PE3IOMETA HA TYBJIMKALIMUTE,
NMPeJACTABEHH 32 YYacTHe B KOHKYPCA 3a IOIeHT 0 HanpasJieHue 2.2. Ucropus u
apxeosiorusi (HoBa 0barapcka ucropus (1878 - 1944) — BropbikeHaTa CHIPOTHBA B

Bboarapus 1941 - 1944), o6sisen B /1B, 6p. 96 ot 19.11.2021 r.

Kanaupar: ri. acucrent a-p Baagumup I'eoprueB Cranen

MOHOI'PA®UHN / MONOGRAPHS:

IIYMBT OT AEBPU U BAJIKAHU. IIAPTU3AHUTE B BBJICAPUS (1941 — 1944).
Codust: YHuBepcutercko u3narenctso ,,Cs. Kmument Oxpuacku‘, 2022, ISBN 978-954-07-5337-
9, e-ISBN 978-954-07-5338-6

Enga cnen 22 ronu 1941 roguna u repmanckoro Hanagenue Hajg CCCP, KOMyHUCTUTE OT
benrapckara padorauuecka naptus (bPII) o0sBsiBat, ue mpeMUHaBaT KbM KypC Ha BBOPBKEHA
60opOa, KOETO OYEBHIHO € HHCITUPUPAHO OT MOCKBa.

[IperBopsiBaHETO Ha TO3M Kypc OT JeKJapauus KbM peaju3alus cpella 3HAuYUTEIHU
tpyaHoctu. [Ipe3 1941 u 1942 ronuHa nmapTHU3aHCKUTE TPYMHU ca MaJOOpOHM, HE MpOsBSBAT
aKTUBHOCT U CIIy’KaT OCHOBHO 3a ITOJICJIOH Ha 3aCTpalIeHNUTE OT apecT. B To3u cMUCHI Te JOpH HE
OTroBapsAT Ha KJIACUYECKOTO OIpe/IeTICHUE 3a MAPTU3aHCKU JEHCTBHUSL.

He e raiina, 4e mapTH3aHCKOTO ABUKEHUE B bbiarapus npsko ce Biause OT Pa3BUTHETO HA
BOGHHUTE JICHCTBUA U 0COOEHO OT nosnoxkenueto Ha Mzrounus gpont. [Ipe3 1941 u 1942 roauna
HsIMa MHAMKALMY, Y€ BOMHATA CKOPO I1I€ IPUKIIOYH, HUTO Y€ YepBeHaTa apMus € B CbCTOSHUE J1a
o0bpHE HelHus xo1. BenmeacTBue Ha ToBa kenaemuTe B bbarapus 1a craHat mapTH3aHU HE ca
MHoro. Camoto prkoBoacTBO Ha bPII He Obp3a ¢ popcupane Ha mapTU3aHCKOTO JABMKeHUE. Ha
MECTa JIOpU C€ JaBaT HapeXk/1aHUs ChIIECTBYBAIIM BEUE IPYIH J1a C€ PA3IyCHAT, a YICHOBETE UM
— J1a ce JIerajau3upar.

OueBHAHUAT TIPEJIOM B XOJa Ha BOMHATa mpe3 JATOTO Ha 1943 romumHa, chY€TaHO C
JbP’KaBHO-TIOJINTHYECKATa KpH3a, B KOATO u3najga bwarapus cien cmbprra Ha nap bopuc 11,
Ch37aBaT M3MaMHO ycellaHe B pbkoBoACTBOTO Ha BPII, ue unBa HeliHOTO BpeMe. 3aToBa cieasa

(bOpCI/IpaHC Ha MMapTU3aHCKOTO ABUXKCHHUEC, C HACTOABAHC 3a ITbJIHA MO6I/IHI/I33.I_II/I}I Ha BCUYKH, TOJHU



7a HOCAT opbxkue. [Ipu numcara Ha JOCTaThYHO BBOPBKEHHE, 0a3u U XpaHH, NPHU TEKKUTE
KJIMMaTUYHU YCIIOBHSI, KAKTO M IIpu Obp3aTa peaklius Ha BJIACTTa, HE € 0COOEHA N3HEHA1a, Ye Ipe3
eceHTa Ha 1943 roaMHa mapTU3aHUTE ABAT MHOTOOPOMHM M HABbJIHO M3JIMIIHU kepTBU. Ho
HEOOXOJMMUTE TOYKH HE Ca HAalpaBEeHW, NMPU3MBUTE 33 MOOWIM3AalMs M aKTUBHU3MpAHE Ha
[apTU3aHUTE MIPOABIKABAT, BBIPEKH Y€ TOBA € HEBB3MOXKHO B pasrapa Ha 3uMata. Hampotus,
[IPABUTEJICTBEHUTE CHJIM IPEANpPHEMAT IIOBCEMECTHO HACTBILJICHUE, KaTo A0 IpoJerta Ha 1944
roJMHa Ca YHUILO’KEHHU LIEJIM TaPTU3aHCKHU YaCTH, a PYTHU €a TEKKO yJIapeHHU.

o kpast Ha mponerra Ha 1944 roguHa OoCHOBHaTa 3ajaya Ha MAPTU3AHCKUTE YACTH B
bearapus e 1a ce Bb3CTaHOBAT — OPraHU3ALIOHHO U KaTo ChCTaB. JlomycHaTUTE Mpe3 I'bpBaTa
nojioBuHa Ha 1944 roanHa HOBM IPELIKH, CBBP3aHU C UAEATA 32 FOJEMHU NMAPTU3AHCKU €IUHUIY,
CIIOCOOHM J1a C€ M3MPAaBAT B OTKPUT OO C MPOTHBHUKA W Ja OTBOIOBAT CBOOOJHU TEPUTOPHH,
JEMOHCTPUpAT, Y€ PBKOBOACTBOTO HA IMAPTHU3AHCKOTO JBM)KEHHWE B MHOrO CilIy4au IpHUeMa
KEJIAaHOTO 3a JEHUCTBUTENHO. TO YecTo mpuiiara Cisino YyXAus MapTU3aHCKU ONMMUT (IPEAUMMHO
IOTOCJIaBCKM), 0€3 J1a OTYMTa MECTHUTE yClIoBHs. JleMOHCTpHpaHO € SpKO HechoOpas3siBaHe ¢
OCHOBHUTE MpaBujia Ha MapTU3aHUTE — MOOMJIHOCT U U3HEHA[A.

Bce nmak npe3 nstoro Ha 1944 r. mapTU3aHCKOTO JBMXKEHHE B bbarapus mpeonosissa
KpHU3aTa, KaTo pellaBallo 3HAYCHHE UIpae pa3NagbT Ha Jbp)KaBHOCTTA M MPUOJIMKABAHETO Ha
YepsenaTta apmusi. Beripeku ToBa mapTU3aHHUTE ca TaKa IPUTUCHATH OT IPABUTEIICTBEHUTE CUJIH,
4ye Ha MHOT'O MecTa HsMaT Bb3MOXKHOCT Ja yyacTBaT B IpeBpara Ha 9 centemBpu 1944 roauna,
OCBIIIECTBEH Oylaro/lapeHye Ha HaBiIu3aHeTo Ha UepBeHaTa apMusi B CTpaHaTa.

Peanno B bwiarapus, mon wmackara Ha ,,00pba cpemly HamUcTUTE, ce pasraps
BBTPEIIHONOIUTHYECKH KOHGIUKT. 3371 TpbMKHTE (hpa3u 3a ,,aHTudammcTka 6opda““ ce kpue CHO
n3paszeHata npereHius Ha BPII 3a 3aBmansBane Ha Biactra B cTpaHata. B MockBa cwiio
BB3MpUEMAT CUTYalUsATa [0 TO3M HAYMH, KOETO OTrOBapsl Ha TEXHUTE CTPATErMUECKU LT CIe]
BOMHATA.

MouHaTa mpornaras/iHa MalllHa, B KOATO B MPOJBIKEHUE HA YETUPU I€CETHIIETUS CIIEN
1944 roguna ca BOperHaTh BCUUKM PECYPCH HA IbprKaBaTa, BOJM O HAJaraHe Ha ONpe/eeHa
MUTOJIOTHS OKOJIO MapTU3aHCKOTO [BIKEeHHE. Ts BKIIOYBA M3rpaxaaHe Ha obOpaza Ha
napTU3aHUTE B bbarapus kKaTo Ha CBETLH, KOUTO HE MOTaT J1a MIPUTEKABAT HUKAKBU YOBEUIKU

cnaboctu. B ChbIIOTO BPEMEC TCXHUTC MPOTUBHULIN Ca JCMOHU3UPAHU.



[TonabpkaHuTe ¢ BCUUKH CHJIM B MPOABDKEHHWE HA ABITH TOAWHH JereHAu TpsOBa aa
JIETUTUMHUPAT MPABOTO Ha OINpejesieHa MOJIMTUYECKa CUila BbpXY Biactra B bwarapus. Ho te
32)KUBSBAT CBOW COOCTBEH JKMBOT U JOPH U JIHEC C€ HAMUPAT XOpa, KOUTO CIIAIO BAPBAT WIH UM
ce MCKa Jia BApBAT B TAX.

Cnien mamaHeTo Ha TOTaIUTapHUs pekuM B bbarapus npe3 1989 ronuna maptuzanute
cTaBaT OOEKT Ha aTaka OT cCTpaHa Ha oOpaTHara BBJIHA Ha NpomaraHjara, KaTto Te ca
JIETepOU3HPAHU C BCUUKH CPEJICTBA, MAaMETHUIIUTE UM MAaCOBO Ca CPUBAHU ChC 3EMSTA, a LEIUST
UM JKHUBOT € oTpedyeH. Moske Ou HsMa Jja € MIPECUIICHO J1a CE Kaxe, e MO0 Pa3IMueH HAUWH BCEKU

PECIKUM H3II0JI3BA MMTAPTHU3AHUTC 3a CBOH LICJIN.

THE SOUNDS OF THE FORESTS AND THE HILLS... THE PARTISANS IN BULGARIA
(1941 - 1944)

It was only after 22 June 1941 and the German attack on the USSR that the communists of
the Bulgarian Workers' Party (BRP) announced that they were switching to a course of armed
struggle, which was obviously inspired by Moscow.

Translating this course from declaration to implementation faced significant difficulties. In
1941 and 1942, partisan groups were few in number, inactive, and served mainly to shelter those
threatened with arrest. In this sense they do not even meet the classical definition of partisan action.

