BKIT
or 1963 1, 3a ¢dopMupaHe u TMpoOBEXJaHE Ha OBJIrapckara IMOJUTHUKA MO MakKeJOHCKHS BBIPOC. —
Mumnaro, 2001, 1, c. 76-91; Uanos, K. ITomutnueckara kpu3a B OBITrapo-FOTOCIABCKUTE OTHOIICHUS
mnpe3 1968-1969 r. — Munarno, 2017, 3, c. 76-89; Kaitues, H. Maprenckust mnenym Ha [IK na BKII ot
1963 1. 1 MaKkeOHCKUAT BBIIPOC B OBJITapo-IOTOCIABCKUTE OTHOMIEHNUS Mpe3 60-Te ronuHn Ha XX Bek.
— B: Ilentpanna EBpona u bankannte, XIX-XX Bek. COopHuk B mameT Ha mpod. Mmrdo Jlankos.
Codms, 2019, c. 355-365; Kammnosa, E. Bowarapo-rorocmaBckure orHomenus 1963-1967 r —
omnposepranute Hagexaun. — B: [lpm3Banne m BceotmaitHOCT: B uwect Ha 70-romummrHus 1o0wmied u
40-rogumrHara HayyHa IeiHOCT Ha mpo¢. A.1u.H. Butka Tomxkosa. Codust, 2011, c. 53-70; KocragmHos,
K. MakenoHCKHAT BBIPOC B OBITapo-IOTOCIABCKUTE MNOIMTHYEeCKH oTHomeHus (1963-1967). —
Makenonckun mpernex, 2001, 2, c. 53-70; IlaBmoBa, II. MakeqoHCKHUIT BBIOPOC B
Obarapo-torocnaBckute otHomeHus (1969-1975 r.). — Makenoncku mpernen, 2021, 2, c. 95-116;
[TaBnosa, I1. BerpeliHonoauTHYecKUTe 1 MKOHOMHYeCcKkHuTe podiemu Ha FOrociasus B kpast Ha 60-Te
1 HayajoTo Ha 70-Te TOIMHM M MEpCIEeKTUBUTE INpe] OTHOIIeHusTa ¢ bwarapus. — B: bearapus u
Bankanure mpe3 XX Bek. Codwust, 2021, c. 285-299. Cramora, M. Turo, Tomop >KuBkoB u
MakeZOHCKHAT BbIpoc (1963-1967). — Munano, 1999, 2. c. 77-84.
4 The views of a large number of Yugoslav socialist historiography were presented in a two-volume
collection, Yugoslav-Bulgarian relations and the 20th century, published in Belgrade in 1980. It was a

6



expansion of Serbian scholarship on this topic occurred in the early 21st century,
marking what some have called a “revival” of interest in bilateral relations.
Nevertheless, economic dimensions remain underrepresented in both Bulgarian and
Yugoslav historiography. °

In the field of economic history, although contemporary studies have extensively
explored the domestic economy of socialist Bulgaria, analyses of its foreign economic

policy—particularly trade relations—are still relatively limited. ®Prior to the 1990s, a

