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Introduction

This volume of Studia academica Sumenensia is dedicated to a global topic -
Politics, Progress, and the Wars of the 1g9th-20th centuries. It contains
collected works by ten leading historians in their fields of study from four
countries. The topics are different, but they are bound together by a common
idea - how do technological advances, politics, and the wars they provoke,
influence each other, and how the latter affect the progress.

The articles are presented chronologically and thematically. With the
exception of the first one by Georgi Markov, who explores generally the his-
torical genesis and the right of the Bulgarians to be considered as an ancient
civilized people, the rest of the works study the events of the 19th-20th cen-
turies.

In the context of individual works, particular attention is given to the
impact of wars and progress on universal human values. For instance, the
third article dwells on the heroism of the life-guards in the Russo-Turkish
War of 1877-1878. At the same time, one of the following papers discusses
the change in the morale of the military in connection with the involvement
of the Entente soldiers and officers in the smuggling of essential foods and
goods in Bulgaria shortly after the First World War.

In many cases, the articles focus on the national sentiment. The desire
of many peoples, including the Bulgarians, to live united in a single state is
the subject of several papers. In this regard, the article by Yagub Mahmudov
studies the events in the so-called by the author ‘Southern Azerbaijan’ (present
day Northwestern Iran) from April to September 1920, when the government
formed there was fighting for independence of the region without achieving it.
Similar, but in another context, is the article by Biser Georgiev, which analyzes
the actions of the leaders of the Liberals after their fall from power in the last
months of the First World War. One of the author’s important conclusions
is that the leading liberals do not plan to come to power in a coup putting at
risk the national unification. In a slightly different perspective is the article
by Lyubka Naydenova, who, among other things, explores the attitude of the
political parties to the declaration of Bulgarian independence in 1908.

One of the problems with ambiguous interpretation is the issue of the
‘culprit’ for the outbreak of the ‘European War’ in 1914 and the politicians
who put their nations on the ‘wrong’ side. This is discussed in the works of
Todor Galunov and that of Gregory Shkundin. The topics are different, but the
essence of their theses is the same. Similar to them, but with a different per-
spective is the article by Dmytro Mykolenko, which is more historiographic
in nature.




The last article in the volume in chronology but not in its significance
deals with the Gulf crisis of 1990-1991. In this noteworthy work, the author
studies in detail the struggle for control of strategic resources in the region
and their role in the direction of international politics.

In general, we should conclude that the scientific articles presented in
this volume make a major step forward in exploring the mechanisms linking
progress, politics, and war, as well as their consequences for moving hu-
manity forward. The topics are diverse, but the research outcomes are more
than positive.

Biser Georgiev, trans. Svetlana Nedelcheva
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OT PpakmiicKoro K0 MaAPCKOTO BCaJTHUKA
(From the Thracian to the Madara Horseman)

Georgy Markov

Abstract: Orphism and Thracian arts coordinate with the state-making ability of the
Proto-Bulgarians to serve as a basis for the genesis of the Bulgarian people. Continuity in
civilizations creates favorable conditions for lasting upgrading, which is crucial for national
fate. The Thracians did not disappear but left a significant cultural and historical heritage,
and the ancient Bulgarians gave the name to the state, which was preserved for centuries.
The Slavs underwent a series of beneficial effects, the language having a priority. Every group/
tribe of the Bulgarian people has its undisputed merits, so that today Bulgaria is on the world
map.

Key words: Thracians, Orphism, Proto-Bulgarians, south Slavs, Madara Horseman

Pesrome: OpduamMbT 1 U3KyCTBAaTa HAa TPAKUTE Ce ChYETABAT C AbP)KaBHOTBOPYECKATa
CIIOCOGHOCT Ha IpabbITapyUTe, 3a A 3a/IeTHAT B reHe3Hca Ha Obarapckust Hapoa,. [lpuemctse-
HOCTTa B IVBU/IM3al[UNTe Ch3AaBa GIarONPHATHY YCJIOBUS 3a TPailHO HaATPaKAaHe, KOeTO
€ oIlpeZe/IsILIO 33 HALMOHANMHATA CbAOA. TpakuTe He M34e3BaT, a OCTABST 3HAYMMO KY/ITyp-
HOMCTOPUYECKO HAC/IEACTBO, a APeBHUTE GBIrapy JaBaT YCTOMYMBOTO IIpe3 BEKOBETE HMe
Ha AbpxkaBaTa. C/1aBsHUTe NpeTHPIsiBAT NOPeJHIIA OT IT0I30TBOPHHU Bb3/1eCTBYS, AaBaliKU
MpeANMCTBO Ha e3HKa. Taka ye BCsIKa ChCTaBHA YacT OT O'BJITapCcKUsi HAPOZ, e ChC CBOUTe Ges-
CIIOPHM 3aC/IyTH, 33 ia HU Ma U IHeC BbPXy CBeTOBHATA KapTa.

Eme B 5 TeIcSIYeneTHH A0 Hallel spbl Mexay /JlyHaem Ha ceBepe, Ha
tore ot benoro mopst 1 MpamopHoro Mops u Ha 3anaze A0 Mopassl u Bap-
Japa MOSIBUICS YXUBON HH/0eBPONeMCKUM Hapoj, HacensBlnii Ppakuio
MoZl, CBOMM MMeHeM 110 Bennkoro nepeceneHust HaposoB. Ppakuiilibl MHO-
rOYMC/IeHHBI, HO pa3fie/ieHbl Ha BPOXAyoliye IieMeHa: ‘Ppakuifupl mocie
VHJei1eB caMble MHOTOYHC/IeHHbIe B Mupe. Ecii 651 oHM ObUTH OJHO Liesioe
Y YIIPaB/ISUIMCh TOJIBKO OJIHMM ITIpaBHUTeJIeM, OHU ObLIM OBl HEelmoOeaMBI U,
Ha MOW B3rJisiJ, HanboJiee MOTYILECTBEHHBIMH U3 BCeX cyliecTByromux. Oa-
HaKO, MIOCKOJIbKY 3TO HEBO3MOXXHO M, 6e3yC/IOBHO, HUKOTja He OyZeT JOCTHUT-
HYTO MMH, OHU CJ1a0bl. B Ka)XZ0M OTZAE/IbHOM I/IEMEHHOM apeasie y HUX eCTh




Georgy Markov

OTJe/bHOE UMsI, HO MX HPaBbl U 00br4au oguHakoBbl (I'epozor). Orery ncro-
pHUH yKasbIBaeT 22 IIEMeHa, HO Ha caMoM jesne ux 6oee 8o! OH 3aBuzyer
BapBapaM, 4TO, B OT/IMYME OT I'PEKOB, OHU IBIOT Hepa30aB/ieHHOe BUHO Ha
CBOUX JJIMHHBIX IHPAaX, 1 He DKOHOMUT CBOel HafIMeHHO1 xemrun: ‘Cuzersb
He paboTasi, CYUTAETCS BETMKUM, CHATATHCS IIPA3AHBIM CUUTAETCS BEJTUKUM,
06pabaThIBaTh 3eMJIIO - YHU3UTEIbHBIM, U JKUTh OT BOMHBI U rpabexa — 1y4-
M. PpaknifLpl AaXke MUPATCTBOBAIN U B MOPE, XOTSI B 3TOM OTHOLIEHUH
OHU He BbIZIeP)XMBAIOT CPaBHEHHUSI C MOPCKUM HapO/JOM JPEeBHUX I'PEKOB.

['omep HasbIBaeT ¢ppakuiilieB ‘YKPOTUTE/ISIMU /IO, @ JIOIAZb AJIs
HUX - CBsilleHHOe XUBOTHOe. Kak MckioyeHHne, yOMHCTBO JIOWIagy U3-3a
MEPTBOTO BOX/S IUIEMEHU SIBJISIETCS 4acThI0 MOXOPOHHOTO o0psiza. Llaps
Pesoc BezieT coro3HMKOB Tpou BepxoM Ha OeJIbIX JIOLIAJsIX, 2 CaM OJeT B IOTPsi-
caroiye gocrexu: ‘OH MpHILeST ¢ 30/I0THIM OPYXKHEM, YyJeca KOTOPOro MOXXHO
YBHZETH; UX HECyT He cMepTHbIe, a GeccmepTHbie Goru' (T'omep). Korga onun
WIYT Ha OUTBY, ppaKHIiLbI TOIOT MECHU B YeCTh CBOMX OECCMEPTHBIX repoeB.
AXe#1pl XOTAT MOKOPUTD He TOIbKO [1pouBel, HO 1 Gepera bemoro u Mpa-
MOPHOTO MOpe¥, U BTOPTHYThCs1 Bo ¢ppakuiickue 3emnu. Llaps Pesoc ‘y6un
MHOTI'O 3JUTMHOB 3a OJVH fieHb, Ho ApuHbl nocnanu [Juomena nu Opucces,
4TOOBI BEPOJIOMHO YOUTH ero Bo cHe. OHa 60s1/1ach npefcKa3aHus, YTO ‘eCc/iu
OH TIOIpOoOYyeT BOAy M eC/IH ero jiomaay neioT u3 CKaMaHjepa, U ecii OHU
IaCyTCsI C MACcTOUIL, HAa TOM )Ke MeCTe, OH CTaHeT abCOJIIOTHO HermobeJuMbIM .
Pesoc 1 Axuin nMeroT 60)KeCTBEHHOE MPOUCXOXKIeHHUE 10 IMHUK MaTepH, U,
IIOCKOJIBKY AeTH ObUIM BOCHUTaHBI HUM(AaMU, OHHU MpeCKa3ald UX CMEepPTh
rnoJ, creHamu Tpou.

®paxuiilpl He ydyacTBoBaM B I'peko-nepcuackux BokHax, HO Tepec |
CO3JaJI OKOJIO 460 rofly Ao Hauei spbl HapcTBo OLpHCCoB, KOTOPOe OXpaHsieT
BbIX0Z HAa MpamopHoe u beioe mopeii. B Teuenue 200 et AQUHBI J0OK-
HbI OBUIM MOAYMHSTHCS MOTYI€eCTBEHHOMY TOCYJAapCTBY, KOTOpOe HaBH-
caJio ¢ ceBepa, YTOObI COXPAHUTH CBOE MPHUCYTCTBUE B CBOMX KOJIOHUSIX,
OHO TaKXXe mojjepxuBaio ux B [lenononnecckoit Boiine nporus CriapTsl.
[TpaBga To, 4TO PpaKUiLBI He MOCTPOUIU TAKYI0 LeHTPATN30BAHHYIO
Y MOTYILeCTBeHHYI0O MMIIepHIo, KaKk MakefoHUs, HO UM y/Ja/loCh CO3JaTh
CBOIO COOCTBEHHYIO LIMBM/IM3ALMIO. XOTSI OHU HUCIOJIB3YIOT IPeYecKre U Jia-
THHCKYE OYKBbI, OHH, BEPOSITHO, He SIB/ISIIOTCSI HAPOZLOM 6e3 MUCbMEHHOCTH
Y OCTaBM/IM BCe ellle He pa3ra/laHHble MHCbMeHHble CUMBOJIbL. Heckonbko
HaWJeHHbIX HAJMCel coZepkaT ppaKuiicKue CJI0Ba, B TO BpeMsI KaK Apyrue
COXPAaHMJIMCh B Ha3BAaHUSX PeK, rop, OOXXeCcTB U TUYHbIX UMeH. CKy/Hble
COXpaHeHHble MCTOYHHUKU DTO NPEeUMYIIeCTBEHHO I'pedyecKhe U PHUMCKHe,
1o3ToMy ppaKuiiIbl IpeCTaB/lIeHbl B HUX B HeO/IAarONpHUsTHOM cBeTe. 30-
JIOTbIe COKPOBHILA SIBJISTIOTCST IPKUM CBHU/IETE/IBCTBOM OJIeCTSIIEN CTOPOHBI
MHOT'OBEKOBOM MCTOPUH, KOTOPasi IOXOPOHEHA M XPAaHUTCSI ITyOOKO B 3eMITe,
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Ot $pakuiicKoro 0 MaapCKOro BCaJHUKA

Y OGBIYHO B CAaMBIX BIIEYAT/ISIIOLIMX CBOMX IK3EMIUISIPAX CIY4aiHO BCILIbIBA-
€T ¥ HallOMUHAeT O cBoeM ObuToM Bennunu. Camoe ipeBHee 06paboTaHHOE
30JI0TO M3 HEKpOIosIsi BapHs! yauB/IsieT CBOMMH 6000 FOJAMH Y COUYETAaHUEM
CHMBOJIOB CHJIBI M U3bICKAHHBIX ITPEIMETOB.