It is no secret that the guerrilla movement in Bulgaria was directly influenced by the
development of hostilities and especially by the situation on the Eastern Front. In 1941 and 1942
there was no indication that the war would soon be over, nor that the Red Army was in a position
to turn its course. Consequently, there were not many people in Bulgaria willing to become
partisans. The BRP leadership itself was in no hurry to force the partisan movement. In some
places, orders are even given for existing groups to disband and for their members to legalise.

The obvious turn in the course of the war in the summer of 1943, combined with the state-
political crisis into which Bulgaria fell after the death of Tsar Boris Ill, created a deceptive feeling
in the leadership of the BRP that its time was coming. Therefore followed a forcing of the partisan
movement, with a demand for a full mobilization of all those fit to bear arms. In the absence of
sufficient arms, bases and food, with the harsh weather conditions, and with the quick reaction of

the authorities, it is not particularly surprising that in the autumn of 1943 the partisans made



numerous and completely unnecessary sacrifices. But the necessary lessons were not learned, the
calls for mobilization and intensification of the partisans continued, although this was impossible
in the dead of winter. On the contrary, the government forces launched an all-out offensive, and
by the spring of 1944 entire partisan units had been destroyed and others badly hit.

By the end of the spring of 1944 the main task of the partisan units in Bulgaria was to
rebuild - organizationally and in terms of composition. The new mistakes made in the first half of
1944, related to the idea of large partisan units capable of facing the enemy in open combat and
winning free territories, demonstrated that the leadership of the partisan movement in many cases
took the desired for real. It often blindly applied foreign partisan experience (mostly Yugoslav)
without taking into account local conditions. A glaring disregard for the basic rules of partisan
warfare - mobility and surprise - was demonstrated.

However, in the summer of 1944 the partisan movement in Bulgaria overcame the crisis,
with the collapse of the state system and the approach of the Red Army playing a decisive role.
However, the partisans were so squeezed by government forces that in many places they were
unable to participate in the coup of 9 September 1944, which was carried out thanks to the Red
Army's entry into the country.

In reality, in Bulgaria, under the guise of a "fight against the Nazis", an internal political
conflict took place. Behind the loud phrases about the "anti-fascist struggle™ lies the clear claim of
the BRP to seize power in the country. In Moscow they also perceived the situation in this way,
which corresponded to their strategic goals after the war.

The powerful propaganda machine in which all the resources of the state were harnessed
for four decades after 1944 led to the imposition of a certain mythology around the partisan
movement. It included the construction of the image of the partisans in Bulgaria as saints who
could not possess any human weaknesses. At the same time, their opponents were demonized.

The legends, maintained by any possible means for many years, had to legitimise the right
of a certain political force to hold the power in Bulgaria. But they have a life of their own and even
today there are people who blindly believe or want to believe in them.

After the fall of the totalitarian regime in Bulgaria in 1989, the partisans became the object
of attack by the opposite wave of propaganda, as they were de-heroized by all means, their

monuments were razed to the ground en masse, and their entire lives were denied. Perhaps it would



not be an exaggeration to say that in different ways each regime used the partisans for its own

purposes.

MEXAYCBIOZBHUYECKUAT BOEHEH KOHTPOJI B BbJITAPUSA (1920-
1927) Codus, YuuBepcurercko wusmarenctso ,,CB. Kmamment Oxpuacku®, 2018.

ISBN:978-954-07-4524-4

Momnorpadusra u3cienBa uaesTa 3a BOCHHU OTpaHUYCHHS, HAIOKEHU Ha MOOSICHUTE B
[IspBaTa cBeTOBHa BOIfHA, B KOHTEKCTa Ha paborara Ha I[lapwkkata MupHa KOH(EpEHIIHS.
Boennute knay3u Ha Hbolickust goroBop ot 1919 roauna ca MHOroOpoWHU M Pa3HOIIOCOYHH.
TsxHoTO mpuiarane B bbirapus oTHeMa MHOTO TMOBEYE BpeME OT MPEIBUACHOTO B JIOTOBOP U
cpellla 3HAYUTEIHU TPYAHOCTH. 3a J1a OCHIIECTBU KOHTPOJ BbPXY M3IBIHEHUETO HA BOCHHUTE
OTpaHUYCHUS, TOOCAUTEINTE H3ITPAIaT CBOM KOJIEKTUBHU OPT'aHK, KOUTO IIPECTOsBAT B bbiarapus
ot 1920 10 1927 roguna. HaunubsT Ha ASHCTBUE HA TE3H CHIVIAIICHCKH KOMHCHH, TEXHUSIT ChCTaB
Y MIPOMEHUTE B HETO, BETPEIIHUTE KOH(IMKTH, ca Hepa3JellHa 4yacT oT MoHorpadusrta. He Ha
MOCIIEHO MSICTO, TSl pa3KpHBa M OTHOIIEHHUETO Ha OBITAPCKUTE YIPABISBAIIY KbM HU3MBIHEHUETO
Ha BOEHHUTE KJIay3W M MacHBHATa, HO TBbpJAA ChIIPOTHBA cpelly Hero. 1 ToBa nMa ocHOBaHHUE,
3aI0TO MOOEIUTENNTE HETIPEKbCHATO UCKAT MPEOpraHu3aIis Ha ObJITapCKUTE BHOPHKEHU CUIIH,
npeaaBaHe Ha OpbXKKE, H3MEHEHHNE Ha 3aKOHH W MPUEMaHe Ha M3IISJI0 HOBH, JOPU HACTOSBAT 3a

IIpoMsHA B T’prOBCKaTa KOHCTUTYLUA.

INTER-ALLIED MILITARY CONTROL IN BULGARIA (1920-1927)

This monograph explores the idea of the military restrictions imposed on the victors of the
First World War in the context of the work of the Paris Peace Conference. The military clauses of
the 1919 Treaty of Neuilly are numerous and disparate. Their implementation in Bulgaria took
much longer than envisaged by the treaty and encountered considerable difficulties. To control the
implementation of the military restrictions, the victors sent collective bodies, which stayed in
Bulgaria from 1920 to 1927. The modus operandi of these conciliar commissions, their

composition and changes in it, internal conflicts, are an integral part of the monograph. Last but



not least, it reveals the attitude of the Bulgarian government towards the implementation of the
war clauses and the passive but firm resistance to it. And with good reason, for the victors
continually demanded the reorganization of the Bulgarian armed forces, the surrender of arms, the
amendment of laws and the adoption of entirely new ones, even demanding for a change to the

Tarnovo Constitution.

IIYBJIUKAIIUU B CBOPHUIIN 1 HAYYHU CIIMCAHUSA / ARTICLES:

NOJIMOUSATA U BBJITAPCKUTE MAPTU3AHMU. — B: Tpetu Mex1yHapOoeH KOHTPEC 10
Obnrapuctuka, 23-26 mait 2013 r. Ne 22. Cekuus ,,Mctopust u apxeonorus™, [Toxcekmus ,,Hosa

obarapcka ucropusa” Codus, YHuepcutercko usaarenctso ,,CB. Kimument Oxpuacku®, 2014,

ISBN 978-954-07-3865-9, c. 368—-388.

[TonuuusaTa KaTO MHCTUTYLIMS UTPAE€ OCHOBHA POJIs B Tpak1aHCKUs KOH(QIUKT B bbarapus
Mexny 1941 u 1944 ronmnua. Ilponarangata Ha KOMYHHCTUYECKHUS DPEKUM IIEJIEHACOUEHO
uarpaxnaa Mexay 1944 u 1989 ronuna o6pasa Ha MoNIMLAUTE, KAaTO HA TIIyNIOBaTH M CTPaXJIUBH,
HO kecTOKM Xopa. ClIOMEHUTE Ha caMHTe NMapTU3aHU ONpoBepraBar Ta3M NpeacTaBa. BebiiHocT,
MOJIMIUATA Cpella CEPUO3HU TPYAHOCTH B O0pOara cu cpelly MapTU3aHUTE: HEMbJIEH ChCTaB,
Pa3xXBbPJIIH HA OTPOMHA TEPUTOPHUs, c1ab0 BHOPBKEHHE, JIUICA HA aBTOTPAHCIIOPT U OEH3MH 3a
HEro, HerocliefoBaTeNHa Ibp)KaBHA IOJIMTHKA, JIIICA HA 3aJbJOOYEH aHaliu3 OT CTpaHa Ha
MOJINLECKOTO PBKOBOJCTBO, KOHQIMKT C MECTHATa aJMUHUCTpALUs U IPYTrUTE CUJIOBU OPraHu.
[Ipu ToBa mosjoxeHHe HE € W3HEHada, Y€ OT BTOpaTa rojoBuHa Ha 1943 roawHa monunusTa €
MIOCTENIEHHO 3aMEHEeHa OT JPYrH NMPaBUTEICTBEHU CHUJIM, KOMTO MOEeMaT TexecTra Ha Oopbara

Cpelly NapTU3aHUTE.

THE POLICE AND THE BULGARIAN PARTISANS

The police as an institution played a major role in the civil conflict in Bulgaria between

1941 and 1944. Between 1944 and 1989, the propaganda of the communist regime purposefully



constructed the image of the policemen as stupid and cowardly, but cruel people. The memoirs of
the partisans themselves contradict this notion. In fact, the police encountered serious difficulties
in their struggle against the guerrillas: insufficient personnel spread over a vast territory, poor
weaponry, lack of motor transportation and gasoline for it, inconsistent state policy, lack of
thorough analysis on the part of the police leadership, conflicts with the local administration and
other armed forces. Given this situation, it is not surprising that from the second half of 1943 the
police force was gradually replaced by other government branches who took over the burden of

fighting the guerrillas.

APMUSTA U BBJITAPCKUTE IMAPTU3AHU. — B: KRATISTOS. Cbopuuk B 4ect Ha
npodecop Ilersp [HemeB. Codus, YHuBepcurercko m3aarenctso ,,CB. Kmument Oxpumcku®,

2017, ISBN 978-954-07-4309-7, c. 673—685.