kind of official position of Yugoslavia and laid the ground of Belgrade (and Skopje) for the complex
Macedonian issue. From that period come many other works with which the Yugoslavia defended its
vision of the Macedonian question. See: J{parummmuh, I1., Aparummh, O. Jyrocnasuja u Byrapcka
1944-1980 xpoHHKa HEYCIIEIIHOT pHjaTe/hcTBa, beorpan, 2019, c. 11.
5 Ibid., c. 12. Professor Miroslav Jovanovi¢ from the department of General contemporary history of
the Faculty of Philosophy in Belgrade is one of the representatives of contemporary Serbian historians
in the study of relations between Yugoslavia and Bulgaria. With his research has been bridged the
relapses of the old Cold War gaps between of Serbian and Bulgarian historians. Other related studies in
Serbian academy include: Cvetkovié, V. Pogled iza gvozdene zavese. Jugoslovenska politika prema
zemljama narodne demokratije u susedstvu 1953-1958. Beograd: INIS, 2013. Benjanoscku, H.
MakeznoHHja BO jyTroCIOBeHCKO-0Oyrapckute ongHocn, 1944-1953. Cromje: MHU, 1998. Bogeti¢, D.
Slobodanka Kovacevi¢. Hronologija Jugoslovensko-bugarskih odnosa (1873-2003). Beograd:
Jugoistok XXI, 2003. Bogeti¢, D., Dragisi¢, P. Jugoslovensko-bugarski odnosi 1944-1949. Beograd:
INIS, 2007. BenjanoBcku, HoBuia. Makenonuja Bo jyrociioBeHcko-0yrapckute onHocu (1944—1953).
Ckonje: UHU, 1998.
® The following contemporary historical studies covered the topic of Bulgaria’s foreign economic
policies and trade during socialism. First, there is a monograph and a series of papers by Gospodinka
Nikova. HukoBa, I. CbBeThT 32 nKOHOMHYECKa B3anmoniomon u bearapust 1949-1960. Codusi: BAH,
1989; CbBeTckoTO HMKOHOMHUYECKO MpoHHMKBaHe B bwarapus cinem Bropara cBeroBHa BoitHa. —
HUctopuuecku npernen, 1996, 2, ¢. 105-133; bearapckoro cronancTBo Mexay 'epmanns nu CeBeTckust
cb103. JINKBUAMPAHETO HA TEPMAHCKOTO TEXHOJIOTHYHO BIMsiHUE B bbarapus. — Mctopuuecku npersien,
1999, 34, c. 70-112; bparapo-cbBEeTCKUTE UKOHOMHUYECKH OTHOLLIEHUS ciell Bropara cBeToBHa BoiiHa
(1949-1960). — B: bwmrapus u Pycms mpe3 XX Bek bwmrapo-pyckm mayunm aumckycun. Codus:
I'yren6epr, 2000, c. 247-256; PaznensHeTo Ha eBpomneiickoTo ctonancTBo u beirapus. — Mctopuaecku
mperen, 2000, 5-6, c. 120-147; IlpouechT Ha CHBETH3AIMsI M TMPEYyCTPOHCTBOTO Ha OBarapckara
BBHIIHA THProBus (1944-1951 r.). — Ucropuuecku npernex, 2002, 5-6, c. 112—-148.