XoTst pasgeseHHble, GPaKUNULIBI TOBOPSIT HA OJHOM SI3bIKE, OHH CJIE/ly-
10T OZJHUM M TeM )Ke 00bIYasiM ¥ MOJISITCSI MHOTMM, HO 001uM 6oram. Besnkas
boruns-Mars - sTo boruns [Ipupoas! u I1nogopoaus, koTopas onpegensier
MHOTroo0pa3sue MHpPA U CJIeIUT 3a BCEMHU YXUBBIMU CYIECTBAMH CO BCEBUJSI-
IIMMH TJ1a3aMU. BeUHbIi LUK )KU3HU M CMEPTH, KOTOPOMY ITO/IBEPIKEHBI Ye-
JIoBevecKue CyAp0bl, 3aBUCHT OT ee cuibl. ComHIle - cbiH Benmukoit borunu
o nmeHu Cabasuii, KOTOPBIN SIBISETCS JBUTATE/IEM BEYHOrO OOHOBJIEHMSI
MUPpa, YMHpasi ¥ POXJAAsICh OT cBeTa HebecHOro o riayouH 3emmn. OH yMHU-
paeT Ha 3aKaTe U BOCKpecaeT Ha paccsete: ‘T'ennoc, Thl - caMoe IoYHuTaeMoe
60)xecTBO y KoHenmoosiux ¢ppakuiines’ (Codoxin). Cam tapb-xpel, B CBOKO
ouepesp, sBsieTCs1 cbIHOM Cabasusi, KaK CBUAETENIbCTBO GOXKECTBEHHOTO Ha-
Yasjia B/IaCTH, U €ro MOJAAHHbIE CYHUTAIOT ero borom ¢ BBICIIMM IIPaBOM pe-
IIATh UX CyZbOBI.

CornacHo I'epopory, Pppakuiiisl noxnoustorcst Apecy, Jluonucy u Ap-
TeMuze, a Lapu KisiHyTcs ['epMecoM, osarasi, 4To ‘OHM caMH IPOM30LUIH U3
['epmeca’, a suHACTHS MX 6/1arocyioB/ieHa cBbllle. ['epmec, 0lHAKO, He MTOX0X
Ha CBOEro rpevyecKoro Te3KH TIPOBOZHHUK AyLI, a BOIUIOLIAeT GeccMepTHe.
dpaxkuiinpl n300pakaoT 60roB B cBoeM cobcTBeHHOM obpase: Tomy6ora-
3ble ¥ pbDKUe - 6oxkectBa ¢pakuiines’ (Kcenodan). Llaps siBasieTcst mokpo-
BHTEJIEM IPA3AHUKOB OKJIOHEHMsI 60TaM, CONTPOBOXKJAEMbIX MTPA3JHUKAMH,
MEeCHSIMH U TaHLJAMU CMePTHBIX. KyKepsl IIPOTOHSIOT 3/1bl€ CHJIBI, M UT'PaA OT-
HEHHBIX OPEHJIOB B OTHe SIBJISIETCS CBSILEHHOM. ENMHCTBEHHBIN Laph UMe-
€T IPaBO )XepTBOBATH JIOUIAbMU U JIOABMHU, & He OOBIYHBIMH JXUBOTHBIMHU.
[Tocne oKOHYAHMSI 3€MHOM JKHU3HU MPABUTE/Tb CTAHOBUTCS 3ALIUTHUKOM M
MOCPEeTHUKOM MEX/Y JIIOABMU M 60raMH, YTO 3aCTaB/isieT 6/1arolapHbIX MO/ -
JAHHBIX €)XKeTHEBHO MOJIUTHCS 3a YCOIIIIYIO BBICIIYIO LY.

Ecv a1/1MHaM MHOT Ja MOYXKHO JJOBEPSITh, TO PPaKHUIIbl HMEIOT KeCTO-
KU crioco6 o61eHus ¢ 6oramu. Kakapie msiTh 16T OHU BRIOUPAOT XpebreM
IIOC/IAHHUKA, JAI0T €My CBOM ITO)KeJIAaHUS K OPOCAIOT €ro MOBePX TPEX KOTIbSI.
Ecnmyv ‘mociaHHMK yMHUpaeT, NPOH3EHHbIH CMepPTeNbHO, TO OKpyKaloljue
3pUTE/IN PaAyroTCs, 4To ‘60ru JoOps! K ruieMeHu. Ecv oH He ymupaet, oHH
IIPU3HAIOT €r0 BUHOBHBIM U BbIOMpAIoT gpyroro. Boxxau mornim nsbexarsb
YKEPTBONPHUHOIIEHU, TOTOMY 4TO, OYAYy4H CBSIEeHHHKAMH, OHU MOTJIH
HAnpsIMy1o o0maThesi ¢ 6oramu. PasyMm HamoMyHaeT HaM, YTO 3HAK CBbILIE
JOJDKeH OBITh B 0OpPAaTHOM IOPSIZIKE, TO €CTh, €C/IN ‘TIOCIAHHUK YY/IOM OXKH-
BaeT, 3TO CJIeZlyeT CYUTATh MpeAyBeJOMIEHHEM O XOpOoLIe cyboe.

dpakuiicKuil pail BO3BBIIIAETCS B ‘CBITHIX MECTAX TOP, I MOKIOHHH-
KM OyZlyT 3aHMMAThCSI CBOMMM JII0OMMbIMU JenaMu. KamenHoe He6o - Hens-
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Georgy Markov

6eXxHOe TIPOJ0/DKEHHEe 3eMHOTO Ty TeIIeCTBHUsI C BEYHOM XKU3HBIO U BCTPEYHU
¢ npeakamu. CBSITH/IMIIA PACIIOIOKEHBI B CKajiaX, obpaieHHbix K CosHiLy,
WA BI,OJIb PEK U 03ep, YTOObI CMBITH rpexu. OHU TaKKe CIy)KaT ob6cepBaTo-
PHUSIMU [IJIs1 U3MepeHUst BpeMeHU. Bepa B 3arpo6HYIo XU3Hb 103BoJIsIeT $pa-
KUI1[aM o006paTh HeOOXOAMMbIe U TIOOUMbIE MTPeAMEThI, KOTOPbIe MOYXKHO
MOJIOXKUTH B MOTHJTY. BOXXAM B OCIIexax U C OPY)KHEeM, B COMTPOBOXXAEHUU
JIIOGUMO# YKEHIIMHBI U KOJIECHUIIBI C 3aMPsDKeHHBIMU JIoMagbMu. ['poOHM-
bl TIOKPBITHI BBICOKMMHU HACBITISIMH, YTOOBI COXPAHUTH UMS /i1 OYAyLIHX
MMOKOJIEHUH U 3alUTUTH UX OT rpabexeit. COKPOBHILA CIPSATAHBI KaK ‘KOPO-
JIeBCKHE TAlHBI, a 32 HUMHU CJIeAAT CBsilleHHble cTaTyd. Ha coBpeMeHHOM
60/IrapCKOM TEPPUTOPUM BO3BeEHO 60Jjiee 10000 KypraHoB, OTKPBITHE KO-
TOPBIX TPEOyeT OrPOMHBIX YCHJIHIM, PECYPCOB M BPEMEHU C XPYIIKOM HAJIeX-
ZIO¥ apX€e0JIoroB OTepeUTh KIaJouCKaTeiel, KAK MUHIUMYM Ha OJIHY HOYb.

HecmoTpst Ha rpagauuu 6o)xecTB, PpPaKUUIBI TOKIOHSAIOTCS ¢pa-
KuiickoMy BcagHUKY (['epocy), KOTOPbIH e34UT BEPXOM C MOAHSITHIM KOITbEM
B MpaBoil pyke. ['epoii siB/sieTcst MpeAKOM TUIEMEHH M AUHACTHU, A TAKKe
BEYHBIM CUMBOJIOM Bepbl B 6eccMmepTre. OH Bcerja mobexzaeT Ha CTOpOHe
nobpa mpoTuB 371a, a 60pbba MPUPOABI U BCETIEHHOM BEYHO pellaeT CyAbOy
yesoBeyecTBa. CaMu PppaKUAIIbI N3BECTHBI KaK BPAYKECKHe BCAJHUKH, U OT-
CYTCTBHE CTpPaxa CMEPTH CBSI3aHO C UX BEPOU YTO 3arpoOHast KU3Hb JTydlle
3eMHOM.

Byaydun BceMOTyLiuM MOKPOBHUTEIEM XU3HU, PPAKUNCKUI BCaJHUK
“300pakeH B 3000 OTKPBITBIX MPAMOPHBIX BOTUBHBIX IUIUTAX M YKpALIAeT
BOMHCKHUX AocrexoB. OH Y4aCTHHUK CL[€HbI OXOThI B COMPOBOXIEHUU Bep-
HOTO TICAa U TMpeC/IeAyUIUi XUIIHUKA - 00BIYHO KaGaHa, KaK CMMBOJA
371a. EquHCTBeHHBIN CBUETENDb - 3Mes, BbIOLAsICsl BOKPYT AepeBa. [lnut-
KU TOMEIeHbl PSIIOM C IeAPHIMU JapaMH B CBATUIHILAX, U OY€Hb YaCTO
€CTh Ha4ya/IbHAsI HAZIIMCh, B KOTOPOI MOKJIOHSIOIIHUICS TPOCUT BokecTBO 0O
3aiuTe U nogaepxke. [loz3xe MOTOMKU PppakuiineB OyayT CPaBHHUBATH €r0
co cB. ['eopruem [Tob6egoHOCIIEM, TPOHU3BIBAIOILIKI KOMTBEM 3MeI0, KOTOpast
YIPOKaeT XU3HHU KOPOJIEBCKOM MPUHIIECCHI.

B HEKOTOpbIX U3 100 HAAEHHBIX GPOH30BBIX CTATYdTOK ['epoc n3006-
PaXKeH C ABYMSI MIA TPEMsI IULIAMH, TOTOMY YTO OH BHUJUT BCe U HAXOJUTCS
Be3ge. OH MOry4yuii BOMH A06pa ¥ HeGecHbIN BOX/b PppakuiileB, KOTOPbIe
JIeTa/IM BEPXOM Ha JIOIIa v, YTOObI N30ABUTh Y€/I0BeYeCTBO OT 3/I0T0 BOTLIO-
IIeHUsT XUIIHUKA. MUQBI, TereH bl ¥ MpeJjaHusl MPOCIABISIOT GPAaKUHCKOTO
BCaZiHMKA Kak xpaHutesns [lepeBa YKusHu, KOTOpOe 3jible CHJ/IBI CTPEMSITCS
YHUYTOXXUTh U JAOCTUTHYTH Tubenu yenoBedeckoil pacel. KyapT BcagHuka,
MMOKPOBUTEJISI Ye/I0BEKA U TIEMEHHU, PACIIPOCTPAHsIeTCs 3a npefesnbl [Ipes-
ueit ®pakun. BoruBHble Ty ObUTH HalimeHbl B Pume, [TanHonuu (Benr-
pus), CeBeprom I[TpruepHoMopbe U gake Erunte, BeposiTHO, MPUHAIEKAB-
UMH PpPAKUNULIAM, CTY)KUBLUIUM HAEMHUKAMH B JIETUOHAX.
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Hapsizy ¢ Bcaguukom ¢pakuiinpl Taxke 06/1aJaloT CBOMM IOYHTae-
MBIM IrepoeM B HCKYCCTBe, KOTOPBIH BOJIILIEOHBIM 0Opa30M MPOHUK B UX ITOCT-
pajaBuve ayuy. JlereHgapHbIi neBel, My3bIKaHT U 11oaT Opdeil sBaseTcs
CBIHOM MYy3bI 3IM4YecKoi mos3uu Kammmonsr u peynoro bora u npasuresns
Xemyca - Earsp, »xuBiIero B 13 Beke J0 Hauleit 3pbl B Pogonax ‘noxkosieHue 1o
TpostHCKO#1 BO¥HBI, coBpeMeHHUK Momucest. [1ocBsileHHbIN CBsILIeHHUKaM-
XpeliaM 13 Memrica, OH 20 JIeT yYUJ/ICS B eTUIeTCKUX TAMHCTBAX M BEPHYJI-
Cs1 Ha pOiMHY. 3HAMEHUTHIN PppaKyel COMPOBOXKAAET APrOHABTOB B TOMCKAX
3os10TOrO pyHa B Kosixuze, Korga oH rpOMKHM IOJIOCOM 3aryliaeT MOPCKUe
cupeHbl. O4apoBaTe/IbHbIE 3ByKH €ro 4y/leCHOH 7-CTPYHHOM JIUPBI IPHpY4a-
eT 3Bepeli, ITUII, U BeTPOB, IPUBOASAT B ABIDKEHUH JepeBbeB U KaMHell. Op-
¢eii moeT TUMHBI U JIEYUT JTIOSU MY3bIKOH, TOZ0OHON KOCMHUYECKOMY SI3BIKY:
‘Teno He MOXXeT OBITH UCIIE/IEHO, €C/IM Jylla He Oy/eT HCle/leHa paHblue’
(TTnaTon). Y Hero 6bin ele oavH LeHHbIN nap: ‘Bokpyr [TouTuiickux Gepe-
TOB XXWJIM MOPHCAHBI U CUTOHBI M3 KOTOPBIX Ipou3solren npopok Opdeir’
(Tnvamit Crapeiil). YHUKaAbHbBIA My3bIKAHT OOHAapy)KHMBaeT KaK 3HAK Ha
Hebe, YTO 7 IUIAHET OIpesie/ISIIOT CYyAbObI YeI0OBeYeCTBa U TI0JeH.