IIpes mapt 1941 r. bobarapus ce mnpucheaussBa KbM TpucrtpanHus naxt. Cien
HarnageHuero Ha ['epmanus cpemy CCCP Ha 22 toHu 1941 r. B cTpaHaTa 3amo4yBa BbOPBXKEHO
JBIDKEHUE cpely Obarapckara Biact. [Ipe3 1941 u 1942 r. 6parapckara apMusiTa He ce HaMecBa
BbB BBTPEIIHONOJUTHYECKHUS KOH(JIUKT, 3all0oTO TOW HE TMpeAcTaBiIsiBa OMNAcHOCT 3a
ChILIECTBYBAILlUA pell. Bce mak BOEHHOTO pbKOBOJCTBO HA CTpaHaTa CJIEAM ¢ HapacTBalla TpeBora
pa3pacTBaHETO Ha BBbOPBKEHOTO HeyerajHo aswkeHue. [Ipe3 ecenta Ha 1943 r. TO B3uMa
pelieHre jJa ydyacTtBa B OopOaTa cpelly MapTU3aHUTE, 3a Ja CH OCUTYpPH CIOKOEH THJI NpH
€BEHTYaJIHU BOCHHM JIeUCTBUS Ha bankanure. Taka ¢ BpeMeTo apMusTa BCE IIOBEYE CE aHTaXKUPA,
KaTo Ha JiBa MbTU OPUIHMAIHO NIOEMa MPaBOMOIIMITA Jla C€ CIpPaBH C BHTPEIIHATAa BhOPBKEHA
OIO3MLIMSA, HO M TOEMa IsijaTa OTTOBOPHOCT 3a TOBA, Y€ HAa MECTa BOCHHHUTE JEMOHCTPHUpAT
OYEBHJIHO HEXKEJaHWEe Ja ce OOpAT ¢ MapTU3aHWTEe, a Ha JPYTW IpujaraT MpeKaJeHO CYpOBU
Mepku. Boiickata Taka u He ycnsBar Ja pemd npoOjema ¢ mapTU3aHWUTE, HO UM IOoINpeyYBa Ja

CTaHaT pcajiHa 3alljiaxa 3a HCHTpaJIHaTa BJIacCT.

THE ARMY AND THE BULGARIAN GUERRILLAS



In March 1941 Bulgaria joined the Tripartite Pact. After the German invasion of the Soviet
Union on 22 June 1941, an armed movement against the Bulgarian government began throughout
the country. During 1941 and 1942, the Bulgarian army did not participate in the internal political
conflict, since it did not endanger the existing order. Despite that the state’s military leadership
observed with an increasing concern the growth of the armed resistance movement. In the autumn
of 1943 it decided to take part in the fight against the guerrillas, in order to secure the home front
in view of the possible military campaigns on the Balkans. With time the army became increasingly
engaged, twice assuming officially the powers to defeat the internal armed opposition. At the same
time, it had to bear the full responsibility that in certain areas the military units were pointedly
reluctant to fight the guerrillas, whereas in other areas excessively harsh measures were adopted.
While the army failed to solve the problem with the partisans, it successfully prevented them from
becoming a real threat for the central authority.

ABbPKABATA U NTAPTU3AHCKOTO JABUXKEHUME — B: [IppxaBHata ujes B MojJepHaTa
enoxa. Codusi, YHUBEpcUTETCKO M3aaTencTBO ,,CB. Kitument Oxpuncku®, 2018, ISBN 978-954-
07-4559-6, c. 132-146.

Cnen repmanckoto Hanagenue Hajy CCCP Ha 22 o 1941 roauna B bearapus Bb3HUKBa
OpPraHU3UPAHO BHOPBHKEHO JBUKEHHE, HACOUEHO Cpelly OBJIrapcKOTO MPaBUTEICTBO, BBBIIAKIO
cTpaHata B TpucrpanHus nakt. Hali-chlnecTBeHaTa 4acT OT HEro ca mapTu3aHure. B cbimoTo
BpEME JbpKaBaTa HMa 3aKOHHOTO IIpaBO Ha camo3ammra. Ho Biacrra gelicTsa
HETOCJIEJ0BAaTENIHO, XBBPJIA CE OT €HAa KpPAallHOCT B JIpyra, peAyBa 3aTsiraHe U pasxjgaOBaHe Ha
MCPKHUTE. Komnebanusra Ha TOJIMTUYECKOTO ¥ BOEHHOTO PBKOBOACTBO HaA CTpaHATa CC MPEXBLPJIIAT
U Ha [T0-JJ0JIHUTE HMBA Ha BJIACTTa. MEXly OTIETHUTE CUIOBU OPTaHU CHIIECTBYBA HETHPIIUMOCT
u O6opOa 3a BIUsIHUE U (PUHAHCHpAHE, Te TPYAHO paboTsT 3aeaHo. [Ipu ToBa MmonoKeHHe He MOXKe
Ja C€ 0O4aKBa, Y€ MapTU3aHCKOTO JABUKCHUC B anrappm MOX€E 1a 6’13)16 YHUIIOKEHO, 4 © HETOBOTO

pa3BUTHE Ciie/iBa pa3Bosi Ha BTopara cBeTOBHA BOMHA.

THE STATE AND THE PARTISAN MOVEMENT



After the German attack against USSR on June 22, 1941, an organized armed movement
arose in Bulgaria against the Bulgarian government which brought the country into the Tripartite
Pact. The most significant part of it was the partisans. At the same time, the state had the legal
right of self-defense. But the authorities acted inconsistently, throwing themselves from one
extreme to another, alternating between tighter and looser measures. The vacillations of the
country's political and military leadership were transferred to the lower levels of government.
There were conflicts and a struggle for influence and funding between the various forces, and they
were finding it difficult to work together. In this situation, it could not have been expected that the
partisan movement in Bulgaria would be destroyed, and its development followed the general

course of the Second World War.

TFEOPT'U ITUMUTPOB U BLOPBKEHATA BOPBA B BbJITAPUSI (1941- 1944). — B: C
norjen kbM cBeta W bwarapus. Coopauk B mamer Ha npod. a-p Kocragun I'poszes. Codus,

Yuuepcurercko m3narenctso ,,CB. Kimvent Oxpuncku®, 2019, ISBN 978-954-07-4759-0, c.
426-450.

I'eopru JluMuTpoB € enHa OT BUAHUTE (UIYPH HA OBIATapcKOTO M MEXAYHApOJIHOTO
pabotanuecko aBuxkeHue. Karo ,,repost ot Jlainur®, Toit 3acraBa Hauesno Ha KomyHuctuueckus
uHTepHaunoHasn B MockBa u ppkoBou bbarapckara padotHuuecka naptust (bPII). Ome B nens
Ha HanageHuero Ha ['epmanus Hag CCCP — 22 ronu 1941 roguna, I'eopru Jlumurtpos ucka ot bPII
na ce BAUrHe Ha Oop6a. Toii ompenesns cTparerusara U TaKTUKaTa Ha BbOPBKEHOTO JBU)KEHHUE B
bovarapus, uznpama ot CCCP kagpu, KouTo 1a 3aemMaT pbKOBOJHH MOCTOBe, npenana3sa bPII ot
YBJIEUEHUS, HO M HEMPECTaHHO HACTOsABa 3a YBEJIMYaBaHE HAa MAapTU3aHCKOTO MABM)KEHUE U
Herosara akTuBM3alus. ToBa cTaBa BBIPEKH, Y€ KOMYHUKALMATA € 3aTpyAHEHa U Mexay 1941 n
1944 ronuna Hama npsika paguoBpb3ka Mexay BPII m I'. Tumutpos. B ciydail Ha Hyxna ce
n3non3Ba kaHan mnpe3 CovBerckara yerauus B Codus. Or Mocksa I'. JlumutpoB uznpaiia
JUPEKTUBHU U MHCTPYKIMH, HO OT/AAJICUYEH Ha XU KIIOMETPU OT chbOuTHATa B bharapus, Toi
HE BbB BCUYKH CIIy4aM OLICHsIBAa aJ€KBAaTHO CUTYyalUsATa, a U U3M0JI3Ba TOTOBU MOJEIN OT APYTU

KOMYHUCTHYCCKHU IMAPTHUU, KOUTO HCBUHAI'K Ca MOAXOJAIIN 3a 6’LJ’IF8.pCI(PITC YCJIOBUA.



GEORGI DIMITROV AND THE ARMED STRUGGLE IN BULGARIA (1941 - 1944)

Georgi Dimitrov is one of the prominent figures of the Bulgarian and international labour
movement. As the "Hero of Leipzig", he headed the Communist International in Moscow and led
the Bulgarian Workers' Party (BRP). Already on the day of the German attack against the USSR,
22 June 1941, Georgi Dimitrov demanded that the BRP take up the struggle. He determined the
strategy and tactics of the armed movement in Bulgaria, sent cadres from the USSR to occupy
leadership positions, protected the BRP from being carried away, but also constantly insisted on
increasing the partisan movement and its intensification. This was done despite the fact that
communication was difficult and there was no direct radio contact between the BRP and the G.
Dimitrov between 1941 and 1944. In case of need, a channel was used through the Soviet Legation
in Sofia. From Moscow, G. Dimitrov sent directives and instructions, but being thousands of miles
away from the events in Bulgaria, he did not in all cases assess the situation adequately, and he
used ready-made models from other Communist parties, which were not always suitable for

Bulgarian conditions.

JETEHJATA 3A MAMOP ®PAHK TOMIICHH. - B: [penusukarenctsoro: ChBpeMeHHa
obarapcka ucropus. COopHUK ¢ u3cienBaHus B yecT Ha npod. A-p Esrenus Kanunosa. Codus,
Yuuepcurercko m3aarenctso ,,C. Kimument Oxpuncku®, 2020, ISBN:978-954-07-4957-0, c.
131-152.

Maiiop ®@pank TomnchH e jerenga B bbarapus. 3a Hero ca npaBeHu (QUIMH, [THCAHU ca
KHUTH, Ha HETOBO MME Ca HApWYaHU HACEJICHW MeCTa W yaulU. TOMICBHH € M3IpaTeH TyK OT
OpUTAHCKOTO YTpaBJeHHUE 3a CIIEIIMATHH ONepalliy B HauanoTo Ha 1944 roauHa, 3a 1a OChIIECTBH
Bpb3Ka ¢ ObJrapckuTe naptuzanu. Toil ycnemrHo mpuctura B 3anaana bearapus u npebusasa
Cpell MECTHHTE MMAPTU3AHU HIKOJIKO MECEIA, OCUTYPSIBANKN UM aHTIIMKACKO opbxkue. [Ipe3 maroTo
Ha 1944 roguHa TOMIICHH € 3aJI0BEH OT OBJATapCKUTE BJIACTU M ek3eKyTupaH. KakBa e HeroBara
mucus? Kak paboru TomrichH ¢ maptuzanute? 3amio Obiarapure ro npeBpbllaT B JereHnaa, 3a

pasjinka OT APYTUTC 6pI/ITaHCKI/I O(I)I/II_ICpI/I B brir apml? I[aJ'II/I JICTCHJATa 3a HCro OTroBaps Ha



nericteutenHocTTa? KakBu perieHust B3ema TOH U JJajli T€ He ce oka3Bat datanHu? Jlamu e numaio

BB3MOXXHOCT a OCTaHC wuB? Ha te3n BBIIPOCH € IIOCBETCHA CTyAUsATA.