Evgeniya Kalinova has published two papers concerning Bulgaria’s foreign trade: Kamunoma, E.
IbpxxaBara u ObJTapckara BbHIIHA ThPrOBHS - TPAIUIIMATA B 10J3a HA uaeosorusta. — B: cTopukst
- rpaxxaanuH U yueH. CO. B uecT Ha akaj. Mnuo JJumurpos, Codus: YU ,,Ce. Kmument Oxpuncku®, c.
255-271; TlpeopuenTaumsta Ha ObJrapckara BbHIIHA Thprosusi (centemBpu 1944-1949 ). — B:
HBagecetust Bek. Onut 3a papHocmetka. YU ,,CB. Kimument Oxpuacku®, 2003, c. 282-291.
The papers mentioned above mainly focus on the period from the end of WWII to the beginning of
1950s. In addition, research by Daniel Vachkov and Martin Ivanov focuses on foreign debt of socialist
Bulgaria, which also covers the topic of Bulgaria’s economic relations with the USSR and western
capitalist countries. Bauxos, /., IBanoB, M. Mcrtopus Ha BBHIIHUS ABpKaBEH ABIT Ha bwirapus
1878-1990 1. Y. 3. Codus: brirapckara mHapoxHa 6anka, 2009; Baukos, /., IBanos, M. bearapckust
BBHIIIEH BT TIpe3 Bropara cBetoBHa BoiHa (1939-1945). — Uctopuuecku mpernen, 2001, 3-4, c.
92-116; Bauxos, JI. [IspBara qpiaroBa kpusa Ha bearapust B nepuona Ha conuanmusma (1956-1966). —
Hcropuyecko Obaeme, 2006, 1-2, c. 141-164; Baukos, /I. BrHIIHUTE 3ambiDKeHus Ha bbarapus B
YCIOBUSITA Ha W3BBPIIBALIMTE CE€ WKOHOMHYECKH, (UHAHCOBM U THPrOBCKM NPOMEHH B
conuanuctuaeckara oomHoct (1964-1973). — B: Ilpenomuan Bpemena. FOOuseeH cOOpHUK B YeCT Ha
mpo¢. Jrobomup OrusiHoB. Codust, 2006, c. 736-752; BaukoB, [I. Beiarapckusr BBHIIEH ABIT B
rofvHUTE Ha metpoinara kpusa (1973-1980). — Uctopuuecku nperiex, 2006, 5-6, c¢. 110-139; Baukos,
. To3unuure Ha bbarapus u Ilomma no Bbmpoca 3a neHooOpasyBaHeTo B pamkure Ha CUB. —
W3Bectus Ha UHcTUTyTa 32 McTOpruecku uzcnensanus, 2020, T. 35, c. 168-173.
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number of publications focused on Bulgaria’s trade with developed -capitalist
countries or developing nations in Asia, Africa, and Latin America. 'However,
economic relations with Yugoslavia were addressed only sporadically and
superficially, often confined to brief mentions in monographs or single-paragraph
summaries in broader studies. ® These accounts typically referred to the 1955 trade
agreement that restored bilateral contacts and noted the subsequent increase in trade
volume, with limited discussion of trade structure or institutional mechanisms.