B nmeHp cBazpOBI, pagy JKEHCKOM 3aBHCTH, €ro JobuMasi DBpHUIHKA
YKYILIEeHA sSIIOBUTOM 3Meel, U cYacThe Morpyxkaercst Bo TeMy. Opdeii He MO-
YKeT MPeJOTBPAaTUTh Y)KACHYIO IIOTEPI0, OH HEBBIHOCUMO CTPAJiaeT U pellaeT
CITyCTUTBHCS B TMIOA3EMHBIN MUP Yepes riayookyio ‘Top/ioBylo neiiepy AbsBoO-
na’ Bosne Tpurpaza. Tam oH mueHsleT CBOMMM IeYa/JIbHBIMU HecHsIMH bora
cMepTH. XaJiec COrJIallaeTcsi BEPHYTh ero BO3/II00IEHHYI0, HO TIPH YC/IOBUH,
YTO OH He OyZeT MOBOPAaYMUBATHCS, YTOOBI YBUIETH €€, TOKa OHU He JOCTHUT-
HyT Bepxnero mupa. CtpacTHO B/I0G/IEHHBIH IT€BeL] He MOYKET dTOTO BbIHEC-
TH Y XO4YeT Ha MTHOBEHHe YBUJETb, CJIeAyeT JIM JII0OMMast )XeHIIMHA 33 HUM.
OBpH/MKA BO3BpAIlAETCs B IIOA3€MHBIM MUP, U JIMpa Jake 6eCCHIbHA CHOBA
YCIIOKOUTD pa3fipaykeHHoro Xazeca.

Besyreunprit Opdeit He MOXKET CMUPHUTBCSI C CBOUM POKOBBIM ITOCTYII-
KOM M, OOpeMeHEeHHbIH YyBCTBOM BHHBI, 3aKPbIBA€TCSI BHYTPH ce0si: ‘DBpHU-
IWKA, KaK JKUBOM, JapoBajia MHe J000Bb M OJIAKEHCTBO, JBPHUAMKA, KaK
MepTBOH, yKa3aja MHe yTh UCTUHBI . OH He 00paliaeT HUKAaKOro BHUMAHHUS
YX)XMBAIOLMM €ro BaKXaHKaM, KOTOpbIe 3I00HO OOBSIB/ISIOT €ro YKeHOHe-
HaBHCTHUKOM , TPONIOBEAYIOIIUM TOJIBKO CPeAH MY)XUHH U )KECTOKO Pa3psbl-
BaroT ero Ha Gepery Xe6poca (peka Mapwuua). [Ipyrast neresia pacckasbiBa-
eT, YTO IeBel] [IOpaKeH MOTHHeH pa3apakeHHOro 3eBca. YacTu Tena Hempa-
BHJIBHO TTOHSITOM JXepPTBbI BHIOPOLIEHBI B PEKY, KOTOpasi BefeT ux K bemomy
MOpIO BIUIOTH A0 ocTpoBa Jlec6oca. Jlerenza riacur, uro ronosa Opdes
MpoJi0/DKaja MeTh, a ero JIUpa UrpaTh B Boje. Jlylia My3bpIKaHTa CITyCKaeTCst
B IIOA3€MHBIN MU, I/le HAXOAMT Ayury IBpUAMKU. VX cyspba nmpukaszana um
ObITh Hepa3yuyHbIMH He B ‘Besiom mupe’, a 3arpo6Hoii xusuu. Ha octpose
ObUT BO3ABUTHYT XpaM OpaKyJIa, MocBsieHHbI Opdero, B KOTOPOM OpaKys
Ipe/ICKa3bIBaI CYAbOBI TIOfeH.
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Kynpr ConHu@ ¥ BeICIINMNI MUPOBOM NMOPSIAOK MOJYyYUIN Ja/bHelllee
pasBuTHe y ppakuiines 61arogaps yuenuo Opdest 0 3HaUeHHH YeioBeyec-
KO JXM3HU B OCBOOOXKJ€HUY AYLIM U3 TEMHUIIBI TesIa. YeoBeK JO/DKeH 3a-
Xeub B cebe Bo)xecTBEHHYIO MCKPY U ITPEO0/IETh M3HA4YaIbHOe Havasno: ‘UH-
TeJUIeKTya/IbHasi dHeprusi beccMeprHa'. OCBOOOXKAEHHE YL NTepeMeliaeT
ee Ha OctpoB Braxennsix. CosHIle - 3TO ‘KPyXKalui TJ1a3 BCEJIEHHOI , HO
noKJIOHeHUe He TpebyeT xepTB: ‘He nmponusaiite kpoBs!', /lyHa — ‘MaTh Bpe-
MeHH, BUAsas Bce'. Opdeii CMOTPUT Ha 3Be3/1bI B TIOMCKAaX POKOBBIX 3HAKOB
¥ oOHapyXuBaeT, uTo 3emst Kpyrias: ‘Kocmoc, orery Haill, Kak cdepa Thl OK-
pyxaeurs 3emo!’.

Opdusm XUBUMK [J1s1 JYXOBHOM YKU3HU PpaKHiileB, HHTEPIIPETUPY-
eT 60roB B KOH(IUKTE C PETUTMO3HBIMH JOTMaMH, IIPOBO3T/IAIIAET IIPOTHB
rOCIOACTBA MHCTUHKTOB U HU3KUX CTPACTeM, IPOIOBeJyeT IPOCBETIEHHUE,
BBICLIYIO MOPaJib U JPY)XOy MEX/y JI0AbMHU U TUIeMeHaMH: ‘3Haii ce6st, U Thl
no3Haews Bcenennyo!. OH crpemuTcsi yOeguUTh CBSILIEHHUKOB IPHHSTH
Bora mpu poxzeHuu, cMepTy U repexoje B 3anpesenbHoe. YTOHYEHHOCTh
HPABOB HarpasisieT beccMepTHe AyIIN B 3arpOOHYIO XXU3HB C AeBu3oM: Tlo-
Morast c1abbIM, yTelast CTPaJABLIMX, Hazielcst Ha Beex! (Apuctorens). Op-
¢duyeckrie TUMHBI 4YaCTO MOBTOPSIIOT KSATBY: ‘bor moii - m060Bs!’. ['epogor
M €ero I1ocjieJoBaTe/ Il YMbIILUIEHHO MOPOYAT €PeTHKA, OMUCHIBAS MbSHbBIE
OpruM B TAaWHBIX Iellepax, IZle CUPOThl COBEPLIAIOT PUTYAIbI 110 3aMbICITY
Borunu Marepy, poxiast MacCoBble CHOIIEHUST MEXAY MY)XYMHAaMU U JKeH-
IIMHAMHU ¥ BaKXaHa/IMSIMH B YecTb bora BuHa u Becesbsi JlnoHMC.

CpaBHeHue ¢ Mopasbio OIMMITA SIBHO He B IT0JIb3Y OKPYIKaIoLIei cpebl
3eBca, KOTOpasi He SIB/ISIETCSl TIPUMEPOM ISl TIOJPAXKAHUS B 3TOM OTHOILIe-
Huu: ‘Opdeit mpornoBesoBa ujei GpaTcTBa MeXAy BceMu ogeMu’ (Apuc-
TOTesIb). ['eHManbHbIN PpaKuel; YTUT 3eMHbIe U COJTHEeYHble O0)KeCTBEHHbIe
CHJIBI, OZHAKO OCY)KJAeT KPOBABYIO CJIaBy NpaBuUTeseil: ‘Mup MoxKHO mobe-
JOUTH C TIOMOLIBIO TUPHI, a He MeyoM!. Bepa B Geccmeprre ayiiy o3Havaer
nepexon K IlorycroponHeMy nnm gpyromy nepepoxzenuto. Benvkas boru-
Hs1-Marb faet Xu3Hb, a ABIKeHHe B [IpocTpaHcTBe 1 001ecTBa IPOUCXOIUT
LUK/TMYEeCKY, 3 He JTMHEHHO.

dpakuiickas UMBHIM3aLMs OblIa MMOC/IEA0BATENbHO 3JIMHU3UPOBA-
Ha, POMaHU3MPOBAHA U C/IaBSHU3UPOBAHA, HO OCTaBHJIA MOC/Ie cebsl 4acTh
CBOEro IIeHHOro Hacjenus B nuBwinsauusx ['peruu, Puma u bonrapum.
[leperniaBrieHne COKpOBHUIL, MOAZOOHBIX [1aHArOPCKOro, MOXeT Pa3pyLINUTh
¢dopmy, HO He cofiep)KaHHe 30/10Ta. MbI MOYKeM CITOPUTH O KOJIMYECTBE LIUBU-
JIM3aLIIOHHOTO HAaC/Ieysl, HO Ka4eCTBO He BbI3bIBaeT cOMHeHMIl. HexBaTka
13 MePBBIX PyK MMCbMEHHBIX HICTOYHHUKOB He JJOJDKHA ie/IaTh HaC CHUCXO/H-
TeJIbHBIMU K ‘DTHM HEITMCaHBIM JTIOJSIM , TOTOMY YTO MHOT/A BellleCTBeHHbIe
JIOKa3aTenbCcTBa 6osee ybequTenbHbI CBOEH MOJTUMHHOCTHIO.

I'oBopst 0 BennkoMm mepeceneHnH HapoZoOB B 3-4 BEKOB Halllel 3pbI,
OOBIYHO YKa3bIBAIOTCSI BOMHCTBEHHbIE HEMIIBI, pellafoliyie CyApOy 3amaj-
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HoU PuMckoii umnepun. Bxiag ciaBsH B cy>xeHue BocrouHoil PuMckoit nm-
IepuM, U3BECTHAsI B Hallle BpeMsi MOJ MMeHeM BusaHTusi, 6bU1 HaMepeHHO
IIPOMTHOPHPOBAH, IIOTOMY YTO HE PAcCMATPUBAIM MX KaK HapoJ C ‘IapoM
rocyzapcrsa’. Bosee Toro, xorsi MHAOEBpONEMIBI HE CO3AANN LOCTOHHYIO
puBrIn3anuio: ‘CaBsiHe 3aHUMAIOT GOJIBLIIOE MECTO B reorpadpuu, HO Majio
Mecra B uictopuu’ (Xepaep). YMbILIEHHAsI TIOJIMTU3ALMS - CTAPBIA U HEpa-
BUJIbHBIY NIOAXOZA, K IOHMMaHUI0 McTopuu, U paHO WIM NTO34HO HaKa3blBaeT
TeX, KTO NprberaeT K 3TOMy IOC/IeJHEMY CPeZCTBY.

CnaBsiHe IPOM3BOAAT BlleYaT/IeHHe CBOel MHOXXeCTBeHHOCTBIO U K Ce-
pelyviHe 5 BeKa Hallleil 3pbl 3ace/sIIOT o0IMpHble 3eMau Mexxay Kapnatamuy,
Ogpoii, bantuiickum mopem u /lnenpom. [locne cmepTu ATUIBI B 453 TOAy
Haulet apbl U pacnaga Coro3a IJieMeH I'yHHOB OHU Pas/ie/InINCh Ha TPU OC-
HOBHBbIE BETBU: BEHETHI (3anagHble), aHThbl (BOCTOYHBIE) U CIaBUHBI (I0)KHBIE).
Korza cobepyT ypoxkaii ¢ oseid, CiaBsiHe TOYaT CBOU MeuH U riepecekatot [y-
Hali B HabGerax. iMmepaTop AHacTracuii BO3ABHT B 512 rofy Haueii spsl ‘CteHy
cTpaxa’ nepes KoHCTaHTHMHONOIEM /ISl 3aLUTHI OT BApBAPCKUX HAIaleHUIA:
‘TIpokiisiThle C/IABSHCKYE JIIOLU OB Bceil DIafioi, OKPeCTHOCTSIMHU
CanonukoB u Bceil ®pakueii ... OHM HayuyMIUCh BeCTHU BOWHY JIydlle, Yem
pumisine’ (MoanH ddeckuit).

IOcrunuan [ Benukwuii (527 - 565) mocrpoun ykperienus Booab JlyHast
u XeMyca € 300 KpeloCTsIMHU, IOCJIAaJI CUJIbHbBIE BOMCKa Yepe3 BeJIUKYIO0 PeKy U
3aIUIaTHJI 30JI0TOM COIO3HUKAM. B 574 rogy Hauieit apbI karad basiH notpe6o-
BaJI, YTOOBI C/1aBsiHe B JlaKuY MOBHMHOBAIMCH €My 6€30rOBOPOYHO, HO OTBET
ObUT CMeJIbIM U 3aBUIHBIM B cebe: ‘KTo 3TOT yesioBeK MeX/y TIOJbMH U IO,
JIy4aMH COJIHLQ, KTO OfioJieeT Hauly BaacTb? [loToMy 4TO MbI IPUBBIK/IU BJla-
JleTh Yy)KOU 3eMJieil, a He Hauleli. M1 MbI yBepeHBI B 9TOM, ITOKa €CTh BOUHBI U
meur’. Korga nocianaukam basiHa HamOMHMIM, YTO HUKOMY He ITO3BOJIEHO
OCITapUBaTh BOJII0 X BEJIMKOTO MAacTepa, OHU ObUIM HEMeIEHHO 00e3r1aB-
JIeHBL.