THE LEGEND OF MAJOR FRANK THOMPSON

Major Frank Thompson is a legend in Bulgaria. Films have been made about him, books
have been written, towns and streets have been named after him. Thompson was sent by the British
Office of Special Operations in early 1944 to make contact with the Bulgarian partisans. He
successfully arrived in Western Bulgaria and stayed among the local partisans for several months,
providing them with British weapons. In the summer of 1944, Thompson was captured by the
Bulgarian authorities and executed. What was his mission? How did Thompson work with the
partisans? Why did the Bulgarians make him a legend, unlike other British officers in Bulgaria?
Does the legend about him correspond to reality? What decisions did he make and did they prove
fatal? Was there a chance he might have lived? These are the questions to which the study is

devoted.

IHAPTU3AHUTE U COIUAJTHUAT ACAHCBOP. — B: Tpuiicer roguHu OT MaJaHETO Ha
toTanuTapHus pexuM. Kos boarapus ,,3aryonxme*? COOpHUK JOKJIa Iy OT HayyHa KOH(epeHIHs.
Byprac, 9-10 moemspu 2019 r., Codus, ,,M3rok-3aman, 2020, ISBN 978-619-01-0610-4, c. 330-
369.

B mnepumoma 1944-1989 rogmHa 00pa3bT Ha OBITAPCKUATE IMAPTH3AHUTE € TOJIKOBA
WJCaIN3NUpaH, Y€ € JIMIIEH OT 4YOBEWKHM 4depTu. llaprusanure ca Hapu4aHd ,,pUIlapUTE Ha
peBomonusTa’, ,,Hali-cmenuTe, Haii-uuctute*. [Ipexaneno 0600111aBanioTo TBHPACHUE, Y€ BCHUKH
MapTU3aHy ca OWIIM UACATUCTH € HEBAPHO, THhil KATO MOCTAaBsI MO €UH OOII 3HAMEHATEe XUJISIH
pa3IMYHH XOpa.

HponaraHaHaTa MallrHa Ha peKHUMa MpEACTaBd MHUKPO-KOCMOCA Ha BCCKU MAPTHU3aHCKU
OTPSi KaTo €H U3KIIIOUMTETHO 3aAPY>KEH KOJIEKTHUB, CIUIOTSABAH OT OOIIHS Ueal, KbJETO BCEKU
€ TOTOB JIa 3aruHe 3a apyraps cu. Ho ako 4oBek mpoy4H AOCTaThuHO MApTU3aHCKH IOKYMEHTH U

CIIOMCHHU, 1€ OTKpPHUEC, Y€ 3aa Ta3 UAUJINYHA KapTHHA JIbCBAT KOH(i)J'II/IKTI/I, CBIICPHUYCCTBO, 60p6a



3a JIMJEPCTBO, MPOSIBU Ha CTpax, M30CTaBSHE Ha Jpyrap, IOpU YOWHCTBa Ha MapTU3aHH OT
naptu3and. He ca psikocT jkakjara 3a KOMaH/BaHE, JIPEOHABUAT CTPEMEK 3a ceOCU3ThKBaHE,
3aBucTTa. [IOHIKOra 33 BHCOKOIAPHUTE JIyMH, Y€ BCHYKO CE€ IPaBM B MMETO Ha Hapoja W 3a
HETOBOTO JOOPO, Ce KPUAT U JIMYHU aMOUIIUs 32 cCOOCTBEHO o0pyBane. IlapTu3aHuTe ChIo HCKAT
MO-700BP JKUBOT — 33JI0BOJISIBAHE C XPaHa, OOJICKJIO, )KHUJIHIIE, CHOCHA pa0doTa M TOBA JKEJIaHUE €
HAITBJIHO HOpMauTHO. Ho yacT oT ObJiemuTe NapTU3aHy ca JOCTaThYHO MHTEIIMTSHTHH Jia CH Ja1aT
CMETKa, 4¢ UM JIMIICBAaT 0Opa3oBaHWE W/WIM HEOOXOMUMUTE KadecTBa W 3a TAX COIHMATHUSAT
acaHChOp € aBapHpall. 3aToBa T€3H XOpa, Ch3HATEIHO MM WHTYUTHBHO, pa30Upart, 4e aKo JKeNasT
Jla CE OCBINECTBM MEUTAHHST IMO-I100bp JHMUYEH >KUBOT, TPsOBa na TpaHChOpPMHpAT CaMOTO
obmrectBo. U nokato enHu ce OOpAT Cpelly BIacTTa, IPYry OIIe 10 BpeMe Ha MapTHU3aHCKUTE CU
JTHU W HOINM OOMHCISAT KaK aKTUBBT, KOUTO Tpymar oOuec, na Obae ocpeOpeH ympe, clen

,,J]Jobemara‘.

THE PARTISANS AND THE SOCIAL ELEVATOR

In the period 1944-1989 the image of the Bulgarian partisans was so idealized that it was
devoid of human traits. Partisans were called "the knights of the revolution", "the bravest, the
purest”. The over-generalizing statement that all partisans were idealists is false, as it puts
thousands of different people under a common denominator.

The propaganda machine of the regime presented the micro-cosmos of each guerrilla unit
as an extremely close-knit collective, united by a common ideal, where everyone was ready to die
for the comrade. But if one examines enough guerrilla documents and memoirs, one will discover
that behind this idyllic picture lurk conflicts, rivalries, struggles for leadership, displays of fear,
abandonment of comrades, even the murder of guerrillas by guerrillas. The thirst for command,
the petty desire for self-aggrandizement, envy were not rare. Sometimes behind the grandiloquent
words that everything is done in the name of the people and for their good, there was also personal
ambition for one's well-being. Partisans also wanted a better life — satisfying the need for food,
clothing, housing, a decent job — and this desire was perfectly normal. But some would-be
guerrillas were intelligent enough to realize that they lack the education and/or the necessary
qualities, and for them, the social elevator was broken down. So these people, consciously or

intuitively, understood that if they want to realize the dream of a better personal life, must



transform society itself. And while some were fighting against the government, others already
during their guerrilla days and nights were planing how the assets they accumulate today can be

cashed in tomorrow, after the "Victory."

BAKB®UTE B CBOBOJHA BBJII'APUS (1877-1885). — BwB: Bakbdure B Bbiarapus.
Codus, YauBepcurercko uznarencrso ,,Cs. Kimument Oxpuncku®, 2020, ISBN 978-954-07-4848-
1,c. 155-197.

CpabaTa Ha Bakb(pHUTE B OCBOOOICHATa 1 HOBOM3TPAXKIAIlla Ce KaTo JbpkaBa bbirapus ce
ompeens OT HAKOJIKO o0cTosTesnicTBa. Ha mbpBO MsICTO TOBA € yHAcIeAeHaTa OCMaHCKa TPaIUuLIUs,
kosATo U cinen 1878 ronuHa ce 3ana3Ba kakto B KHspkectBoTo, Taka u B I3Trouna Pymenus. Makap
U ChbXpaHEHU, Bakb(uTe ca MOJUI0KEHH Ha CHJIEH HATUCK, 3all0YHAN C JACWHOCTTAa Ha PYCKOTO
OKYIIallMOHHO yIpaBJeHHE B OCBOOOIEHUTE OBbIrapcku 3eMu mpe3 nepuoaa 1877—-1879 roguna u
MPOJBJKEH OT ObJArapckute Biactu 10 1885 ronuHa. PaznuuHuAT cTaTyT Ha JIBETE€ OBIrapcKu
o0JacT MMa CBOETO OTPaKEHHE BBPXY IMOJAXOAa KbM BaKb(CKHS TPOOJIEM, TEMIIOBETE W
IbI0OYMHATa HA MPOMEHUTE. bbiarapckure BIacTH ca MPUHYIEHU J1a ce ChoOpas3siBaT ¢
MOCTAaHOBJICHUSITA HA BepiIMHCKUS 1OroBOp M MPOU3THYALUTE OT HErO BAaCaJIHO IMOJOKEHHE Ha
KusoxkectBOoTO W mpaBara Ha Bucokara mopra mo OTHOIIEHHWE HAa OCMaHCKaTa JIbpKaBHA

COOCTBEHOCT U Bakb(uTe.

THE WAQFS IN FREE BULGARIA (1877-1885)

The fate of the waqgfs in the liberated and still-establishing-as-a-state Bulgaria was
determined by several circumstances. In the first place, it was the inherited Ottoman tradition,
which continued after 1878 both in the Principality and in Eastern Rumelia. Although preserved,
the waqfs were subjected to strong pressure, which began with the activities of the Russian
occupation government in the liberated Bulgarian lands in the period 1877-1879 and continued by
the Bulgarian authorities until 1885. The different status of the two Bulgarian provinces had its
impact on the approach to the waqgf problem, the pace and the depth of change. The Bulgarian

authorities were forced to comply with the decrees of the Treaty of Berlin and the resulting vassal



status of the Principality and the rights of the High Porte concerning the Ottoman state property

and the wagfs.

BAKB®CKUST BBIIPOC B CbEAUHEHA BbJII'APUS (1885-1913). — BwB: Bakndure
B bearapus. Codust, YHUBEpCUTETCKO M3aaTeNCTBO ,,CB. Kimument Oxpuncku‘, 2020, ISBN 978-

954-07-4848-1, c. 235-284.

Cnen 1885 roauna OBJITapCKHUTE BIACTH C€ COTBCKBAT ChC CEPUO3HU TPYIHOCTH INPU
pemniaBaHeTo Ha Bakb(MCKHUs BBIIPOC. [I[puumHUTE ca OT pa3IMYHO €CTECTBO, HO OCHOBHHUTE Ca
cBbp3aHu C TOBa, 4e KusokectBo bbarapuss ce wu3rpaxkiaa Kato CBETCKa, IpaBoOBa W
M3TOYHONPABOCIABHA IbPKaBa, HO yHACIesIBa COOCTBEHOCT U IIPAKTUKH, IIOYMBAIIU HA IIepHaTa.
Ha to3u ¢oH Bakb()CKUAT BBIIPOC OCTaBa Ha M0-3aJCH IUIaH B OBJITap0O-0CMAaHCKUTE OTHOIICHHUS,
HO CEPHO3HO NPHUCHCTBA B TAX. TOW MpOaBIDKaBa Ja ObJE M BAKECH BHTPCIIHOMOJUTHYCCKH,
BEPCKU M CTOMAHCKH NpoliieM. 3a pa3iuka oT nepuoja 10 CbeIMHEHUETO, B ronuuute cien 1885
rOJIMHA Ha TIPEJICH TUIaH CAKAI C€ OTKPOSBA BBIIPOCHT 3a FOJIEMUTE BaKb(PCKU MTO3EMIICHU UMOTH,
OCHOBHO B OuBmaTa M3touna Pymenus mopaau TexXHUs 0COOCH CTaTyT.