This dissertation seeks to fill that void by providing a more in-depth and
source-based examination of Bulgarian-Yugoslav economic relations between 1953
and the late 1960s. The research is grounded primarily in the archival records of the
Ministry of Foreign Trade housed in the Central State Archives of Bulgaria’, as well

as articles on the official periodical of the Ministry of Foreign Trade “Foreign Trade”

Researchers such as Iliana Marcheva, Pencho Penchev, Stanimir Stanev have publications on the
history of Bulgarian economy, part of which also concerns the topic of Bulgaria's foreign trade.
Mapuesa, U. Iloautnka 3a cTomaHcka MonepHu3aius B beiarapus mo Bpeme Ha CTyleHara BoifHa.
ITnosnus: Jletepa, 2016; MapueBa, M. CbBeTCKUAT MOZEeN B ObJTapckaTa MKOHOMUKA. — B: bearapus u
Pycus npe3 XX Bek. bbarapo-pycku Hayunu auckycuu. Codust: I'yrendepr, 2000, c. 257-265; [enues,
I1. Cromancka bearapus 1879-2008. Codust: Epro, 2024; Cranes, C. Ctpareruu 3a HKOHOMHAYECKO
passutue, npunarand B bearapus B kpas Ha 50-te - Hayanoto Ha 60-Te ronmuuHu Ha XX Bek. — B:
IIpenomun Bpemena. HOOwieeHn cOopuuk B dect Ha mpod. Jlrobomup OrasHoB. Codus, 2006, c.
673-689. In addition, some research on economic history by economists also covers the topic of foreign
economic relations and trade, for example: WUnues, M. Mkxonomukata Ha Bwirapus mpes3 mepuoaa
1949-2001 1. Codus: [Tonmurpadruecku komouHat “Iumutsp biaroes”, 2004. However, such research
by economists on Socialist Bulgaria is not so diverse overall.
7 Here takes the study of Bulgarian-Soviet economic relations as an example to present the
shortcomings of literature before 1989. They were written mainly without archival documents. The
representative data were mostly taken from the press or, at best, from official statistics. Only one side
of the complex processes was presented, and the exposition was ideological. See: Hwukoma, I.
Brarapo-ceBeTCKHTE HKOHOMHYECKH OTHOIIECHUS ciell BTopara cBeTOoBHA BOifHA ... C. 247.
8 Articles published during the socialist period, which covered the topic of Bulgaria’s economic
relations with Yugoslavia, are as follows: Bacunes, [I., MeueB, Cr. BpHIIHara ThproBus Ha
deneparrBHa HapoaHa penyomuka FOrocnasus. — BeaimHa Thproeus, 1955, 11, ¢.15-18; ﬁocn(bOB, JL
BoHina Teprosus Ha FOrocnaBusi. — BeHiHa Thprosus, 1959, 7, c. 22-25; TbproBcKUTe OTHOLICHUS
Mexny HP bearapus u ®HP IOrocnasusa. — Beamna Teprosus, 1959, 11, c. 4-5; Mkxonomuuecka
CTPYKTypa Ha OaJKaHCKHUTE CTpaHH - OCHOBA 3a pa3IIUpsBaHE Ha OalKaHCKaTa ThPTOBHS. — BBHHITHA
TeproBusi, 1960, 7, c. 1-5; CranueB, P. CbcrosHME W TEPCHEKTHBH HAa HKOHOMHYECKOTO
CBTPYIHHUYECTBO M BHHITHOTHPTOBCKUTE BpB3ku Mexay HP benrapus u ®HP lOrocnasus. — Bramnaa
ThproBusi, 1962, 12, c.11-13; Koncrantuaos, JI. IKOHOMUYECKOTO CHTPYJHHUYECTBO M THPTOBCKUTE
Bpb3ku Mexny HP bwirapus u ®HP OrocnaBus. — BrHmHa Thprosus, 1965, 10, c. 4-6; Toros, I.
BoamHara teproBus Ha COP FOrocnasus (1962-1966 r.). — Beamna Thprosus, 1968, 5, c. 15-16;
Panesa, HO. bbarapo-1orociaBckure MKOHOMUYECKH OTHOIIEHUS Tipe3 nepuoaa 1944-1972 roauna. —
MexnyHaponuu otHomenus, 1974, 1, c. 68-75.
° Llenrpanen abpxasen apxus (IJA), Goux 259 (¢. 259). The archives of Ministry of Trade are also
used in the paper (. 473). The Ministry of Foreign Trade was established in 1948 and in 1957 it was
merged with the Ministry of Trade and Industry and renamed the Ministry of Trade. In 1959, the
Ministry of Trade was again divided into two ministries.
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(“Bbumna Tuprosus”, Vanshna Targovia)!® during 1950s and 1960s. To complement
the Bulgarian sources, selected data and publications from Yugoslav archives and
periodicals are also consulted, allowing for a comparative perspective on the nature,
challenges, and structure of bilateral trade.

Turning to the cultural dimension, historical literature has more thoroughly
explored Bulgarian-Serbian and Bulgarian-Yugoslav cultural relations in earlier
periods. '' In post-World War II contexts, existing studies on Bulgaria’s cultural
diplomacy have tended to emphasize relations with the Soviet Union and other
socialist states of Eastern Europe. The 1970s, particularly under the leadership of
Lyudmila Zhivkova, have received the most attention, generating a substantial body
of work in both Bulgarian and English—including journal articles, monographs, and
edited volumes. '*In recent years, Bulgarian cultural relations with Western capitalist

countries have also drawn increasing scholarly interest. '