HecMmoTps Ha conpoTuBienue, cnaBsiHe ocaguau CaTOHMKY KaMeHOoTe-
caMH B 586 rofly Hallleid 3pbl U BTOPIrIUCh Ha [lesiononnec. B 626 rogy Haeit
9PbI C/IaBsIHe, IPOTOOYJ/Irapsl U aBapsl OpL1H Y)Ke y BopoT KoHCcTaHTHHOMOISI.
[Tomumo mepcoB Ha BamxHem BocToke, pomen cTanKuBaroTCs C elje Goee
OIaCHBIM IIPOTHUBHUKOM — C apaGaMH, KOTOpbIe OTBJIEKAIOT 3HAYUTETbHYIO
4acTb X cui B Asuio. [lepBoHaya/IbHBIMU KaMIIAaHUSIMUA IO MapOZepCTBY
MPeBPATU/IMCh B IIOCTOSIHHBIe noceneHus: Musuu, ®pakuu u MakenoHuu us
IPYIIIBI C/IaBsH, KOTOpbIe OyJyT Ha3BaHbI B 7 BeKe GorapaMu U OyJyT npH-
coeHEHBI K HOBOOOPA30BaHHOM B 10 BeKe 060/IrapcKoi HapOZHOCTH.

Ycepiire 3eMiiefieipl JXUBYT B IUIEMEHHBIX OOILMHAX, BO IJIaBe CO
CTapOCTSIMH, I'Zie BCe BOIHBI COOMPAIOTCS Ha coOpaHue, Ha3BaHHOe ‘Beue’ u
BBIOMPAIOT IJIEMEHHOI'O KHS3s, B COOTBETCTBHU C 3aKOHOM BOEHHOU Je-
MokpaTuu. ‘OHM JAaBHO XXUBYT A€MOKPAaTHYECKUM ITyTeM, U IIOITOMY BCE,
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KaK MPaBHJIO, paCCMATPHUBAIOT Moie3Hble U TpyZAHble gena’ (ITpoxonwii Ke-
capuiickuit). CoBeT cTapeiIirH MOMOraeT KHA3I0 B CAMbIX BAKHBIX [j€/Iax.
PabcTBO B MieMeHH HEHW3BECTHO, a TUIEHHUKH BBIKYIUIEHBI MJIKM OCBOOOXK-
Jenbl. KaneHpaph ciaBsiH He UMeeT HU Hadaja, HU KOHIQ, IOTOMY 4YTO OH
MOABEP)XXeH LUKJINYECKOMY M3MEHEHHUIO YeTbIpeX BPpeMeH roja B COOT-
BETCTBUU C BECEHHUM U OCEHHHUM PaBHOJEHCTBUSIMH, a TalOKe JIETHUM U
3UMHUM cojIHLecTosiHMeM. JKUBOTBOpslllee COJIHIE BOCIPUHHUMAETCS KaK
MHOT'OYHC/IEHHOe O0)XeCTBO C 4YeThIpbMsi BoIUIouleHHUsiMu. KoHeuHO, c1a-
BsIHE elle U CKOTOBOAbI, U PeMeCJIeHHUKHU, HO UX OCHOBHON HMCTOYHUK
CYLleCTBOBAaHMS HANPSIMYIO 3aBUCUT OT NMPUPOJHBIX yciaoBui. CraaBsHCKast
MaTepHaJibHas Ky/IbTypa He TaK CBepKalolasi, Kak ¢ppaxuiickass. OHM He 3Ha-
IOT TOHYAapHOTO Kpyra: MX KepaMHKa CBsI3aHa C IIOBCeJHEBHOU JXU3HbIO: XU-
JIMILAMU, rpy0oil IIMHSIHOM MOCYJ0M, MHCTPYMEHTAMH U OPYXKHEM.

CunbHble M BBIHOC/IMBBbIE BOMHBI, 3allIUTHUKU CBOUX [IOMOB, C/IaBsiHe
3HAIOT, KaK CPakaTbCsl B KayeCTBe 3aCaJHUKOB-IIEXOTHHIIEB C S1TOBUTHIMU
CTpeJsiaMH, WX B OTKPBITOM 1ojie. ‘OHM CBOOGOJOMIOOUBBI M HU B KOEM CITy-
Yae He OCTaBJIEHBI J/Is1 TOPA0OLIEHHs WIN YIIPaBIeHusl, 0COOEHHO B CBOEM
co6crBerHo crpane’. ([TceBgomaBpukwii). Bparos BcTpevaro Mevowm, a apy-
3ei yroumaoT MeIoBHHOM: ‘TocyilapeB He TEPISAT U He JXUBYT APYT C APYTOM
COBMeCTHO. Bu3aHTHIICKMII leTOMMCeL] CTPEMUTCSI YHU3UTh BapBapoB, HO
He BIIQJIaeT B siBHOe NpoTuBopeune: TIpexe Bcero, OHM IO0ST CBOIO He3a-
BUCHMOCTDb U HU 3a YTO He I03BOJISIT IPEeBPAaTUTLCS B MOJAHHBIX U 3aBUCU-
MocTb. Ha cBoeit pogyuHe OHUM NPOSIBISIOT GOJIBILIOE MY)XECTBO U TEpPIIEHUE,
CJIMIIKOM JIETKO TIEPEHOCSIT XKAPy U X0JI0[, HeXBAaTKy ofexxzabl u enbl’ ([Tces-
IOMaBPHUKHIA).

XoTs He cpasy co3fanu npodHoe rocyaapcrso B IOrosocrounoit EB-
porie, caBsiHCKHe TUuleMeHa Mexay [yHaem u BankaHckumu ropamMu o6b-
eIMHUINCH B 77 BeKe MpoTHB BocTouHoit Pumckoit nmnepuun (ceBepsi), a B
ponvHe peku CTpymMa CTpUMOHBI OcHOBanH KHsDKecTBO CTprMoH. Mx ¢par-
MeHTALMsI HAOMHHaeT QPaKUiilieB, KOTOPbIEe TAK)XXe 00beIUHSIOTCS TOJIBKO
I0CJIe IOJABJISIIOLIeil BHeIHel yrpo3sl: ‘OHM 100 He MPUXOJSAT K COTJIalIe-
HUIO, 00, €C/IM OHM COTJIAIIAIOTCS, APYrHe HeMeIeHHO HapyLIAloT peLie-
HYe, BPOKJA CO BCEMH MPOTUBHUKAMU M HUKTO HE XOYeT YCTYIIHUTb APYromMy’
(TTceBmOMaBpUKUIL).

CaBsiHe MOKJIOHSIIOTCS 30 O0)KeCTBaM, He UMEIOT peJTMTMO3HON opra-
HM3alWU U MOJISITCS B POJOBBIX CBATIJIAILAX KOKA0TO CBOEMY IIOKPOBUTEIIO.
BepxosHbIM borom siBnsiercs I[lepyH - bor mITopMOB 11 MOJTHUH, a TalroKe Bila-
JbIKa KHsI351, BOMHOB M BCEX JKUBBIX CcyllecTB: ‘OHU NIPU3HAIOT KaK CO3/aTels
BCeX Bellleil 0JHOr0 HOCUTeJISI MOJIHUU, KOTOPOMY OHU NPUHOCAT B XXEPTBY
OBIKOB M Jpyrux >XxeprBeHHbIX XUBOTHBIX ([Tpokomwmii Kecapwmiickwmii). Bo
BpeMsi )KePTBOIIPUHOLIEHHUH [Ie/Ial0T IIPeCKa3aHus o OyaylleM poja U Iuie-
MeHU. [lepyH M306pa)keH ¢ HECKOJIBKUMU Ye/I0BeYeCKUMH JIMLAMU, [IOTOMY
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YTO HUYTO HE YCKOJIb3aeT OT Hero, U oH Besjecyll. OH 3allyliaeT NpaBes-
HBIX JIIOJIeH Y OJJapUBAeT UX JOOPBIMH /le/laMH M HaKa3bIBaeT MOKBAPEHHBIX
¥ 0OMaHLIMKOB. EMy 4acTo mochU1aloT MOIMTBBI O JOX/eE, TOTOMY 4YTO Oe3
YKM3HEHHOW BJIarM pacTeHMsi MOrUOHYT U OynyT ronogars. [ax6or - bor
Connua u ITnogopoaus, a Jlaga - boruns Kpacorsl, bpaka u Myzapocru.

Jlerenpa riacut, 4To bor B3s1 mecok co JHa MOpPsI U paccesis ero,
CO37aB 3eMJII0, YTOOBI OHA IUIaBasa HaZ BOZOM. B mpezcraBieHuy C1aBsiH
CYLIeCTBYIOT TPU NMapa/Ule/IbHbIX MUPa, TepneHAuKy/IsapHbIX [JepeBy Mupa -
TMTAaHTCKUN y0, KOTOPBI fep)xuT Beenennyto. B kopone nexxut HeGecHbrit
mup boros Bo riase ¢ borom Orus Ceaporom. B cTBONe Haxogutcs Mup
JXUBBIX, ynpassieMmblil [lepynom. B kopasax ckpeiT Mup [lymr u Jlyxos, rge
oburaer 37101 YepHoobor. B Tpex mupax ‘BeceBugsuit’ bor TposiH, co cBonmu
TpeMsi TOJIOBaMH, CJIeJUT 3a cOOJII0leHHeM MHPOBOTO MOpsiAiKa M GaaHca
MeXJy TPUPOAHBIMU 3/IeMeHTaMU. BcesieHHast mogYMHsIeTCsT 60)KECTBEHHOMY
3axkony TlpaBzaa’, KOTOpOMY [JO/DKHBI MOJYHHSATHCS BCe: GOTH U JIIOAH, SyXH
Y pUpoja. DTOT BCeMOTYIIHI 3aKOH YHUKaJIeH JJIs1 C/IaBSIHCKOM LIMBU/IN3a-
LIMU ¥ CTOUT GOJIbllIe, YeM CKOIUIEHHE OCJIEMIUTENbHBIX 30/I0ThIX COKPOBHILL.

CaBsiHe MOKJISUIMCH U TI0G/1arojapyuin 6OroB MO OTKPHITHIM HEGOM y
PeK U 03ep, Cpellu CKaJ U JIeCOB, IOJHOCS OJAapKU MepeJ, KaMeHHBIMU WU
JepeBsiHHBIMU Ho1aMu. OHY He PaTaTMCThI M OCTABJISIIOT BO3MOXXHOCTH M3-
MEHUTH CBOIO XU3Hb: ‘OHM He nMeloT MoHsTHs 0 Cyib0e U He MPUIHCHIBAIOT
eil HUKAaKO# BJacTH Hag, aogpMu. Ho Korza oHU 4yBCTBYIOT IPUOG/IDKEHUE
CMepTH B KaKO-TO GUTBe 1au 60/1e3HH, OHU KJIsIHYTCsI bory, eciu oH criacer
MX, YTO NMPUHECYT eMy GarofapHyo xeptBy. CriaceHHbIe, OHU IMpeJIaralT
0OpeyveHHYIO XePTBY, fyMasi, YTO OHU NMPOCHUJIN CITAaCEeHUsI Yepes 3Ty JKePTBY
(Mpoxkonwit Kecapuiickuit).

B To >Xe BpeMms cjIaBsiHaM He CTPAHHO IM0JIaraTh, YTO GOrM MPABHIIH
JIIOABMU C MOMEHTA UX POXJAEHUS 4Yepe3 MPOpPOYHI, a TakKKe B POKOBOM
BMelllaTe/IbCTBe CBEePXbECTeCTBEHHBIX CyllecTB. bechl - 3TO cBepxbecTecT-
BEHHbIE CYILIEeCTBA, JyXu U AeMOHbl. CaMOAMBBI OPOAST IO ropaM M IOMO-
raloT Jo6pbhIM, a IUIOXMM He u3bexars MecTu. Humds! miaBaioT B Boje u
TO)XKEe He MPOLIAIOT rpexoB. BegbMbl - BoMeOHUKY, COBIBAIOIIME JKeIAaHH, a
BaMIIMPOB U 000POTHBIX HY)XHO 00X0AUTh U3aaneka. Kukumopa - )xeHCKuit
JyX, KOTOPBIN IIPeJIoYyrTaeT GPOSUTH 110 JOMY, IIOMOTaTh MM HaKa3bIBaTh,
CIaTh WJIM MPOCHIIATHCS B HOYHBIX KOLIMapax, CTOPOXHUT, YTOOBI TIOAN
HOYbIO OBUIM ZJOMa M He BCTPEYaIH 3/IbIX CHIL.