3anounanata npe3 1914 ronuna [IbpBa cBeTOBHA BOiTHA M ChIO3BHMUECKOTO YYacTUE B HEA
Ha OcMmaHcKaTa uMIiepus U Ha bbarapckoTo 1apcTBo 0CTaBsAT BaKb(PCKUSI BHIIPOC Ha BTOPO MSICTO

KaKTO B IBYCTPAHHHUTC OTHOILICHHS, TaKa U BbB BHTPCIUICH IJIaH.

THE WAQF QUESTION IN UNITED BULGARIA (1885-1913)

After 1885 the Bulgarian authorities faced serious difficulties in solving the wagf issue.
The reasons were various, but the main ones had to do with the fact that the Principality of Bulgaria
was establishing itself as a secular, legal and Eastern Orthodox state, but inherited property and
practices resting on Sharia law.

Against this backdrop, the wagf issue remained in the background of Bulgarian-Ottoman
relations, but with a significant presence in them. It continued to be an important internal political,

religious and economic problem. In contrast to the period before the Unification, in the years after



1885, the issue of the large wagf landed estates in the former Eastern Rumelia, seems to stand out
due to their special status.

The First World War, which started in 1914, and the allied participation in it of the Ottoman
Empire and the Bulgarian kingdom, left the wagf problem as a secondary issue both in bilateral

relations and internally.

ABPKABHATA NNOJIUTUKA KbM KYJITYPHOTO HACJIEACTBO B BBJI'APUS
1878-1989 TOAUHA. HOPMATHUBHA BA3A, HHCTUTYLUUU, TPO®PECUOHAJIHO
OBPA3OBAHHUE. — B: 3akoHomareiactBo W mnpodecHOHAHO pa3BUTHE B 00IacTra Ha
KYJATYpHOTO HacliecTBO. Mcropruecka peKOHCTPYKIUS M aKTyallHO ChCTosiHHME B PemyOmimka

bearapus, uzgarenctso. Codusi, YHUBEpPCUTETCKO U31aTeNIcTBO ,,CB. Kimmment Oxpuncku™, 2020,

ISBN 978-954-07-4986-0, c. 13-59.

HpeK’I)CHaTaTa 3a €T BCKa I[’bp)I(aBHa Tpazmum[ B E"I:JIFapI/ISI 1 JIdIcara Ha
aIMUHUCTPATUBEH ONUT B Ta3W O00JIACT 3amouBa Ja Ce€ IMPEOJOJsIBAT IOCTEIEHHO CIe
OCBOOOKICHHETO Ha cTpaHara mpe3 1878 rommna. Ho xapakTepHO 3a paHHaTa HCTOpHS Ha
OBIATapCKOTO MY3€iHO, apXUBHO U OMOIMOTEYHO JENOo € JMIcaTa Ha pa3OupaHe 3a HyKJaaTa OT
ChXpaHsSBaHE Ha KYJITYPHOTO HACIEACTBO CPEJ HIMPOKHUTE CIOEBE OT OBJATapCKOTO OOIIECTBO
nopaau O€THOCTTAa, HUCKATa CTENEH Ha TPAMOTHOCT W JIOMHHUPAHETO Ha TpaJguIlMOHHATA
Kyntypa. ToBa mpeBpbIla Ibp>KaBHATA MOJUTHKA B MbpBocTeneHeH (akTtop. ChieBpeMEeHHO
I'BPBUTE OBIATAPCKU MPABUTENCTBA TPYAHO (popMHpaT TpailHa KyATypHO-IIPOCBETHA MOJHUTHKA,
3aI0TO CE€ CMEHAT Ha KpaTKH Nepuoau. bropkeTuTe ca moBeye OT CKPOMHU, TEKYYECTBOTO Ha
KaJIpy € 3HAYMTEIIHO, JIMIICBAT OPraHU3aIlMOHEH OMUT U eKcnepTHocT. [locTeneHHo ce ch3maaBa
HOpMaTWBHa 0a3a, M3rpaxkaa ce CUCTeMa OT My3eH M OMONMOTEeKH, 3amouBa IEIeHACOYEHOTO
oOpa3oBanne Ha kaapu. M ako B cdepara Ha My3eHHOTO M OMOIMOTEYHO IENO Ibp’KaBara
oTOensI3Ba BCE MAK YCIEXH, TO CHIIHO MPOOJIEMAaTHYHO OCTaBa HEYPEKIAHETO HA APXUBHOTO JIETIO.
Toga e npeonomnsHo cien 1944 roguHa, HO ITBK UACOIOTU3AIUATA HA ISIJIOTO OBJITAPCKO 00IIECTBO
no 1989 roauHa Hamara UEHTpalM3upaHa KyJITypHa TOJMTHKA [0 CHBETCKH MOJIET.
VYropasnsBamata mapTuss U AbpKaBaTa ce€ CTPEMST uUpe3 KYJITYpPHOTO HACIEACTBO Aa ObAatr

Mporara’/ivpaHy B 4yKOMHA MOCTH)KEHUATA Ha collnanucTuiecka boirapusa. HopmarusHara 6aza



Ce YChBBPILIEHCTBA, HO MEXKAY PA3IMYHUTE KYATYPHU MHCTUTYLIMH MPOTHYA OCTPA KOHKYPEHLUS

3a (bHHaHCPIpaHe W BJIMSHHUC.

STATE POLICY TOWARDS CULTURAL HERITAGE IN BULGARIA 1878-1989.
NORMATIVE BASE, INSTITUTIONS, PROFESSIONAL EDUCATION

Bulgaria's five-century interruption in state tradition and the lack of administrative
experience in this field were gradually overcome after the country's liberation in 1878. But a
characteristic of the early history of Bulgarian museums, archives, and library work was the lack
of understanding of the need to preserve cultural heritage among the broad strata of Bulgarian
society due to poverty, low literacy rates, and the dominance of traditional culture. This made state
policy a primary factor. At the same time, the first Bulgarian governments found it difficult to
form a lasting cultural and educational policy because they changed rapidly. Budgets were more
than modest, staff turnover was significant, and organizational experience and expertise were
lacking. Gradually, a normative basis was created, a system of museums and libraries was built,
and targeted education of staff began. And if in the sphere of museum and library work the state
was nevertheless making progress, the failure to regulate the archival work remained highly
problematic. This was overcome after 1944, but the ideologization of the entire Bulgarian society
until 1989 imposed a centralized cultural policy based on the Soviet model. The ruling party and
the state sought to use the cultural heritage to promote abroad the achievements of socialist
Bulgaria. The normative base was improved, but there was fierce competition for funding and

influence between the various cultural institutions.

MEXAYCBIOBHUYECKHUAT BOEHEH KOHTPOJI U PA3OPBKABAHETO HA
TPAKJIAHCKOTO HACEJEHME CJIEJ] TbPBATA CBETOBHA BOMHA. // Munaro,
2004, xu. 1, ISSN 1310-3415, c. 67-78.

3a Aa HE Mpeaaac Ha HO6CI[I/ITCJ'II/ITC oT ChIriameHueTo 6’LJ’IF8.pCI(OTO OpPBXKUC, BOCHHOTO
PBKOBOACTBO Ha CTpaHATa I'0 YKpHBa MACOBO U Ha MHOI‘O6p0ﬁHH MecTta. 'onsma dacT oT TOBa

OpBKHE TONaja B phlETe Ha OOMKHOBEHHTE rpakaaHu. He e yuyzaBaiio, ye HSIKOM Xopa ce



BB3IIOJI3BAaT OT HEro, MpEeCiIeIBalKM KPUMHUHAJIHU WU INOJUTHYECKH Leiau. CpyeTaHHEeToO Ha
paiuKaIHU OOLECTBEHU HACTPOEHUS C HATMUMETO Ha OPbKUE HE MOANoMara 3ara3BaHeTo Ha peia
u criokoiicreuero B buarapus. Kontponuure opranu Ha ChrilanieHMeTo, HACTAHEHU B CTpaHaTa,
roJjlaraT HeMaJIki YCHIIUSI B 00€30phKaBaHETO Ha HACEICHUETO, HO ChIIPOTUBATA HAa IEHTPAITHUTE
Y MECTHUTE OBJIFapCKU BIACTH, KAKTO U HA OOMKHOBEHUTE XOpa, HEYTPAIU3UPAT TE3U AECUCTBUSL.
B kpaiiHa cMeTka TOBa ce 0Ka3Ba HEMOCTHKUMA LeJ1, MaKap U B [10-0011 IJIaH Ja € 3a 100poTo Ha

camara bearapus.

INTER-ALLIED MILITARY CONTROL AND CIVILIAN DISARMAMENT AFTER
THE FIRST WORLD WAR

In order not to hand over the Bulgarian arms to the Allied Powers victors, the military
leadership of the country hid them in bulk and in numerous places. Many of these weapons fell
into the hands of ordinary citizens. Not surprisingly, some people made use of them in pursuit of
criminal or political ends. The combination of radicalized public sentiment and the availability of
weapons did not help in maintaining the law and order in Bulgaria. The Allied control authorities
stationed in the country made considerable efforts to disarm the population, but the resistance of
the central and local Bulgarian authorities, as well as of the common people, neutralized these
actions. In the end, this proved to be an unachievable goal, even if generally it would have been
better for Bulgaria itself.

CIIOPBHT 3A UHTET'PAJIHA IOT'OCJIABUS: OT TPUT'PAJl 3A YEPHO MOPE I1PE3
MAKEJOHMS. // Munano, 2005, ka.4, ISSN 1310-3415, c. 56-76.