10 “Vanshna Targovia” was a periodical published by Ministry of Foreign Trade in Sofia during
1953-1984.
1" JTanko, M. BIrapo-rorociuascku KynTypHH BpE3KU centeMBpy 1944-¢espyapu 1947. C., 1978, c.
320.
12 Notable studies on this topic include: Unuoscka, B. MexayHapoana KynTypHa I€iHOCT Ha
Bbearapus 1944-1948. C. 1990; baesa, . brarapckara BbHIIHA IpoNaral/ja B Ha4YaJIHUS EPHO Ha
xuBKoBu3Ma. Emoxu, 1998, 2, c¢. 88-110; 'aruera, B. YuactueTto Ha brirapus B mmobamHust KyaTypeH
TIOJTMJIOT - UJIesl ¥ TIONTUTHYECKO neiicTBre. — B: KyntypHoTOo oTBapsiHe Ha bbirapus kpM cBeTa
Marepuany oT MeX/yHapoaHaTa HaydHa KOH(QEpeHIHs 1o moBoA 70 TOOMHHU OT POXKICHUETO Ha
Jrommuia JKuskosa. C. 2013, c. 146-150; Aleksandrov, E. The international cultural policy of the
People's Republic of Bulgaria. Sofia, 1980; Kalinova, E. Bulgaria and the International Cultural
Organisations (Mid-50s - Mid-60s ). Bulgarian Historical Review, 1991, 4, p. 3-20.
13 Research on Bulgaria’s cultural relations with Western European countries are as follows: Mures, B.
3acuiiBaHe BIUSIHUETO Ha 3allaJHUTE CTPAHHU BbPXY OBJITapcKOTO OOILIECTBO Mpe3 BTOpaTa MOoJOBHHA Ha
60-te roquan Ha XX Bek. — B: CrnienBoenna brarapus mexxay Ustoka u 3anana. C., 2005, ¢. 143-152;
Kanunoga, E. EBponelickuTe KanmuTalucTUYeCK CTPaHH B KYJITypHarTa MojuTuka Ha brirapus
(BTopara monoBuHa Ha 50-te roaunu). Bekose, 1988, 3, c. 5-18; denepanna pemyonuka ['epmanus B
KyJATypHata nonutrka Ha bearapus (1949-1966 r.). — B: Collegium Germania 2. Probleme der
Entwicklung Bulgariens in den 20-er bis 90-er Jahren des 20. Jahrhunderts. Sofia, 1997, p. 285-304;
Kyntypuu Bpb3ku Mex 1y benrapus u @pannus cinen Bropara cBeToBHa BoiiHa 10 kpas Ha 60-Te
ronuan. Mctopuaecku mperien, 1999, 3-4, c. 113-144; [Ipeau u cnen CIryCKaHeTo Ha ,,KeTsI3HaTa
3aBeca’: 3amagHoeBpoIeiickara Kynrypa B beirapus ot 9 cenremBpu 1944 no xpast Ha 50-Te ronuHu. —
B: Mopnepuusrt uctopuk: Brobpakenue, napopmupanoct, nokoiernus. C. 1999, c. 226-239;
Haunonannara kay3a u ObJirapckara KyJITypHa IMporaraizia B 3arajjHa eBpora ciieji Bropara CBETOBHa
BoifHa. — B: Mcropus u ucropuorpadus: coopHuk B uect Ha npod. n-p Mapust Benesa. C. 2008, c.
177-185; bparapckara KyATypHa mpomnarasaa B 3anagHa EBpona cien Bropara cBeToBHa BoitHa. — B:
YHUBEPCUTETCKU YETCHHS U M3CIenBaHus o Obiarapcka ucropus. C. 2008, c. 594-606;
bobarapo-0purancku KynTypHU Bpb3KH ciiel] Bropara cBeToBHA BOIHA 110 Kpast Ha 60-Te roguau Ha XX
Bek. — JI3su10. E-crincanue B obnactra Ha Xymanurepuctukara. X-XXI B. rox. V, 2017, 10, c. 1-21;
Bulgaria and the International Cultural Organisations (Mid-50s - Mid-60s ). Bulgarian Historical
Review, 1991, 4, p. 3-20; Bulgarian Intellectuals and Western European Culture After World War I1. —
In: South East European Monitor, Vienna, 1995, 3, p. 59-70; Bulgarian Cultural Diplomacy in Western
9



By contrast, systematic research focusing specifically on Bulgarian-Yugoslav
cultural relations after World War II remains limited. The only dedicated monograph
on this subject is by Milcho Lalkov, who analyzes bilateral cooperation in academia,
the arts, media, and publishing. However, Lalkov’s study focuses primarily on the
period before 1947, prior to the Tito-Stalin split.'* While some works on political
relations or the Macedonian question touch briefly on cultural issues, no sustained or
comprehensive analysis of post-1950s cultural exchange exists.