Bepa B 3arpoGHyI0 )XM3Hb BIUIETEHA B IOXOPOHHBIN pUTyaJl. Jlyma xu-
BeT B TPy/M 4YejIOBeKa U IPOSIB/ISIeTCS B AbIXaHUH, KOI'Za OH yMupaeT. Teso
OKUTAIOT Ha KOCTPe, a YPHY C MeIUIOM 3aKaIbIBAalOT B 3eMJII0 BMeCTe ¢ Heo0-
XOJMMBIMM IIpegMeTaMH /sl Oyayuieit )xu3HU. [1I0XOpOHBI BOXK/sI TIEMeHU
COIIPOBOXXJAIOTCSI BOEHHBIMU COCTSI3aHUSIMU M OOTaThIM YroOIlleHHeM ‘TIpo-
weHust bora’. [Ipy oxuraHuu Tpymna Teso 0CBOGOXKAAET AylLly, ¥ OHA CTAHO-
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BUTCSI [yXOM, KOTOPOI'0 MOXXHO BITycTUTh B HinkHioro 3emito. MHaue myma
O6pOAUT, KaK BaMIUP cpefu XXUBbIX. bor cmeptrt CMaprt )XUBeT BO BCeX, KTO
6opeTcsi co 3710M U OO/Ie3HSIMH, U €C/IU Ye/I0BEK COBepIIaeT 3/ble Je/a, OH
caM yOuBaeT ero M 4ejoBeK yMHpaeT. B onpejeneHHble AHM MOTHIIBI ITOCe-
IIAIOT C eIoH JJIsI MePTBBIX, C YbUMU JylIaMH Pa3roBapUBAIOT POJCTBeHHU-
K. MepTBbIM OCTAIOTCSI CBOOOZHOE MeCTO, KaK Oy/ITO OHU MPUCYTCTBYIOT Ha
YnomuHauuu. KynbT nmpeiKoB mpouvcTeKaeT U3 yOeXJeHHUsl, YTO MOKOJIEHUSI
CBsi3aHbI ¢ HaceavieM obieit Cyb0bl.

Ha npotspkeHHM BEKOB B eBpOINEMCKON HMcTOprorpaduy HaKarIvBa-
JIOCh YKOpPEeHHUBILeecs: MpeaybexaeHue, YTo C/IaBsiHe SIBISIIOTCS XOPOIIUM
CTPOUTE/IBHBIM MaTepHuasioM [Jisi HallMOHAa/JIbHOI'O CTPOMTE/NbCTBA, HO He-
KU1 ‘Gostee CrOCOOHBII CTPOUTE/B [JO/DKEH MPABUIBHO €ro 00pabaThiBaTh
Yl MICIIOJIB30BaTh. TakuM 06pa3oM, MpOTOOY Irapel CO3/aIM roCyJapCTBO MO,
CBOMM COOCTBEHHBIM MMEHEM, a Bapsiru CAejiaiu To e camoe ¢ KueBckoit
Pycsio. [ToaTomy apyrue pemaior cyap0y C/1aBsiH, KOTOpPbIe HE OCTaBHIIH ITOC-
e ce6st aBopLbl, ambuTeaTpsl U Gprmocodos. B HalleM YHUKATBHOM CTy4ae,
OJIHAaKO, Cpa3y BO3HHMKAeT 3aKOHHBIM BOIPOC: IOYEMY TOCYAApCTBEHHbIE
JesTeli TOBOPSIT HA CBOEM si3bIKe U UMEIOT OJHU U Te ke o6brdan? OTBer
He TPOCT U TpebyeT 60JIbllie UCTOPUYECKUX TPUMEPOB.

[TpoToposvHa gpeBHHUX G0Jrap MPOTSHYIACh IAE-TO MEXAY PeKaMu
Awmypapbs u Ceipaapss, Bokpyr rop Ilamup u 'maaykyur u B banxape. Espa-
3UICKUe CTelHble HapOAbl He SIBJISIIOTCSI PACOBO OJHOPOJHBIMH, IIO3TOMY Y
HMX JOCTUTHYTO TeHeTH4YecKoe CMellleHue apuiilieB, TyPOK, YIPOB, TYHHOB
Y Ipyrux rieMeH. boarapckuii reH siBisieTcst 30pOBbIM, TIOTOMY YTO OH OYeHb
pasHOOOpaseH U, C/1eJ0BaTeIbHO, C HU3KOM YaCTOTOM reHeTUYeCcKHX 3aboJie-
BaHuii. CMelllaHHast CIJIAB BBIHOC/IMBEE U JI0JITOBEYHee, YeM CTajib. ‘VIMeHHUK
60/IrapcKUX XaHOB CTAaBUT HA4yaj0 OO/NTapCKOM rOCYAAPCTBEHHOCTH B 165
roJy Halllei 5pbl C TEpPUTOPHAIBHOTO PACIIOIOXKeHUs Ha ceBepe oT KaBkasa
Mexay Yepusim u Kacniuiickum Mmopsmu g0 cpesHero TedeHus Jlona u Bo-
ru. Bo BTOpom Beke Ir'yHHBI 3aXBaTHU/IM OOJITap B CBOEM BTOP)KEHWH HA 3armaf,
1o pacnaza Coro3a ryHHOB, Korja 6o/rapsl BepHyIuch AoMoii: ‘3a Kacrinem
HaXOJATCs1 Oy/Irapbl CO CBOMM COOCTBEHHBIM SI3BIKOM, SI3bIYE€CKHE U BapBap-
CKUe JII0JU, Y HUX ecTb ropogd’ (3axapwmii Putop).

BuzanTuiickue 1eTONMUCLBI YacTO MyTAIOT HAIIMX IPeJKOB C TYHHAMY,
HO OHU He KOYeBHMKH, a IMOJIyyCeAllU HapoJ, KOTOpble IpeAlloYUTaIOT
CKOTOBOZICTBO Y XOPOILO Pa3GUPAIOTCsI B CETBCKOM XO3SIMCTBE, PeMecax 1
cTpouTenbeTBe. [IpoTOOY/Irapsl JXUBYT B IJIEMEHHBIX OOLMHAX U IJIEMEHAX,
BEPXOM Ha JIOIIAJSIX U CISIT B IOpTax BO BpeMs nmoxoja. KyibT K orxio xusHu
MPOBOJUTCS KOKABINA eHb M HILET CMBIC/ XU3HU: ‘YesI0BeK, JaXKe eCiTu JKH-
BeT XOPOLIO, yMHUpPAeT, a fpyroii poxzaaercs. [lycTs poXxeHHBIH Mo3)Xe, KOT-
JQ OH TIOCMOTPUT HA 3TO, BCIIOMHMT TOTO, KTO 3TO chenan (xan Omyprar).

[ToxOpoHBI Yepe3 CKUraHWe WU KJIAZKa TYIIOB C TIOOMMBIMHU BelllaMU
Y OPYXKUSIMHM, HeOOXOZUMBI /IJIsI 3anpesie/IbHOTO, BBIPAXKAIOT pa3TMYHbIE pe-
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JIUrHo3HbIe BAUssHUsA. OGBIYHO, KPOMe IIOKOMHOTO, JIOIIa/ib IOXOPOHEHA KaK
BEPHBI CITyTHHUK B 060mx Mupax. Hagrpobus nsBectHs! kak ‘KameHHsle 6a-
Oyuiku’, 06pasysi MPSIMOYTOIBHUKHU U3 5, 7 WU 9 PSIZIOB, JIeXKAIlHe ¢ BOCTOKA
Ha 3anazg. OauH U3 KaMHel HaXOJUTCS OTAE/NbHO, K BOCTOKY OT rpymisl. [1o
MHEHUIO HEKOTOPbIX YUEeHBIX, pa30UThle KaMHU SIBJISIIOTCSI MaMSITHUKAMH
‘3HAaMEHUTHIX OOoraThIpeil’, KOTOpble NO00/IeCTHO 3ALIULIANIHA TUIeMs], H, IO
MHEHHIO JPYTHX, OHHU MOKA3bIBAIOT KOJTMYECTBO BPAaroB, YOUTHIX TOKOMNHBIM.

B ocHOBe mpoGyarapckoro KaneHAApsi JIeXHUT 12-J€THUM JIYHHBIH
LIMKJI, KOKJBINA I'OJ, KOTOPOT'O COOTBETCTBYET YXUBOTHOMY, KOTOPOMY ITOKJIO-
HSIOTCS. B ompefeneHHble fHU ApeBHHe GOITrapbl MpeANPUHUMAIOT POKO-
Bble [eHCTBUSI, KOTOPbIe, KAaK OHU OXXKWUJAIOT, OYAyT MOJIe3HBI AJIS UX JeJla.
VX KaMIaHUM CBSI3aHbI C YPOXKAEM U IIPUPOAHBIMH YCIOBUSIMHU JIsI BeJeHHS
BOIHBI. [IMCbMeHHbIE CMMBOJIBI PYH UMEIOT He TOJBKO 3BYKOBOE, HO U Ce-
MaHTHYeCKOe 3HaYeHHe, OHU MCIIO/b3YIOTCS B KaYeCTBe Maru4ecKux, acTpo-
HOMUWYECKHX U KaJIeHJaPHBIX CUMBOJIOB.

[Toz faBieHMEM KPUTUYECKUX OOCTOSTEHCTB UMITEPATOP 3€HOH BCTY-
I B COI03 C MPOTOOO/IrapaMH MPOTUB OCTIOTOB B 479 IOy HALIeH 3pbl,
HO Yepe3 HEeCKOJIBKO JIET Y)Ke CPAKasICsl C HUMHU M3 32 MX HaMepeHHsl OKOH-
YaTe/bHO MOCETUTHCS B TUIOLOPOAHBIX 3eMiisix oT bauHa (Buguna) mo Ox-
puga. OHu Tarke fobuparoTtcs fo ‘CreHbl cTpaxa’ U Aep3KO XOTSAT ‘3€MIII0
HaBcerga’ BMEeCTO TOTO, YTOOBI OXPAHSTh TPAHULIbI KaK IUIATHBIE deseparyu.
B 582-602 rogpr Haieit 3psl mpoTobyarapsl yxe 6sutn B Jlakuu u HixHei
Mmusum, ctpemsich npeofoneTb baikaHCcKue ropsl, ‘Kak Tshkesnoe GefCTBHeE,
nocnanHoe Borom’ (Peodunaxt Oxpuackuit). [Tocne pacnaja corsa ¢ aBa-
pPaMH M TIOPDKaMH, pa3pasvvMCh MeXBOEHHbIe BOIHBI U B 632 rojy Hauuei
apsbl xaH Ky6pat co3gan Crapyto Bennkyio bonrapuio Ha ceBepe ot YepHoro
Mopsi, MeXJy pekoii JlHernp Ha 3anaje u pekoit Ky6anp Ha BocToke. Mimnepa-
Top Mpaknunii npezmoyest GbITh B XOPOIIHX OTHOIIEHUSIX C MOTYI€CTBEHHBIM
coceziom Kpsima, moatomy gaer KyOpary Tutyn ‘marpuimii’.

3aBeT BeJTMKOTrO KaHa K ero MsTepbIM ChbIHAM He JIe/TUThCS U ObITh 00b-
€JMHEeHHBIMH KaK CBSI3Ky IMaJIOK, YTOOBI ‘He ObITh pabaMy Yy>KOTO HapoAad',
OJIHAaKO He COOJI0JAJICS U TOJ, HAallOPOM Xa3apoB OHU PeLIaloT UCKATh APY-
rue 3emu Jj1si nocesenusi. Tonpko bar BastH nmoguuHsieTcst Kak IpaBUTENTb
Yepuoit bonrapun u otrnaer gane mobeautensm. Korpar craBut Havano
Bomxcko-Kamckoit bonrapuu, Acnapyx - Jysakickoil boarapum, Anmek
yepes [lanHonuto u baBapuio mocturaer ceBepHoii Mranuu, a Kybep ocra-
HaB/uBaeTcss B Makeznonuto. Cynp6a paszeneHHbIX O60irap oTiM4aercs, HO
3TO He WCK/II0YeHHe BO BpeMeHa Benumkoro mepecejseHust HapoJoOB, KOrja
JBIDKEHWE MHW/UIMOHOB /Iofeill MeHsieT xoj uctopuu. KaH Acmapyx nmeer
MPeNMYIeCTBO BbiOOpa ‘Mecta oz, ComHueM’ it 0GUTAHUS Oy JYIIUX TTOKO-
JIEHU JleTeil, KOTOpOe HaXxOAUTCs Ha mepeKkpecTke Mexxay EBpomoii, Azueit
1 AQPHUKOI U CTOJIb JKe TeONOTUTHYEeCKH BBITOJJHO, CKOJIb U OTIACHO, HO, KaK
TOBOPUTCS ‘HET MOJTHOTO CHYACTHS .
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[Tonutensm npoTobyarap OTpaKeH B ApeBHUX MUPAX U jereHjax, B
KOTOPBIX BBIJE/ISIETCSI X MTOK/IOHEHHEe HeOeCHBIM TejlaM, CUMBOIM3UPyeMOe
B po3eTke u3 cemu ay4yeid IInncku: Connue, /lyHa u nsTh n1aHeT, BUIUMBIX
HEBOOPY)KEHHBIM I'JIa30M, C GO)KeCTBEHHBIM 3HAKOM B IieHTpe. BepxoBHbIH
bor - bor Hebec, Tanrpa, oT BbICIlIel BOJIM KOTOPOT'O 3aBUCHT BCe Ha 3emie
u Bo Bcenennoii. B cepenune Tsinpmanb (HeGecHast ropa) B Kutae Bo3BbI-
maercst BepiinHa Kan Tenrpu (Lapps HeGecusix [lyxos). Ha gpeBHem mep-
CHU/ICKOM s13bIKe TaHTpa 03HaYaeT ‘TpaBUTEb MUPA’ M PACIIOPSDKAETCS CyIb-
6aMu JTr0Ziel B COOTBETCTBUU C ‘KOKZOMY - cBoe!. Huuro He MoxkeT OBITh
CKpBITO OT BceBUasero bora: ‘Tot, kTo uuiet uctuny - bor Bugur, u ToT,
KTO JDKeT - Bor Buaut! Boarapel nmposiBuin 60/bIIyI0 JOOPOTY K XpUCTHA-
HaMm (BU3aHTHITIAM - 6.a.), a XprcTUaHe 3a0butH, HO Bor Buaut! (Kau IMpe-
cvaH). TAHrpU3M BHYIIAET HE TOTBKO 06/1arOrOBEHUE, HO ¥ TOPAOCTb OT CHJIbI
Y CIIpaBeJINBOCTH Bcemoryiuero bora.