IIpe3 1932 romuHa oOIIECTBEHOTO BHUMaHHE B bbirapusi € mpUKOBaHO OT OKMBEHATa
TUCKYCHs 3a ,,mHTerpanHa‘ FOrocnaBus u n3001110 OT uaesTa 3a GeaepaTuBHO MIPEYyCTPOMCTBO HA
bankanckus nomyoctpoB. CTpEMEXBT 3a ,,;0’)KHOCIIABIHCKO €MHCTBO € U3pa3sBaH I10 pa3JIM4HO
BpeMe OT BUJHU TOJUTHIIM, OOIIECTBEHUIM U y4eHH B bwirapus, taka u B FOrocmasus. Te
pasriiexaar Ta3u KOHIICMIIHMS KaTo HAYWH 3a MPEOoJoJisiBaHe Ha HAIMOHAHUTE KOH(DIUKTH Ha

IIOJyOCTPOBA, a U KaTO 4acT OT MOJIEpPHATa MJes 3a €BPOINEHCKO ChTPYAHHUYECTBO. XopaTa B



bobarapus, kouto ca cBbp3aHu ¢ TpakuilCkusi BBIIPOC, ca MPUBBPKEHUIIM HA ,,AHTErpajaHa‘
IOrocnasus. O6paTHOTO, T€3H, 32 KOUTO MakenoHus € Hail-Ba)KHA, Ca HEWHHM TPOTUBHUITU. 3aTOBA
JTUCKYCHUATa 3a ,,uHTerpanna kOrocnaBus € ¥ crop 3a BBHIIHONOJUTUYECKATA OPUEHTAIMs HA
bearapus. Ocrtpara mojemuka 1Mo BBIIPOCA MOKa3Ba, Y€ €IHA TOIsIMa 4acT OT OBITapCKOTO

0011ecTBO HE IpHieMa paIyIIHO 3aMHChIIa 3a eaHa ooma KOrocnasus ot Tpuect no Bapha.

THE DISPUTE OVER INTEGRAL YUGOSLAVIA: FROM TRIGRAD TO THE BLACK
SEA VIA MACEDONIA

In 1932, public attention in Bulgaria was riveted by the lively discussion of an "integral™
Yugoslavia and the idea of a federal reconstruction of the Balkan Peninsula in general. The
aspiration for "South Slav unity" was expressed at various times by prominent politicians, public
figures, and scholars in both Bulgaria and Yugoslavia. They saw this concept as a way of
overcoming national conflicts on the peninsula, and as part of the modern idea of European
cooperation. People in Bulgaria who were connected with the Thracian question were supporters
of an "integral” Yugoslavia. Conversely, those for whom Macedonia was the most important issue
were its opponents. Therefore, the discussion about "integral” Yugoslavia was also a dispute about
Bulgaria's foreign policy orientation. The sharp dispute on the issue shows that a large part of

Bulgarian society did not welcome the concept of a united Yugoslavia from Trieste to Varna.

AJIEKCAHABP IHAHKOB - ,KPBBOJIOK“ HWJIX ,,CITACUTEJI“. — B: COopHuK
Krocrennuncku uerenuss 2003-2004. Krocrenaun, PermoHanseH wHcTopuyecku My3eld —
Krocrennun, Koonepanus ,,UD-94“, 2006, ISBN-10: 954-9445-06-2, ISBN-13: 978-954-9445-
06-0, c. 106-120.

[TpodecopwsT ot Coduiickus yHuBepcuteT Anekcanabp LlaHKOB ce oka3Ba Tparmyecka
¢durypa B Obarapckara uctopus. Toi uasa Biact Ha 9 1oHU 1923 rognnHa upe3 BOEHEH MpeBpar,
KaTo 3asBaBa, Y€ IIPaBH TOBA, 3a Ja BB3CTAHOBHM JICWCTBUETO HA KOHCTUTYLMATA, 1 CIIACH
CTpaHaTa OT TUPAHHUATA, ]a TOCTUTHE OOIIECTBEHO TOMUPEHHE, Aa EIUMUHApA ,,00IIIEeBUIITKATA

omacHocT®. llaHKOB o0Oaue HEe TOCTHTa HUTO €JHA OT OOSBEHHTE IeiNu. B mpoabikeHne Ha



HSKOJIKO TOAWHM bhiirapus ce Tpece OT BHTPEHIHOMOJUTHYECKH KOHGIMKTH. 3aruBaT Xopa OT
Pa3IMYHU MOJUTHYECKU CUITH, KaKTo U Oe3naptuiinu. Ho oOBuHEHHSATA, Ue € AUKTATOP, HACHIIHUK
U ,,(amucT He ca CbBCEM KOPEKTHHU, Haif-MaJIKOTO, 3alI[OTO PEATHO BIACTTA HE € B HETOBHUTE PBIIE,
a B Te3W Ha BOCHHUTE. ToBa HE OTMEHS OTTOBOPHOCTTA Ha mpodecop [laHkoB, Thil KaTO TOM HE ce

pasrpaHn4daBa OT Y6HI>'ICTBaTa M HE CC€ OTTECIJIA OT BJIACTTA, 34 J1a ITOKAXE, U€ HE € ChIJIaCCH C TAX.

ALEKSANDR TSANKOV — A ,,MONSTER* OR ,,SAVIOR*

Sofia University professor Alexander Tsankov turned out to be a tragic figure in Bulgarian
history. He came to power on 9 June 1923 in a military coup, claiming that he was doing so to
restore the constitution, to save the country from tyranny, to achieve social reconciliation, to
eliminate the "Bolshevik danger”. Tsankov, however, achieved none of his stated goals. For
several years, Bulgaria was convulsed by internal political conflicts. People from different political
forces, as well as many not belonging to any party, died. But accusations that he is a dictator, a
bully, and a ,,fascist* are not quite correct, at least because the real power was not in his hands but
in those of the military. This does not abrogate Professor Tsankov's responsibility, since he did not
dissociate himself from the murders and did not withdraw from power to show that he disagreed

with them.

YJIEH 17. OT TBPHOBCKATA KOHCTUTYUUSA - MEXAY MUTA U PEAJTHOCTTA.
— B: Tlpenomuan BpemeHna. FOOuseen cOOpHUK B YecT Ha 65-romuniHuHATa Ha 1pod. JIrodomup
OrnastaoB. Codust, YHUBepcuTeTcko m3narenctso ,,Cs. K. Oxpuacku®, 2006, ISBN-10: 954-07-
2429-5, ISBN-13: 978-954-07-2429-4, c. 110-123.

IIpomsinata B ThpHOBCKaTa KOHCTUTYIMS OT Benuko HaponHo cwhOpanue mpe3 1911
roJIMHa ce HaJlara ropajau NpOMEeHEHHUs cTaTyT Ha bbiirapus, KoaTo o0sBsIBa CBOSITa HE3aBUCUMOCT
npe3 1908 ronnna M3MeHeHneTo B KOHCTUTYLUATA 00aye TpeIu3BUKBA IUPOK OOIIECTBEH OT3BYK
U OCTpa moJuTHYecka quckycus. Haii-immpoko ce o0chkaa nmpepaborBanero Ha ui. 17., KOWTO
JlaBa [paBa Ha MapJIaMEHTa Ja IJIacyBa BCEKU MEXIYHApPOJIEH J0r0BOp, CKIto4YeH oT bwirapus. C

HOBaTa pEaakiusa C€ TIO03BOJJIsABA Ha 6’I)JTFapCKOTO MMPaBUTCJICTBO Ja CKIIIOYBa TallHU



MEKIYHAPOIAHU JIOTOBOPU. BhIpeku ye ToBa € peloBHA AMIUIOMATHYECKA MPAKTUKA MO IEJIUS
CBSIT, a ¥ bhirapus e ckiItoumia 10 TO3H MOMEHT HSKOJIKO TaiHH OTOBOp, IPH TOBA M Wi. 17.
M3001110 HE € CIa3BaH, cpe OOIMIECTBOTO 3aJIATa HEMPABUITHOTO YOSKICHHE, Y€ UMEHHO HEeroBara
npoMsiHa BOJIU 10 M30yXHAJIUTE CKOpO ciieA ToBa bankaHCKM BOMHM M /10 HaIMOHATHATa

KaTaCTPO(l)a, CIIOJICT:AJIa CTpaHaTta.

ARTICLE 17. OF THE CONSTITUTION OF TARNOVO - BETWEEN THE MYTH AND
REALITY

The change in the Tarnovo Constitution by the Great National Assembly in 1911 was
necessitated by the changed status of Bulgaria, which declared its independence in 1908. The most
widely debated revision was Article 17, which gave the parliament the power to vote on any
international treaty concluded by Bulgaria. The new wording allowed the Bulgarian government
to conclude secret international treaties. Although this is a regular diplomatic practice around the
world, and Bulgaria had already signed several secret treaties to that date, and Article 17 was not
observed at all, there was a mistaken belief among the public that it was this change that led to the

Balkan wars that broke out soon after and to the national catastrophe that befell the country.

BAJIKAHUTE MEXOY 3AITAIA U KOH®JIUKTA 1878-1945 TOAUHA. — B: CoopHuK
Krocrenauncku yerenus. Mexay mupa u koHguukra B FOronszrouna Espomna. Benuko TspHOBO,

Kooneparus ,,U®D-94%, Pernonanen uctopuuecku myszeit — Krocrenaun, 2006, ISBN-10: 954-
9445-07-0, ISBN-13: 978-954-9445-07-7, c. 107-122.

Crarusta cu mocTaBsd 3a Led J1a OpOoCieAd NMPUYUMHUTE, NOpaaud KOUTO balkaHCKHUST
MOJIYOCTPOB CH € CIIeUeNHI ,,cliaBata’ Ha ,,0apyTHus norped Ha EBpomna®. bankanckure ctpanu
YIIOPUTO ,,3aIATABAT pPCHOMETO CH HA Pa3MUPEH paiioH, kaTo Mexay 1878 u 1945 ronquna noutn
HsSMa TOJMHAa B peruoHa Oe3 BbCTaHUE, NPEBpaT, KOHTpampeBpar, (amuT, BOWHA, MOTPOMH.
W3mpnHuTENHATA BIACcT € HECTaOWIIHA, a MPABUTEIICTBATA CE€ CMEHST IMpe3 KpaTKu mepuojau. B
M3BECTHA CTEMNEH CHIIOTO CE OTHACS M 32 MOHapcuTe. bian3o egHa Tpera OT BCUYKH MOJUTUYECKU

yowuiictBa B EBpona ce magat Ha nmoimyoctpoBa. Ha bankanute obuuat CHIIHUTE peKUMH, KaTo B



OIIpEeZIeTICH MEPUO/], TIIABHO MEX/Y ABETE CBETOBHU BOMHM, BCHUKH OAIKAHCKH JBbPXKABU Ca MOJ
BJIACTTA HA HSAKaKBa JUKTaTypa. [IpuumHuTe 32 Ta3u MOMUTHYECKAa HECTAOMIIHOCT OaKaHCKHUTE
ucTOpHOoTrpaguy BHHATH THPCAT HIKBAE H3BBbH pETrMOHA, OOMKHOBEHO BHHATAa 32 BCHYKH
OankaHcku Oexam ce XBBpisS BbpXy Bemukure cumu. OT cBos cTpaHa Ha 3amaj rienar Ha
bankanute xaro Ha eBporneiicka aHTUIMBIIN3aLUsI. ChbMHUTENHA € 1oJI3aTa OT BB3IIpHUeTaTa Ha

bankanure mmo3a Ha JKCPTBA WK HA IMTaTpUOTAPCKO ceOeBB3BEINYABAHE.