This dissertation addresses this scholarly gap by conducting a detailed study of
Bulgarian-Yugoslav cultural relations from 1953 to the late 1960s. It draws primarily
on archival materials from the Committee for Friendship and Cultural Relations with
Foreign Countries (CFCRFC) !°, supplemented by documents from the Ministry of
Foreign Affairs (MFA) 6. By situating cultural exchange within the broader context
of Cold War diplomacy and ideological control, the study aims to reassess the role of
culture as a component of bilateral relations—often subordinated to politics, yet
revealing in its constraints and possibilities.

In short, while political relations, especially surrounding the Macedonian
question, have been extensively explored, the economic and cultural dimensions of
Bulgarian-Yugoslav relations have received insufficient attention. This dissertation
seeks to integrate all three dimensions into a unified analytical framework, offering a

more comprehensive understanding of bilateral relations within the Cold War context.

Europe — Difficult Modernizarion (1940s — 1980s). M3Bectus Ha MHcTHTYyTa 32 HCTOPHYECKH
n3cneasanus, 2022, 1, 76-86.
14 Jlankos, M. BeIrapo-rorociaBcku Ky/ITypHH BPB3KU centeMepu 1944-(pespyapu 1947. C., 1978.
5 TJ1A, ¢. 363.
16 TJTA, ¢. 1477.
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II. Structure and Main Content of the Dissertation

The dissertation consists of an introduction, an exposition divided into four
chapters, conclusion, and bibliography.

The introduction presents the choice of the topic, the objectives and tasks of the
dissertation, provides a historiographical review of the literature, and introduces the
source material on which the research is based.

The first chapter covers the evolution of Bulgarian-Yugoslav relations, with the
main focus on the period of 1953-end of 1960s. The first subsection serves as a
historical overview of the immediate post-war break and the initial normalization
efforts (1948-1953). The following subsections trace the hesitant thaw in the
mid-1950s, the renewed tensions after the Hungarian Crisis of 1956, and the
deepening ideological divide until the early 1960s. The chapter then focuses on the
significant improvement in bilateral relations from 1963 to 1967, highlighting key
political meetings and cooperation, before turning to the renewed tensions triggered
by the Macedonian question and the Prague Spring in the late 1960s. The final part
discusses the limited progress and persistent mistrust characterizing
Bulgarian-Yugoslav relations during the 1970s and 1980s.

The second chapter examines the Macedonian question as a core issue in
Bulgarian-Yugoslav relations. The first subsection serves as a background to the
long-standing silence and cautious rethinking of the issue during the 1950s. It outlines
the internal debates in Bulgaria and the initial attempts at reassessing its policy. The
next sections trace the gradual formation and publicization of Bulgaria’s new position
beginning with the 1963 March Plenum, followed by a phased implementation at the
state level. The later subsections analyze the intensification of propaganda, diplomatic
tensions, and efforts at rapprochement through the 1970s and early 1980s. Special
attention is given to the status of the Bulgarian population in Yugoslavia and how this
issue fed into broader national narratives and bilateral disputes.