YMunocTuBieHre GOTOB OCYILECTB/ISIETCSI MOCPEACTBOM JXEPTBOIPH-
HOLIEeHHWI JKUBOTHBIX MepeJ, UA0/IaMH B KallHILaX Cpeu CKasl, Y POGHUKOB U
BEKOBBIX /IEPEBbSIX, A B C/Ty4ae BOMHbI UTH CTUXUIHOTO GeICTBUS JaXKe TI0oU
MPUHOCSITCS B XKepTBY. Bepa B Maruio jejaer XpeLoB HeOOXOJUMBIMHU BOJI-
me6HUKamMU. Boii MZ0/I0B - 3TO e)XeZHEeBHBII PUTYasl, a KaH SIBJISIETCS Tep-
BOCBSILLIEHHUKOM U ob61iaercs ¢ BeeBbiinnum: ‘He yHmkai Hammx 6oros. Mx
CHJIa BeJIMKA, ¥ TOKa3aTe/TbCTBO B TOM, YTO MbI, IOKJIOHSIOLTHECS UM, 3aBOe-
Bau Bcro Pomeiickyro 3emiio’ (Kan Omyprar). [Tocsie co3panus JlyHaiickoit
Bonrapuu 6pU1M OCTPOEHBI Ky/IbTOBBIE 3/JAHUSI HAPSIAY CO CTPOUTETHCTBOM
JIBOPILIOB U KperocTe.

JpeBHUe Gorapsl BepsIT B CBepXbecTecTBeHHYI0 crty ‘OpeH[bl’, KO-
TOpast BCcessieTcsl B /IOZeHd M MpeAMeTOB, TaKve KaK Med U XBOCT JIOLIaZH,
Y MOXXET TepeJaBaThCs OT YeoBeKa K 4yenoBeKy. OHU NMOKIOHSIOTCS CBSI-
IIeHHBIM JXUBOTHBIM, TAKUM KaK JIOIIaZb, BOJIK, CO6AKA U T. [., BHIOUPAs UX
B KauecTBe TOTeMOB (MOKPOBUTEIEH) PO/ia, BKIIOYAst UX B CBOW KaJleHJaphb.
Bepa yTBepkJaeT, 4To YeI0BeK U JKUBOTHbIE TPOU3OILIN OT OOILEro NpesKa,
II03TOMY JAHHOe )XHMBOTHOe 3allMuiaeT pof. Bce oHU HOCSAT aMyJieThl U Ta-
JIMCMaHBI IS 3aLUATHI OT 3714, U CBSILLEHHUKHU OCYLIECTBSIIOT CONTPUKOCHO-
BeHue c Tanrpoi. KiaTBa cBsilieHHa, ¥ HapyllleHUe ee - MOPaJIbHBIN Kpax.

CornacHo npoTo6onrapam, BceneHHast iMeeT BePTUKA/IbHYIO CTPYKTY-
DY Y OcBellleHa 7 HeGeCcHbIMH OTHSIMH. He6o BbICOTOI B 17 3TaXKel, a Moj3eM-
HBII MUP - B 7 WIX 9, KOTOPbIE CYUTAIOTCS BouebHbiMU. Cpenu rpadpuToB
BCTPEYAIOTCSl Marnieckyve 3HaKH, Cpeil KOTOPBbIX KBaZApaT C OBYMs CKpe-
LIeHHBIMM KPecTaMHM, BIIMCAHHBIMU B HETO, ITOKAa3bIBalOIIMe HaIlPaBeHUs
CBeTa, KPeCThl, CBACTUKH, JAOMPUHTHI U MHOTO€ Apyroe. M 010moOK/I0HCTBO
OYeHb LIHPOKO PACIPOCTPAHEHO, U JIIOOOI MOXKET CAe/aTh UA0/A, KOTOPOTO
OH BbIOpas Aist ce6si. BHyTpeHHee yOeXXeHre U JOCTIKEHHE CIIACUTeTbHOTO
PaBHOBeCHsI MEeX/AY BepOH U )XMU3HBIO TAaKXe BeJyT K BCTYIJIEHUIO B XU3Hb
KJIaHA U TJIeMeHU.
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[ITaMaHBl CYUTAIOTCSA MOCPeJHUKAMHU MEXAY JIIOAbMU U CBEPXb-
eCTeCTBeHHbIMU culaMU. OHU BBINOJHSIOT OYeHb BIMUSATE/NbHBIM pUTyas
4yepe3 6apabaH M IUIall, MOJTHBINA 3araZloYHbIX PUCYHOK CTAaTydTOK, KOTTEMH
opJla U MeJBeAs, IepbeB pasHbIX NTUL,. [loMOlHMKaMK B UX IyTelleCTBUUA
K [ToTycTOpOHHEMY SIBIISIFOTCSI JIOLIA/Lb, OJIEHD (KaK )XePTBEHHOE YXUBOTHOE),
3Mesl U opeJl. 3Mesl OJIMLeTBOPSIeT YeI0BeUeCKyIo JyIlly, a KOHb U Opesl OTBOAST
1amMaHa B 3anpegenbHoe. /IBIDKeHUs IIaMaHa CTAaHOBSTCS Bce GoJiee JIMXO-
PalOYHBIMHM, A 3aK/JIMHAHUSA - Bce Oojiee U Gojiee CTPAHHBIMHM, [TOKA OH He
BIIaJIaeT B TPAHC - 3HaK TOT0, YTO OH yXX€ YCTAaHOBUIJI CBSA3b C TAMHCTBEHHBIMU
CHJIAMH 3arpOOHOT0 MHPa, MO/, JUKTOBKOIM KOTOPBIX OH Zie/IaeT CBOU Ipeji-
CKa3aHWus, JICYUT, 3aKOJIJOBbIBaeT U MCKa)XkaeT 3aKJMHaHus. Ha ninTke u3
JepeBHM Mazapa yeTko n3o6paykeHa >XeHcKast purypa B LUIsAIeE LIAMaHa, a
3TO 3HA4YHUT, YTO IIAMAHCTBO IpeJHa3HAa4YeHO He TOJIbKO At Myx4uH. [lla-
MaHBbI TAaK)Ke Y4aCTBOBAJIM B CaKpa/IbHOM 0OIiHe, KOrJa MPaBUTEb OTEPsT
apeHAy U OoJibllle He MOT BBINOJIHATH CBOM TsDKejble OOS3aHHOCTH roCy-
JApCTBEHHOT'O MYXXa U MOJIKOBOZALA.

BoraTtast Mudonorus xapakTepusyeTcsi TeM, YTO HEKOTOpble MHQBI
HMMeIOT LIeHHOCTh TPaAULINKA, KOTOPhIe TakKe COJepXaT HeKYIO CTelleHb OIl-
penenenHocTu. KocMoroHuyeckye npezacraBieHus: O MEPBbIX 6ojrapax Ha-
yuHalTCcs ¢ Muda o 106poM gyxe YiibreHe, KOTOPbIH COTBOPUII BCEIEHHYIO
3a LWIeCTh JHEH U JIeT CIaTh Ha CeJbMOM yCTaBIIUM. [I/Is1 cO3JaHMs 3eMHOU
CYLIM OH MCIIOJIb3yeT yTKY, OJIULleTBOPeHHe 3JI0T0 JyXa JpjrKa, KOTOPpOMY
NpUKa3aHO HBIPHYTh U YJAJIUTh CO AHA MCKOHHOIO OKeaHa rOpCTh IecKa.
Ilog Tak HaspiBaeMOM TBepZol 3emielil YIbreH MOMellaeT TpeX OrPOMHBIX
PBIO, YTOOBI MPUKPENUTH €0 K MOBEPXHOCTH. JII0GOIBITHO, YTO JbSIBOJ UC-
10J1b30BAJICS /IJIs1 BBIIIOJIHEHUST ‘UePHOU paboThl, @ OH ‘U3 HUOTKYZAQ MOBH-
HOBAJICSL.

Wy npeBuux 6o:rap ects [JepeBo Mupa niu YKusHu, KoTopoe pacteT Ha
BepuirHe CBsiToii ['opbl, KoTopas siBsiercs ‘Tlynkom Mupa'. lepeBo coenyHs-
eT BbIX0J, ¢ 3eM/I1 U BxoJ, Ha Hebeca, 1 MMeHHO 4Yepe3 Hero NpoxoJuT IaMaH,
HaXOJSIINMICSA B TpaHCe OT 3€MHOIO [0 3ampejelbHoro. Benel csleHHOro
IepeBa npencTasiisier HeGeca, CTBOJ - BUAUMBII MU, @ KOPHU - TIOJ3€ MHBIMA
MHP, MUP MEPTBBIX, IapCTBO 3JI0T0 AyXa. JKUBOTHBIE pearupyroT Ha TaKoe
)Xe JleJIeHHe - ITULBI Ha KOPOHEe, KOMBITHBIE HA TYJIOBUILE W PENTUINU - Ha
KopHH. Takum 06pa3om, xaoc uzberaercs, M KOKAAS Belllb CTABUTCS HA CBOE
MeCTO.

Eme no nosiBnenus miomeii Tanrpa coszaer ComHue - Y1, KOTOpOeE
IPUHUMaeT 00pa3 JIOMAAM WIH TeTyXa, CJIelyeT 3a HICKOHHbBIM BCEJIEHCKUM
okeaHoM Pa u JIyHbI, OJIMLI€TBOPSIIOLIMM LITOPM, IPOSIBJISIIOIUICS B 06pase
BOJIKA - iyXa OXOTbI, yCIle€Xa, CHJIbI, TOOe bl M C/IaBbl, IOKPOBUTEb IPOTO-
6osrap. Ero orHeHHbIi B3IJISI7 MOXKET C)KeYb, OKAMEHETh, UCITyTaTh U YOUTh
BOPOB U InpejtobosieeB. 3a 3TUM NEPBBIM MOKOJIEHNEM GeCCMEPTHBIX AyXOB
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(a7mpm MM AVKK) CIIEAYIOT €Ie Ba, MPUYEM JETH TPETHETO MOKOIEHUS YKe
cMmepTHbIe. Bosiee n3BecTHble anbbl: ‘HebecHbIN KysHern, Xypca; TypaH -
no68u; Ky6ap - MomHus, rpo3a u g0Xxab; bopuc - o repousme v Bo3mesuu;
MappaykaH - cBet; Camap - riogopozgust u 6narogaty; Yak Yaxk - yxeHCTBeHHast
KpacoTa ¥ CeMeMHBIN o4ar co 3HaKOM CBaCTHKHU.

B pomonHeHHe K XOpOIIMM [JiyXaM, eCThb 3jble, Ha3blBaeMble Hoperu
vy HKuHbL. CaMbIM MOIIHBIM M3 HUX SIBIsieTCst AIGACTHIA, 11e/TbI0 KOTOPOTO
SIBJISIETCS] YHUUTOXKEeHHe yenoBeyecKoil pacel. OH CTPOUT CTeHY HAaCTOJ/IBKO
BBICOKO, UTO 3aTeHsIeT COJIHLIe, U )KU3Hb Ha 3eMJIe HAaUMHaeT yracaTb. TaHrpa
TochblIaeT cBoero BepHoro anmna Kapry B Buzae BopoHa, KOTOPBIH paspylia-
eT CTeHy u nepegaet AGACTHUIO €ro MPUKA3 MOSIBUTHCSI HEMEJIEHHO Tiepe[
HUM, YTOOBI ObITh HaKa3aH. KoHe4YHO, 3/10¥1 IyX He MOAYUHSIETCS U MPOJAeT
CBOIO JyILIy AbsIBOJy, KOTOPBIH Jie/laeT ero NnoBejuTeNeM Mo 3eMHOro Mupa
noj, uMeHeM Tama Tapxan. CaMbpIM y)XaCHBIM HOperom, OHaKoO, SIB/ISIETCS
[lyparne - 1yx 3acyxu, CMePTH U JTHOObIX APYyrux 6eICTBUM, U300pajKaeMbIit
KaK I'MTaHTCKOe BBICYIIEeHHOe JiepeBO C OTPOMHOM BmajguHou. bayz u pas-
Bpar - fiesio AmKaxa, a BOpOB U rpabureseii moougpsier KysiHa.