THE BALKANS BETWEEN THE WEST AND THE CONFLICT 1878-1945

The article aims to trace the reasons why the Balkan Peninsula has earned the "fame" of
the "powder keg of Europe”. The Balkan countries stubbornly "defended" their reputation as a
troubled region, and between 1878 and 1945 there was hardly a year in the region without an
uprising, coup, counter-coup, bankruptcy, war, or pogrom. Executive power was unstable, and
governments changed at short intervals. To some extent, the same applied to monarchs. Nearly a
third of all political assassinations in Europe occurred on the peninsula. In the Balkans, they love
strong regimes, and at some period, mainly between the two world wars, all the Balkan states were
under some kind of dictatorship. Balkan historiographies always look somewhere outside the
region for the causes of this political instability, usually blaming the Great Powers for all Balkan
woes. In turn, the West views the Balkans as a European anti-civilization. It is doubtful whether
there is any benefit in the role adopted in the Balkans as a victim or patriotic self-aggrandizement.

MNPOCTUTYHUATA B COPUSA U BEJIT'PAJL B KPAS HA XIX 1 HAYAJIOTO HA XX
BEK: MEXAY OTPUYAHETO U MBJIYAJIUBOTO CBIVIACHUE. // AHAMHE3A, I'op.
I, 2006, ku. 3, ISSN 1312-9295

CratusiTa cpaBHsBa PA3BUTHETO HA MPOCTUTYLHSTA B ObJIrapckara u cpbOCKaTa CTOIUIIA.
ABTOpUTE pa3riIekIaT OMUTUTE HA BIACTUTE J1a HAJIOKAT HAKOU MpaBHIia 3a To3W BU OusHec. B
HaBeuepueTo Ha bankaHCKWTe BOWHU IyOJMYHHTE JOMOBE ca 3arBopeHHW. [lomuTukara,
MPOBEXKIaHa OT JbpKaBaTa M OOIIMHUTE, CE OILICHSBA KaTO HEYCIeNTHa M MPOTHBOPEYHBA, THI

KaTO B Kpas Ha pasrjiCKAaHuA MEprUoA MPOCTUTYLUATA B CO(I)I/ISI )51 Benrpan BCC OII€ € U3BBH



KOHTPOJ, a BEHEPHICCKUTE bosecTH ca HIUPOKO pa3IMpOCTPAHCHHU. Tazu IIPpOTHBOpPCYMBA ITIOJINTUKA
CTUMYJIMpa KOpyInuusaTa Cpe MOJIMIanuTe, KOUTO Tpﬂ6Ba Ja C€ CIIpaBsiT C HY6J'II/ILIHI/IT6 JOMOBC U
paGOTeLLII/ITC B TAX XKCHH. CHy)KI/ITeJII/ITe Ha moJimgudaTa MmoHAKOora €a 3aMCCCHU B IPOM3BOJIHHU
I[GI\/'ICTBI/ISI cpeuly NMpOCTUTYTKUTC U TCXHUTC KIIMCHTH. TexkcThbT CbIIO TaKa NpCACTaBd HAKPATKO
O6H.I€CTBCHI/ITC JAUCKYCHHU OTHOCHO IPOCTUTYLHATAa W OCHOBHHUTC TCHIACHIHWH, (bOpMI/IpaHI/I B
I[e6aTI/ITe MCXKAY IMPUBBPKCHUIUTE Ha HMU3BECTHO PEryjinpaHe Ha ABJICHHUETO, T. Hap.
aGOJII/IL[I/IOHI/ICTI/I, KOHUTO Ca IMPOTHB BCAKAKBU PCTyJIallMH, U MOpPAJIHATa TCHACHI WA, U3HMCKBaIlla

rbJIHA 3a0paHa.

PROSTITUTION IN SOFIA AND BELGRADE IN THE END OF 19TH BEGINNING OF
20TH CENTURY: BETWEEN THE DENIAL AND TACIT CONSENT

The paper compares the development of prostitution in Bulgarian and Serbian capitals. The
authors have presented the attempts of the authorities to impose some rules on this kind of business.
On the eve of the Balkan Wars the brothels were closed down. The policy conducted by the State
and municipalities is evaluated as unsuccessful and controversial because at the end of the period
under examination the prostitution in Sofia and Belgrade was still out of control, and the venereal
diseases had been widespread. This controversial policy stimulated corruption among the
policemen who had to deal with the brothels and women working there. Sometimes the police
officials were involved in arbitrary actions against the prostitutes and their clients. The text also
presents in brief the public discussions regarding the prostitution and the main trends formed in
the debates — the supporters of some regulation of the phenomenon, the so called abolitionists who

were against any regulations and the moral trend asking for prohibition.

HSIKOU ACHIEKTH HA U3BBHPEBOJIIOIIMOHHATA JEHHOCT HA BMOPO 110
CIIOMEHMU HA YYACTHUIM. // AHAMHE3A, T'ox. 11, 2007, xu. 2, ISSN 1312-9295, ¢. 78—
94,

OOHKHOBEHO npeacraBsgHa B 6’LJIFapCKaTa N MaK€IOHCKarTa I/ICTOpI/IOTpa(I)I/IH B CBCTHI U

r¢pondYcCH ILIaH, ﬂeﬁHOCTTa Ha B’BTpeIHHaTa MaKE€IOHO-OJAPUHCKa PEBOJIOINMOHHA OpraHu3anus



(BMOPO) B HavamoTo Ha XX BEK MMa U CBOSATAa ThMHA CTpaHa. Bb3 OCHOBA Ha CIIOMEHUTE Ha
PEBOIIOLIMOHEPUTE ABTOPBHT OUEpPTaBa HAKOU €JIEMEHTH B ITbCTpaTa KapTHUHA Ha IMOJIMTUKAaTa Ha
Opranu3zanusra, KoSTo IIeJTd HaJlaraHeTO Ha PEryJiallii B )KUBOTa HA OOMKHOBEHUTE XOPa U OIUT
3a U3rpaKJaHe Ha MapajieHU JbPKABHU CTPYKTYPHU KaTO PEBOJIIOIIMOHHH ChIUIHUIIA, HAIPUMED.
PeBomOIIMOHHOTO MpaBOChAME C€ OKa3Ba Jajied OT CPaBEIJIMBOTO M MMa CIydad, IPU KOUTO
HEBUHHHU 3aruBar, a 3aciy)KaBallUTe Haka3aHue ro u3osrear. CwpOupaT ce AaHbLUU C Lel
3aKyIllyBaHE Ha OpBXKUE, HO MOHSIKOTa MapuTe OTHBAT B UYXKIU JHKOOOBe. PeBomrormonepute
YCTAaHOBSIBAT W HSAKOM OrPAaHUYCHUS BBHB BBHIIHUSA BUJI HA JKCHUTE, KaTO IMOHAKOra TH
MPUHYKJABAT J1a C€ OTKaXaT OT W3IMO0J3BAHETO Ha KO3METHKAa W HakuTH. Bbrpeninara
PEBOIIIOIIMOHHA OpPTraHu3allks € CMsTalla CBOSITa HEPEBOIIOLMOHHA JIEHHOCT 32 HEOOXOAMM HaYlH
3a YCTaHOBSIBAHE Ha ,,IbpKaBa B abpxkaBata‘“. Haxou ot unente Ha BMOPO He ca Oumny mumieHu
OT OCHOBAaHHME W MPUJIATAHETO UM BEPOSITHO OM MOJOOPHUIIO KMBOTA HA XOpaTa. 3a ChKaJieHHE

HU3TOYHUIUTEC HEC IPCAOCTABAT JOCTATHbYHO AOKA3ATCIICTBA 3a TIOCTUTHATUTEC PE3YJITATH.

SOME ASPECTS OF THE “EXTERNAL REVOLUTIONARY” ACTIVITIES OF
INTERNAL MACEDONIAN ORGANIZATION BASED ON ACTIVISTS’ MEMORIES

Usually depicted in Bulgarian and Macedonian historiography in a bright heroic manner
the Internal Macedonian-Odrin Revolutionary Organization’s activity in the beginning of XX
century had its dark side as well. On the basis of revolutionaries’ memories the author draws some
elements in the colorful picture of Organization’s policy which aims at imposing some regulations
on ordinary people’s life and the attempt to build parallel governmental structures such as
revolutionary courts for instance. The revolutionary justice proved to be far from correct and there
were cases when innocent perish and those deserving punishment escaped it. Taxes were collected
with the goal of buying arms but sometimes the money went in fighters’ pockets. The
revolutionaries also set some restrictions on women’s external look sometimes forcing then to give
up painting their lips and powdering their faces. The Internal Revolutionary Organization
considered its’ non-revolutionary activity as a necessary way for establishing “a state within the
state”. Some of IMORO ideas were not without a reason and their implementation would probably
improve people’s life. Unfortunately the sources do not provide enough evidence about the results

achieved by the revolutionaries.



AKIIUS ,HEYJIOBHUTE“: JNEBETHAJIECETOMAHMIMTE CPEIIY BMPO B
OLIEHKUTE HA CbBPEMEHHUIIUTE U HA NCTOPUOT'PA®USTA. — B: [lebaru u
npobiiemMu B MojiepHaTa Obarapcka ucropuyecka Hayka. X VII Krocrenauncku gerenus 2011 r.
Krocrennun— Codus, Pernonanen ucropudecku myseit — Krocrenaun, Mcropuuecku dakynTer,

Codwmiicku ynuBepcuter ,,CB. Kiument Oxpuacku®, VYHHUBEPCUTETCKHM KOMILIEKC IO

XyMaHUTapucTuKa ,,Anma Marep®, 2013, ISBN 978-954-8191-20-3, c. 172 — 191.