The third chapter investigates Bulgarian-Yugoslav economic relations. It

begins by bilateral trade in the early post-war period, including the reconstruction
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efforts and the impact of the 1948 split. The chapter then explores the reestablishment
and expansion of economic ties from the mid-1950s onwards, with particular focus on
institutional frameworks, trade structure, and key economic indicators. A central
concern of this chapter is the asymmetry in the relationship, including challenges
faced by Bulgaria due to its centralized economic model, contrasted with
Yugoslavia’s liberalized and open-market approach. The chapter also discusses the
influence of Comecon and offers a comparative analysis of Bulgaria’s trade with
capitalist countries. It concludes with a discussion of the political dimensions of
economic relations.

The fourth chapter focuses on cultural relations and Yugoslavia’s position in
Bulgaria’s cultural policy. The initial section explores the early phase of cultural
cooperation under the South Slav Federation plan, followed by a period of
disengagement. The chapter then details the cautious reestablishment of cultural ties
during the thaw of the 1950s and early 1960s, including artistic, academic, and
educational exchanges. In the 1960s, cultural cooperation expanded further but
remained constrained by ideological considerations and institutional inefficiencies.
The chapter also addresses the limited scope of language instruction and publishing
activities. The post-1968 period is analyzed for both its setbacks and continuities. A
comparative analysis with cultural relations involving capitalist countries is provided,
and the chapter ends with an assessment of structural limitations, mutual distrust, and
the broader Cold War context that shaped cultural diplomacy.

The conclusion synthesizes the findings of the previous chapters within the
framework of Cold War constraints. The first section assesses the fluctuations in
Bulgarian-Yugoslav political relations under Soviet influence. The second section
analyzes the complex interplay between ideology and national interest in the
evolution and publicization of Bulgaria’s position on the Macedonian question. The
final section offers a comparative perspective on the political, economic, and cultural
dimensions of bilateral relations, with particular attention to the asymmetry,

limitations, and ideological barriers that characterized Bulgarian-Yugoslav
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engagement throughout the Cold War.
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I1I. Key Findings of the Study

This dissertation investigates the evolution of Bulgarian-Yugoslav relations from
1953 to the end of the 1960s through a comprehensive analysis of political, economic,
and cultural dimensions, with particular emphasis on the publicization of Bulgaria’s
new position on the Macedonian question.

While previous research has predominantly focused on political
relations—especially the Macedonian issue—this study expands the scope by
systematically incorporating economic and cultural relations, drawing on newly
accessed archival materials. In doing so, the dissertation not only provides a more
holistic account of Bulgarian-Yugoslav relations but also proposes an analytical
framework to explore the interactions among the three dimensions.

A significant research gap in the study of economic and cultural relations is
addressed through extensive archival work. While the political dynamics of the 1950s
and 1960s have been thoroughly examined, bilateral economic and cultural exchanges
during this period remain underexplored. Utilizing documents from the Central State
Archives in Bulgaria, the study reconstructs the reestablishment and development of
economic and cultural relations, which closely mirrored the broader political context.
After signing cooperation agreements in the mid-1950s, bilateral contacts were
gradually restored, with moderate development during the relatively favorable climate
of the 1960s. However, the overall scale of cooperation remained limited. As a
non-aligned state between the Eastern and Western blocs, Yugoslavia’s political
orientation led Bulgaria to treat it in ways similar with Western capitalist countries.
The decentralized structure of the Yugoslav federation and its open-market economy
further fragmented Bulgaria’s cooperative efforts.

The dissertation also traces the publicization process of Bulgaria’s Macedonian
policy within the context of shifting political relations. Although existing Bulgarian
historiography has studied the Macedonian question in detail, this study focuses on
the public articulation of Bulgaria’s position. The internal rethinking of earlier

policies—seen as contrary to national interest—began in 1958, when the Bulgarian
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Communist Party started questioning Yugoslav interpretations of Macedonian history.
It was not until the March Plenum in 1963 that Zhivkov officially acknowledged
previous errors and asserted that the Macedonian nation had only emerged after World
War II within the Yugoslav federation, further claiming that no ethnic Macedonians
lived in Bulgaria.