CormacHo gpyromy mudy, 4eaoBeK BbIlIe/T U3 KYPONATKH, peHe6pe-
ras >xeJlaHMeM CBOero OTILQ XeHUThCS Ha MOIYLIeCTBEHHOM ajre BTOPOro
nokoneHusi. HecmoTps Ha 1O, yTo oHa oxpaHsieTcsi ConmuHneM u JIyHOH, eit
yzaercst 6exarb K CBoeMy ro6uMomy anmny bopucy u poguts Tpex Manb4u-
KOB U JIeBOYKY. TeM He MeHee, IPOKJ/IATHE ee OTLIA HAaCTUTraeT ee, U BCe ee
Jetu ypognpl. Ha momou, efi mpuxoguT cMepTenbHBIA Bpar AJbII U comep-
HuK nx ComHeyHnoro Koposs - noper lllypane. OH cMenrBaeT 3emMJIIo C Me-
JlOM, TIOMa3bIBaeT Ma/IbYMKOB Y OHU CTAHOBATCS 3JO0POBBIMU U KPaCUBBIMU
Jersmu. OpHAKO Men, 3akaHuuBaetrcsi, U lllypane ma)keT AeBYLIKY MHaib-
IleM, CMeIIaHHBIM CO C/TIOHOH. YPOJCTBO OBUIO YCTpaHEHO, HO Bepa B TO,
4YTO “YKEeHIMHA HEeYUCTA', ocTaeTcsi. TaHTpa He OCTaBIseT /MOJe BO BIACTU
3/I0T0 /IyXa U MPUKa3biBaeT Xypce AbIIIaTh ‘OrHEHHBIM AbixaHreM . BoT Kak y
HUX TOSIBJIETCS Ayllia. B oT/iM4yme oT UCop4yeHHOro Tea, OHa ‘6eccMepTHO U
IJIaBHOE B Ye/I0OBEKe’, a ee X031 H - BCeBbILIHUIA.

3/1pIe LyX¥ peLIrTeIbHO BBICTYTIAIOT MPOTHB MOSIB/IeHUsI TI0AEH Ha I1a-
HeTe 3eMJist U PelIaloT UX YHUYTOXUTh. OTHAaKO OT GPAaKOB MeXAy AbriaMu
Y CMEPTHBIMH JXeHI[MHAMH TOSIB/ISTIOTCSI 6OTAThIPHI, Ha3bIBaeMble anbOHpa-
MU, KOTOpbIe GepyT Ha cebst 3auuTy nogo6Hbix. OueBngHO, TaHTpa He XO4eT
YHUYTOXXEHHUSI Ye/I0BeYeCKOUW pachl, TOTOMY YTO HA MOMOILIs aIbOUpaM OH
nochbutaeT Xypcy U CHabXKaeT uX yJapHbIM opyxueM. Mu¢ o6 anpbrpax Ha-
MPSIMYIO CBSI3aH C JIEreHJaMU O MPOUCXOXKAEHUHU ApeBHUX 6orap. Boxaem
BCeX a/bOMPOB U TIEMEHU WMEH SIBJIsIeTCs1 ObIBIINI anbl basiH, KOoTOpbIi
OTKa3bIBaeTCst OT 6eccMepTHs U CIycKaeTcst Ha 3emutto. MIMeHIIbI HacesoT
nonuHy pexu Jyny-Cy u sBASIIOTCS XpaOpbiMu GOMIIaMU, KOTOPBIE JKUBYT
OXOTOM, pbIOAIKOI ¥ c60POM GPYKTOB.
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Ot $ppaKuiicKoro 0 MalapCKOro BCagHUKA

[Tocne cmeptu basiHa >XeHUIWHBI MJIeMeHW HAauyMHAIOT POXKaThb MepT-
BbIX JieTeit. YTOOBI MPeAoTBPAaTUTh MCUYe3HOBEHHE PO/Ia, HAC/IeIHUK B/IaCTH
W mxuk cobupaer Gorarbipeil, KOTOpbIe SIBASIOTCS XpaOpbIMKU BOMHAMU U
‘OTIMYHBIMU TyYHUKAMHU', JOCTABJISISI UX HA TOPY XOH, IZle OHU MOOeXAA0T
‘KUTalCKUX TYPOK , ‘KOTOPbIE €/TH ChIPOTO MsICa M HUKOT A He MbUTHCH . YKeH-
IIMHBI U UX J€BOYKHU ‘CBOOOJHO COBOKYIUISIFOTCS C KOKIBIM MY>KIHUHOM, Tie
uM monazercst. ViIMeH1bI BRIOPAiv HECKOJIBKO JIEBYLIEK, ‘ellje He CITIOCOOHBIX
MPUCOEIUHUTHCS K TPsI3U U Giyay cBoux matepeit. OHU BOCIIUTHIBANA KX
‘camu 1o ce6e’, a KOTrZQ BBIPACTA/MH, TIPUHUMAIHA WX KaK )X€H W Ha3bIBau
ce6s1 U CBOMX IMOTOMKOB XOHH . DTOT JApeBHUI MU SIB/ISIETCS KOCBEHHBIM
CBU/IETEIbCTBOM 3THUYECKON OG/IM30CTH MEXAY IMepBbIMU Oo/rapaMu U
YHHaMH, a TaKKe MOoJ4epKUBaeT ux 60jiee BhICOKHM YPOBEHb IIUBHTA3ALIU-
OHHOTrO pasBUTHA. bplIO Taxke BbICKa3aHO MpeAIoIOKeHHe, YTO CMelllBa-
HUe C IPyTMMU IJIeMeHaMH1 HadajioCh /Ia)Ke B OTAAJ/IeHHbIe U He OTMeUYeHHbIe
M1CbMeHHbIe BpeMeHa.

3HaMeHUTHIH repod LIYMepo-aKKaJCKoro 3moca ['mabramenr raxke
¢durypupyer B apeBHeit mudonoruu nporodynrap. 3oii lllypane yHuuro-
JKaeT PaCTUTeIbHOCTh BOKPYT OCHOBHOI'O POJHHKA U BbI3bIBaeT JJIUTENbHYIO
Y CTPALIHYIO 3acyXy. B orBer Ha mpock6y TypaHa BOCCTaHOBUTD CHITy UCTOY-
HHKa, OH cMeJIo xoueT 3aHsTh MecTo ConHua — ‘Tapst lyxos'. PasrueBneHHbIit
HarocTeio, Kybapa crpesnisier MoiHMel, HO OHA BHIOMBAET TOJBKO OFHY U3
MeJHBIX YellyeK, KOTOpble ITOKPhIBAIOT Teso Hoperu. [lajas Ha 3emiro, 11e-
JIyXa TIPeBPALLAETCs B OTPOMHOTO ObIKa-eMHOPOra, KOTOPBIM yrpoKarolile
Bpe3aeTcsi B GIM3/IeXAIIUil ropoj aabOUileB ¢ HaMepeHUeM PaCTOITaTh
ero xomnbiTamu. OpHako basiH mpoTuBocTOUT eMy U ¢ moMouipio Asbria bypu
cpybaeT 4yioBHILA U BeLlaeT ero Kyco4ku Ha CesieHHOe JlepeBo.

Tem BpeMeHeM, y3HaB 00 3TOM WHLMZEHTe, ['Mbrameri HeMe/JIeHHO TIPH-
ObIBaeT Ha 1oJjie GUTBHI U Jie/laeT TO e camoe ¢ camuM Lllypane. BeccmeptHbrit
iopera BcessieTcs B KaXJ0OM U3 KyCOYKOB, HO €ro pa3opBaHHasl CUJIa YMeHb-
IIaeT MHOTOKPATHO CITIOCOGHOCTH COBEPIIATS 3710. ['M/ibrameli, pa3ropsiaeHHbIN
OGUTBOM, MbeT U3 UCTOYHUKA, HO Lllypajie mpegBapuTe/IbHO OTPaBJIsIET BOAY,
u ['mnpramein 3aceinaer. To yxe camoe mpoucxogut ¢ Typanom. basH npu-
3biBaeT Kapry u ero xeny Yak Yak, KOTOpbie OTHOCSIT reposi B BOJIIEGHYIO
nonuHy bacana, rae pacrer SkuBasi TpaBa mpoca’. basiH GepeT mpoco u roro-
BUT ‘HAIUTOK XXU3HU - 603y. OH BO3pOXK/IAeT ¢ Hel POJHUK U MPOOyKIaeT
Typan u Camap oT BEYHOTO CHQ, OJHAKO CHJIA TpOca ZOCTUTAET AJjist ['mib-
raMenia JuIlb o oceHU. M mosToMy Kaxzpiii rog, anbnel I'pady u Yak npunHo-
CAT eMy YKUBYIO TPaBy BeCHOM, YTOObI pa30yAUTh €ro JJisi HOBBIX MO BUTOB.
[TpucyrcrBue ['apramenia B Mugomoruu ApeBHUX GoIrap sIBIsETCS elle Ofi-
HUM CBUJIeTeIbCTBOM UX TeCHOM CBSI3U C UPAHOSI3bIYHBIMU IJIeMeHaMU.

Bo Bpems ocaapl KoHcTaHTHHOMOIA 17 U101 813 rofia Hallel spbl KaH
KpyMm ['posHbIil mpuHec 4YesioBeyeCcKyl0 YXepPTBY, BbILIeJT B MOpe, YMBLICH,
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OKPOIMJI COJIJAT BOJOW U BOMJI CBOE KOIbe B ‘30/I0Thbie BOPOTAa'. 3pUTEIN
C BBICOKMX KPEITOCTHBIX CT€H COMTHI C TOJIKY 3aXBaThIBAIOLIMM BHUJOM U, B
CBOIO ouepenb, MoJsiTcs bory ‘yaaputs BapBapos'. K coxxanenuio, KaH ymep
BCKOpe I0CJIe CepAeYHoro MpUCTYyIa 13 anpess 814 roja, 1 poMen OJepXKU-
BalOT nobezly B CBOMM MOJIMTBEHHBIM NpeBocxofcTBoM: ‘bor Hac ciapimmt!’.
OgpHaxko, o coBam xaHa [Ipecuana, ‘bor Bugur!.

KynpT mamsiTu repoes U fiefoB CWIBHO Pa3BUT € BEPOI B TO, YTO UX AyX
HaceJisieT nelepbl. HekoTopsle 13 meliep OKoJIO AepeBHU Mazapa UCIOJIb-
30BaJINCh B Ka4eCTBe XXePTBOIIPUHOIIEHUH B IPUCYTCTBUU NBOPSH. Putyan
COIIPOBOXJAETCSI UTPaMU, Bece/IbeM U COPEeBHOBAaHUSIMU - CKayKaMH, Apa-
KaMU U cTpenb0oit U3 nykKa. [T0cKo/IbKY 3/1ech OOHAPY)KEHO BHYLIUTETbHOE
cBsiTvuiLe TaHTPbI, apXE0JIOTH MPEZTIO/IAraloT, YTO OHO N300PAKEHO C pe-
sbepOM CKaJIbl BHAMEHUTOTrO BCcaJHUKA. Haamucey Top)kecTBEHHO OOBSIBIISIET,
uyTo KaH OMyprar npuHec xepTBy Tanrpe. Paspeuieno npsimoe coeriHeHne
€ rJIaBHOY BepHUIMHOM Manzapa cBaTo# ropsl Mepy, OIMCaHHOMN B UHAUKHCKOM
anoce Maxa6xapara.

Brieuatnstowyii KameHHbI peibed BeasHyka Ha ckane B Magape ocra-
eTCsl 3aXBaThIBAlOIIel 3arafkoii. Jloiroe BpeMsi CYMTAIOCh, YTO OH M300pa-
XaeT, Kak KaH Kpym I'po3sHblit pa3buBaet 61aroposHoro ummneparopa Huku-
¢dopa: ‘Ecu ThI He X0uelb 1oxos, /151 Te6st ecTh Tonop!'. [To3xe nosiBsieTcst
¥Ms1 KaHa TepBesa, KOTOPBIH ‘OTYUTHIBAETCS I€pes, CBOMM OTLIOM KaH Ac-
MapyXOM. YTO OH COXPaHWJ/ U YTBEPAWJ CO3JaHHOe UM rocyaapcrso. Janee
Jenatorcs npeanonoxenus: o Kopmucoure u OMyprare, KOTopble JOMOTHS-
IOT CITMCOK JIOCTOMHBIX 60/Irapckux rnpasutesieii. CTOpOHHUKY TEOPUU MPAH-
CKOT'O IIPOUCXOXKIEHUS MPOTOOY/Irap HAIOMHUHAIOT, YTO Ma/iapcKuii BCafIHUK
HanoMUHaeT GexucToHCKUi penbed naps Japus I B V Beke fo Halueit apsl,
XOTSI ¥ CO 3HAYUTe/IbHBIMU pa3au4dusiMu. 1o ux ciosam, BcagHuk cuMBoIm-
supyet CoJHIle, MPOH3eHHBIH /ieB - 3Be3/a Pery, a Geryujas co6aka oiu-
uetBopsieT JIyHy.