Ha 19 wmaii 1934 roauna B bbirapus € u3BbplIeH BOe€HEH mpeBpar. T. Hap.
JleBeTHaieceToMaiiy U3BbpIIAT cepus OT peopMH, pa3TypBaT MapilaMeHTa U MOJIUTHYECKUTE
naptuu. OIEHKHTE 32 peXXUMa B UCTOpHOTpadusiTa ce KojedasT B 1BeTe KpaitHocTH. OOMKHOBEHO
B MCTOPUYECKUTE MU3CIIEABAHUS CaMO CE€ CIIOMEHaBa, ue J[eBeTHaneceromaiiliure 3a0paHsBaT U
TBBpPJE CUJIHaTa KbM MOMEHTa BbTpemiHa makenoHcka peBosolimonHa opranuzanus (BMPO).
CratusiTa ce onnuTBa 1a pa3Kpue NpUUMHUTE 3a To3U akT. CuMnatuzantute Ha BMPO ca ckinoHHn
Ja OTAaBaT ToBa camo Ha 3aimuTaHe KbM lOrocnaBus. W3cimepoBarenuTe, MOCBETHIM €€ Ha
IUIIOMaTHYeCcKaTa UCTOPHs, OOSICHSIBAT ChbOMTHsTA ciex 19 mail mpeuMHO ¢ BHHIIEH HATHUCK.
BepmHocT, HAMa eaHAa-€JMHCTBEHA NPUYMHA, KOATO Aa € MpEeAOoIpeneania pa3lyCKaHETO Ha
BMPO. HeiiHOTO nHMKBUAMpaHE € HAJOXKEHO OT KOMIUIEKCHM (aKTOpu B KOHKpETHaTa

oOcTaHOBKA.

ACTION "THE INCONVENIENT": THE NINETEEN MAYERS AGAINST THE IMRO
IN THE ASSESSMENTS OF CONTEMPORARIES AND HISTORIOGRAPHY

On 19 May 1934, a military coup was carried out in Bulgaria. The so-called Nineteen-
Mayers carried out a series of reforms, disbanding the parliament and political parties. Evaluations
of the regime in the historiography oscillate between two extremes. Historical studies usually only
mention that the Nineteen-Mayers also banned the excessively-strong Internal Macedonian
Revolutionary Organization (IMRO). This article attempts to uncover the reasons for this act.
IMRO sympathizers tend to attribute this solely to drift towards Yugoslavia. Researchers focusing

on diplomatic history explain the events after May 19 mainly by external pressure. In fact, there is



no single reason that predetermined the dissolution of IMRO. Its liquidation was necessitated by

complex factors in a specific situation.

POJISITA HA AIBOKATHUTE 3A CITIACSAIBAHETO HA BBJI'APCKHUTE EBPEU I1PE3
BTOPATA CBETOBHA BOMHA. // cii. AABOKaTCKH npernen, 2013, k. 12, ISSN 1313-8200,
c. 3-23.

B kpas na 1940 roguna B bbiarapus € BBBEIEHO aHTUCEMHUTCKO 3aKOHOJATEJICTBO,
pasuIMpsBaHoO Mpe3 CieIBalIUTe ABe rOAUHUA. Makap U HIKOU OBITapCKU aJBOKATH Ja YJICHYBaT
B HAI[MOHAJMCTUYECKM U KpPAWHOJIECHU OpraHM3allH, W3MNOBAABAIIM AHTUCEMUTHU3BM,
MHO3WHCTBOTO aJBOKATH CE€ OOSBSABAT IyOJUYHO MPOTHUB TE3HW M3BBHPEIHU 3aKOHU. Te mpassr
TOBa IMOOTAEJIHO, KaTO JMYHOCTA U JeNyTaTd B IapJaMeHTa, WIM KOJIEKTUBHO, KaTo
npodecroHanHu opraHu3anuu. AJBOKAaTcKaTa TWIAHUS MACHUBHO cabOTHUpa aHTUCEMUTCKOTO
3aKOHOJIATEJICTBO, KaTO HE M3KJIKOYBA OT CBOMTE PEIOBE aJBOKAaTUTE-€BPEHU. bbIrapckure um
KOJIET'W XOJIaTalCTBAT 3a €BPEU WJIM TY 3alIUTaBaT B chjaa. Hail-kpynHata u3siBa Ha ObJrapckara
aJIBOKaTypa €, 4e ce BKIIOYBAa aKTUBHO B OOIIECTBEHATa CHIPOTHBA CPEIly JEMopTaIusiTa Ha

6T>J'II‘apCKI/ITC CBpCH IIPE3 IIPOJICTTA HA 1943 roavHa, KOsTO B KpaﬁHa CMCTKa € OCYCTCHaA.

THE ROLE OF LAWYERS IN THE RESCUE OF BULGARIAN JEWS DURING THE
SECOND WORLD WAR

At the end of 1940, anti-Semitic legislation was introduced in Bulgaria, which was
expanded over the next two years. Although some Bulgarian lawyers were members of nationalist
and far-right organizations professing anti-Semitism, the majority of lawyers publicly opposed
these extraordinary laws. They did so separately, as individuals and members of parliament, or
collectively, in professional organizations. The Lawyers Guild passively sabotages anti-Semitic
legislation by not excluding Jewish layers from its ranks. Their Bulgarian colleagues intercede for
Jews or defended them in court. The Bulgarian Bar's greatest display of opposition was the active
part it took in the public resistance to the deportation of the Bulgarian Jews in the spring of 1943,

which was ultimately thwarted.



1903 U 1923 TOAUHA, NJIM KAK CE B3EMA PEHIEHUE 3A BbCTAHMUE. — B:
KoBapctBo u mpemarenctBo B wucropsara. Kroocrenmwicku derenust 22 [2016], Codus,

YHusepcurercko uznatenctso ,,Cs. K. Oxpuncku®, 2018, ISBN 978-954-07-4606-7, ¢. 176-187.

ITpe3 1903 u 1923 roauna ObITapU OPraHU3UPAT JABE BHCTAHUS — €IHOTO B MaKeoHHS U
Tpakusi, a IpyroTo — BbB BETPEUIHOCTTA HA bbarapus. M B 1Bata ciay4as MOTHB 32 H30yXBaHETO
UM € peajiHa WK BbOOpakaeMa OMAacHOCT, KAKTO U JICHCTBUATA HA KOHKYPEHTHU OpTraHU3alIHU.
Makxkap ¥ ¢ U3BECTHHU pa3Inyus, U B J[BaTa cily4yas MMa CUJICH HAaTUCK 3a BJIMTaHE HA BbCTaHHE, HO
U SApOCTHA CBIPOTUBA cpelly Hero. IIpenu OKOHYAaTeTHOTO pElleHUE 32 OPraHU3UPaHETO U Ha
JIBETE BBCTAHHWS HE € HaIpaBeH 3aAbJ00YEH aHajiu3, HE € ChoOpa3eHa MeXAyHapoaHaTa
0o0CTaHOBKa, a C€ TpbIBa KbM Ta3H CThIIKA Bb3 OCHOBA HAa HEIOCTaThYHA M HEMpPOBEpEHa
unpopmanus. 1 npes 1903, u npe3 1923 roauHa ce eam MacoBo BCTaHKE, HO TOBA HE C€ CIYUBa.
W nBere BbcTaHUS ca HEYCHEIIHU U MOTYILIEHU C IleHaTa Ha >kepTBU. Ho u aBere B ompeneseH

MIEpPUOJ] Ca FEPOU3UPaHU B ObJrapckara uCToprorpadus.

1903 AND 1923, OR HOW TO DECIDE TO START AN UPRISING

In 1903 and 1923 Bulgarians organized two uprisings - one in Macedonia and Thrace and
the other in the interior of Bulgaria. In both cases, the motive for their outbreak was real or
imaginary danger, as well as the actions of rival organizations. Although with some differences,
in both cases there was strong pressure to initiate an uprising, but also fierce resistance to it. Before
the final decisions to organize both uprisings, no thorough analysis was made, the international
situation was not taken into account, and the step was taken based on insufficient and unverified
information. In both 1903 and 1923, the goal was a mass uprising, but this did not happen. Both
uprisings were unsuccessful and put down at the cost of casualties. But both were glorified in

Bulgarian historiography during a certain period.



NPEACEJATEJIUTE HA BUCHIUS AJIBOKATCKH CBBET 1925 - 1944 -
AJIBOKATH, FOPUCTHU, OBIIECTBEHMIIN. // cni. AgBokarcku mperien, 2015, ku. 11,
ISSN 1313-8200, c. 9-30.

Bucmuar aaBokarcku ChBET € YUpElIeH ChC 3aKOHA 3a aJBoKaTute OT 1925 roguHa u e
BBPXOBHUAT OpraH Ha ObJrapckara aJBOKaTypa C BaXKHM HOPMATHUBHU M AUCHUILTUHAPHU
¢ynkuuu. 3a 6au30 20 TOAMHU HEroBU MpeJceNaTeNd ca BUAHM OOIIECTBEHH (UrypH KaTo
Anexcanabp ManuHOB (HSKOJIKO I'bTM MHUHHUCTBp-TIIpencenaren Ha bovarapus), CaBa lBanues
(amBokat Ha map Bopuc IIT), Teopru 3rypes (MHHHCTBD Ha IIPaBOCHAMETO, jenytar), Mocud
Qdanenpxext (mpodecop Mo mMpaBo, MUHUCTHP Ha MPaBOCHAMETO) U APYru. Te ca ¢ pa3iauyHa
WHIMBUYAITHOCT, C Pa3JIM4Ha TOJUTHYECKA MPUHAIICHKHOCT, HO ca OOCIMHEHH OT HIesiTa 3a
HaJlaraHe Ha BPXOBEHCTBOTO HA MPABOTO W YTBBP)KIABaHE HA IPa)XIAHCKUTE TpaBa U CBOOOIH,

KaKTO U I/1306IJ_IO Ha ACMOKpanusATa B BLJ’IrapI/IH.

THE PRESIDENTS OF THE SUPREME COUNCIL OF THE BAR 1925 - 1944 -
LAWYERS, JURISTS, PUBLIC FIGURES

The Supreme Bar Council was established by the Lawyers Act of 1925 as the supreme body of the
Bulgarian Bar with important regulatory and disciplinary functions. During the next nearly 20
years its chairmen were prominent public figures such as Alexander Malinov (several times Prime
Minister of Bulgaria), Sava Ivanchev (lawyer to Tsar Boris Ill), Georgi Zgurev (Minister of
Justice, MP), Joseph Fadenfhecht (Professor of Law, Minister of Justice) and others. They had
different personalities, different political affiliations, but they were united by the idea of enforcing
the rule of law and strengthening civil rights and freedoms, as well as the democracy in Bulgaria

in general.