While many historians view 1963 as a turning point in Bulgaria’s Macedonian
policy, this dissertation argues that 1967 marked a more critical juncture in terms of
publicization. That year, the Politburo officially adopted the decision to promote the
new Macedonian stance, establishing a clear bottom line in Bulgarian policy: the
denial of a Macedonian minority in Pirin Macedonia. Despite Yugoslav opposition
and Soviet pressure to improve bilateral ties, Bulgaria consistently upheld this
position in the following decades.

Importantly, the dissertation identifies the interdependence of political, economic,
and cultural relations. Political ties formed the foundation, with ideological
alignment—especially with the Soviet Union—acting as the primary constraint.
Economic relations, although shaped by political fluctuations, exhibited a relatively
higher degree of pragmatism and autonomy, often contributing to a more stable
atmosphere for political dialogue. In contrast, cultural exchanges were far more
vulnerable to political control and ideological rigidity. While trade generally followed
an upward trend, deeper cooperation was hindered by Bulgaria’s centralized and
inefficient economy, its reliance on Comecon, and underdeveloped industrial capacity.
Nonetheless, economic ties offered limited but resilient avenues for pragmatic
engagement.

Cultural relations remained marginal throughout the late 1950s and early 1960s,
limited to occasional artistic exchanges. A brief surge occurred after the 1963 détente,
culminating in 1967-1968 with joint initiatives in literature, theater, cinema, and
academic exchange. However, the open promotion of Bulgaria’s new Macedonian
policy severely disrupted this momentum. Despite shared Slavic heritage and

historical ties, political antagonism consistently overshadowed cultural affinity.
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Bulgaria’s cultural diplomacy remained constrained by ideological concerns,
bureaucratic inertia, and the Macedonian dispute, limiting its effectiveness and reach.
Moreover, the dissertation presents Bulgaria’s relations with Yugoslavia as a case
study in small-state diplomacy during the Cold War. It introduces a three-pillar
framework—ideology, pragmatism, and national interest—as a conceptual tool for
understanding Bulgaria’s foreign policy behavior within the socialist bloc.
Throughout the 1950s and 1960s, Bulgaria’s relations with Yugoslavia involved a
delicate balancing act between ideological loyalty to the Soviet Union, national
interests—especially concerning the Macedonian issue—and pragmatic engagement.
The internal policy shift in 1963 and the decision to publicize the new position from
1967 onward reflect Bulgaria’s strategic caution and reveal the complex dilemmas
faced by small states during the Cold War. While publicly adhering to ideological
orthodoxy, Bulgarian leaders simultaneously pursued economic normalization and
cautiously expanded cultural contacts. This multifaceted approach highlights the
tension between internationalist commitments and nationalist agendas, offering a

deeper understanding of the challenges of small-state diplomacy in a bipolar world.
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IV. Scientific Contributions of the Dissertation

This dissertation contributes to the study of Bulgarian-Yugoslav relations during
the Cold War by systematically incorporating the largely overlooked dimensions of
economic and cultural relations—areas that have received minimal attention in
existing Bulgarian historiography. It draws extensively on primary sources, including
documents from the Ministry of Foreign Trade and the Committee for Friendship and
Cultural Relations with Foreign Countries (CFCRFC), housed in the Central State
Archives of Bulgaria.

By outlining the reestablishment and expansion of political, economic, and
cultural contacts, alongside the evolving process of publicizing Bulgaria’s position on
the Macedonian question, the study reveals how Bulgaria, as a small state within the
Soviet bloc, navigated the competing pressures of ideological conformity and
geopolitical loyalty. The dissertation offers a broader contribution to Cold War
international relations by proposing a three-pillar framework—ideology, pragmatism,
and national interest—for interpreting foreign policy behavior within the socialist
camp. It identifies instances of strategic flexibility, especially in the economic domain,
and highlights the calculated political rationale behind Bulgaria’s delayed

publicization of its Macedonian policy.
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