BcagHUK 0fieT B KOPOTKYIO MAaHTHIO 0 KOJIEH U JIYK C OAHTOM Ha CITUHE.
OH cen Ha ceAsIo ¢ BBICOKOM CIIMHKOM M HACTYIUJI Ha CTPeMeHa, TUITMYHbIe
IJ1sI TPOTOOY/IrapCKHX BOMHOB. HaBepxy KOmbsi B IbBY 3aMeyeH JIOIIaAMHbIN
XBOCT, KOTOPO Ha CaMOM JieJie siByisieTcst 60eBbIM ¢piarom gpeBHuUX 6osrap.
[Toatomy BcagHuk cvMBonIM3UpyeT Bepy B HeNoOeJHMOCTb GOrapCcKOro
opy>Xus, HecMOTpsi Ha npeBpaTHOCTH CynbObl. JleB 4acTo MosB/IsieTCsT Ha
60eBbIX di1arax pomees ¢ yOeXJeHUEM B UX IIPEBOCXOACTBE HAJ, BapBapaMH.
OpHaxo cepebpsiHas yaiia u3 yepena Hukudopa gokasbpiBaer, 4To «BpeMeHa
MEHSIIOTCSI» BMECTE C JIIOJbMH U UX CybOOH.
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The Country of Azadistan,
the National Government of South Azerbaijan
(From April to September of 1920)

Yagub Mahmudov

Abstract: The article reveals events that occurred in an area located south of Azerbaijan
in northwestern Iran in the years immediately following the end of World War I. These events
are mainly related to the struggle to gain autonomy in the area within Iran, culminating in
the rebellion in Tabriz, led by the Democratic Party of Azerbaijan, on 7 April 1920. For a
short time, the power was entirely in the hands of the rebels who carried out reforms in the
fields of economy, education, health care, the fight against poverty and military affairs. They
established an independent republic, which ended on September 12, 1920.

Key words: Azerbaijan, revolution, Tabriz, post-First World war, Iran

Pe3iome: CtaTusTa pasriexsa CbOUTHATA, KOUTO Ce CTYIHIIN B 06J1aCT, Pa3IojIo)KeHa
I0)KHO 0T A3bpbaiimkaH, B CeBepo3anazieH VpaH, B rofMHNTE HEITOCPECTBEHO CIef Kpasi Ha
[TepBara cBeTOBHa BoiiHa. Te ce U3pa3siBaT OCHOBHO B 60p6ara 3a 1oriyyaBaHe Ha aBTOHOMHUST
Ha o6iacTra B paMKuTe Ha MpaH, KOUTO Ky/JIMUHHMPAT B M36YXHAIOTO Ha 7 QIllpHUII 1920 T. BBC-
TaHue B rpag Tabpus, ppKoBogeHO oT JleMoKpaTnyeckara naptvst Ha A3bppGaiimpraH. 3a Kpar-
KO BpeMe BJ/IaCTTa PeMUHAJIA U310 B PhLieTe Ha BECTAaHULUTE, KOUTO IIPOBENU B 06/1aCTTa
pedopmu B 06/1acTTa HAa UKOHOMHKATA, 06Pa30BaHUETO, 3paBeona3BaHeTo, bopbaTa cperry
MH3epUsTa ¥ BOEHHOTO fiesio. [10 TO3M Ha4yMH ce Cb3jasa He3aBUCHMA peryGinKa, YHITOo
Kpail HAaCTBITMII HA 12 CEMTEMBPH 1920 T.

The tumultuous historic milieu of the World War I set the background for
the resurrection of national liberation movement in the Southern part of
Azerbaijan bound for the revival of statehood traditions as it had led to the
establishment of the People’s Republic in North Azerbaijan.

During the war, including South Azerbaijan which occupied the north-
western regions of the country, the whole territory of Iran became the battle-
ground of military operations for foreign powers. The ubiquitous dominance
of the die-hard reactionary Iranian command doubled with the foreign inva-
sion had further exacerbated the livelihood of the people along with aggra-
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vating the internal contradictions. Despite the fact that the February revolu-
tion eventuated in the downfall of the Tsarist autocratic regime in Russia,
South Azerbaijan still remained under the control of the Russian armed forces.
The national insurgence in the whole country aimed at the elimination of
the monarchial rule and foreign incursion, as well as at the implementa-
tion of democratic reforms to establish constitutional laws in the country. It
soon assumed the form of a massive national liberation movement in South
Azerbaijan. The processes going on in Russia, the successful victory of the
liberation movement in North Azerbaijan, the revitalization of the national
statehood traditions, as well as the restructuring carried out by the People’s
Republic of Azerbaijan gave impetus to the national liberation movement in
South Azerbaijan.

The national liberation movement of South Azerbaijan was headed by
Sheikh Mahammad Khiyabani (1879-1920), who was one of the spirited ac-
tivists of the Iranian Revolution which had taken place in the years of 1905-
1911.

The main heroes of this revolution called ‘Mashruta (Constitution)
Revolution” were Sattar Khan and Baghir Khan who were the valiant sons of
Azerbaijan.

Under the guidance of Sheikh Mahammad Khiyabani, along with
struggling against the internal tyranny and foreign occupation, the freedom
fighters of South Azerbaijan also demanded countrywide reforms and demo-
cratic improvements at a national level. To realize this aspiration, they pri-
marily strove for the victory of the revolution all across Iran which would
wind up in the liquidation of the monarchial regime and the establishment
of the democratic republican state. The attainment of the self-autonomy of
South Azerbaijan within the democratic state of Iran was one of the prior
goals of the national liberation movement. The Democratic Party of Azerbai-
jan (DPA) played an essential role in the coalescence of the South Azerbaijani
people into one united front. The Central Committee of DPA was chaired by
Sheikh Mahammad Khiyabani.

Under the instruction of Sheikh Mahammad Khiyabani, the Democrats
persistently urged the people of Tabriz, Ardabil, Khoy, Urmiya, Sarab, Zan-
jan, etc. to go on a strike and protest against the pro-British Iranian govern-
ment. They vehemently exhorted the immediate abdication of the King and
resignation of the government, as well as prompt implementation of demo-
cratic reforms in the country.

At the beginning of 1918, at a time when national liberation movement
rapidly expanded, the Russian troops were abruptly withdrawn from South
Azerbaijan. Taking advantage of this opportune situation, England started
positioning its military forces in South Azerbaijan. In essence, the British
avidly craved for getting access to Baku oil. That’s why the British govern-
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ment had purposefully dispatched supplementary military units to Iran un-
der the lead of general Densterwill who was specifically assigned to capture
the port cities of Anzali, Rasht and Baku.

The seizure of the bordering regions of South Azerbaijan and Turkey
by the British forces for the sake of ‘preemption of the Turkish danger’, which
actually meant the total takeover of control of Iran by England, further deep-
ened the growing frustration and dissatisfaction of the masses and shored up
the escalating national liberation movement in South Azerbaijan.

Availing of this favorable opportunity, armed by former Russian officers
and strengthened by the new foreign support, the Armenian criminal gang-
sters started perpetrating mass murders and slaughters against the Azerbai-
jani-Turkish population of South Azerbaijan living in the regions adjacent
to Turkey in the same way as they had committed atrocities against the
Turkish-Muslim people of the Eastern Anatolia and North Azerbaijan. Pro-
voked and instigated by the French officers and American missionaries, Aysors
and Kurds also aggressively conspired against and carried out massacres of
the Azerbaijani people. If it hadn’t been for the military presence of Turkey,
South Azerbaijan would have been drowned in blood. Starting from March of
1018, the Turkish military forces relentlessly killed Maku, Urmiya and Salmas’
invaders and Armenian-Kurdish-Aysorian slayers and finally entered Tabriz
which meant the liberation of South Azerbaijan.

But, faced with an extremely difficult international situation, Turkey
was constrained to withdraw its military forces out of South Azerbaijan in
November 1918. Using this chance, the British army swiftly seized Tabriz and
took over the entire South Azerbaijan. Thus, by subjugating South Azerbai-
jan the British forces gained complete power all over the Iranian territory.

Subdued by constant pressures, in the end Iran was coerced to sign a
contract with England on gth August 1919. The terms stipulated in the agree-
ment made Iran subordinate of the latter. Inflamed by this abject submission
and unacceptably dismal capitulation, along with the entire Iranian nation,
the national liberation movement of South Azerbaijan rose up to defend the
county against this disgraceful and outrageous pact. With the active par-
ticipation of impassioned crowds, tempestuous demonstrations and heated
strikes were held throughout South Azerbaijan in opposition to this subservi-
ent acquiescence. The freedom fighters that had started a violent riot against
government drove the governor of Tabriz out of the city in October 1919.
Shortly, the British military forces were also expelled out of Tabriz at the
urging demands of the people.

Having gathered a momentous speed, the national liberation move-
ment of South Azerbaijan assumed an increasingly more decisive and critical
role in launching a violent insurrection against government. Thus, on 7th of
April, 1920, the armed uprising took place in Tabriz under the leadership of
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Sheikh Mahammad Khiyabani. The rebellious people of Tabriz didn’t hesi-
tate to join the revolt to support their common cause. Not daring to interfere,
the police forces that were ordered to smother the upheaval were forced to
flee the city. The rebellion of 7th April triumphed and prevailed without any
bloodshed due to the unprecedented enthusiasm and exceptional fervor of
the Azerbaijani people. Addressing the nation on the same day of victory,
Sheikh Mahammad Khiyabani made an announcement about substituting
the name of Azerbaijan with Azadistan, which means ‘the country of free-
dom’.

Following the thriving victory, the insurgents of Tabriz immediately
started abrupt dismissal and eviction of the state functionaries and military
officials appointed by the central government. In this way, the governance
and administration of South Azerbaijan were handed over to the well-or-
ganized and competent members of DPA. The uprising which had started
with the pressing demands for democratic reforms and reconstructions in
society consequently turned into a national liberation movement. Thus, the
self-determining statehood traditions were revived in South Azerbaijan. The
people were genuinely longing for the quick establishment of their own in-
dependent, national state with a free, liberal society.

The cities of Khoy, Ardabil, Astara, Maragha, Ahar and Zanjan in South
Azerbaijan saw numerous fiery revolts subsequent to the glorious armed up-
rising in Tabriz. It’s worth mentioning that the national liberation movement
of South Azerbaijan was received with very warm welcome among the other
defiant groups all over Iran who were truly adverse to the presence of the
exploitive British invaders and the dominance of the authoritarian, old-line
domestic rule.

As the opposition and antagonism against the internal dictatorial rule
and British supremacy escalated and spread in the whole country, the in-
surgents of Tabriz were compelled to take more drastic and far-reaching
measures. On 23rd of June, 1920, with the leadership of Sheikh Mahammad
Khiyabani the National Government was founded in Tabriz. Principally com-
posed of the proficient members of DPA, the Cabinet of the National Govern-
ment represented all various strata of society equally. 24th of June, the day
which was marked by the festive inauguration of the National Government
in Tabriz was broadly celebrated on a national scale. All businesses and en-
terprises were suspended, educational institutions were temporarily called
off and all the markets and stores were shut down. Acting on the order of
the National Government, including the Governor of Tabriz, all state func-
tionaries and officials designated by the central government were toppled
and thrown out of Tabriz within a span of only a few days. This in fact meant
the actual dethronement of the autocratic monarchy in South Azerbaijan
and the ensuing deposition of the Iranian authority which in turn led to the
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revival of the national statehood traditions. To achieve this end, the National
Government set up by Sheik Mahammad Khiyabani really functioned as a
democratic and self-ruling republic on account of the continual reforms and
restructurings it carried out.

Although the people of South Azerbaijan were determined to struggle
for absolute independence, the National Government strove for the democra-
tization of entire Iran and confirm the constitutional laws in the whole country
along with complete abolition of the internal tyrannical regime and repressive
British dominance. The National Government also fought to stop the discrimi-
nation policy directed against South Azerbaijan.

Although the people of South Azerbaijan were capable of aspiring to
full sovereignty after having created virtually an independent, self-governing,
democratic republic, the National Government was pursuing a preset course of
struggling to secure just a local autonomy within the future democratic Iranian
state. The leaders of the National Government held a deep conviction that the
victorious uprising which took place in Tabriz would shortly arouse upheavals
in different parts of Iran and soon after spread in the whole country. They
believed that the monarchy would be overthrown and eventually a republican
rule would be established all over the country wherein the sole source of power
would lie with the people. The founders of the National Government had culti-
vated a profound hope that the Azerbaijani people would play an important
role in the formation of the soon-to-be Iranian government which would have
its basis rested only on the people of Iran. Sheikh Mahammad Khiyabani was
fully confident that ‘Tabriz would be the main redeeming power behind Iran’s
salvation’.

Since the National Government didn’t have any premeditated politi-
cal intentions about segregating South Azerbaijan from Iran and forming an
independent, self-ruling state, as soon as it started functioning, numerous
multifaceted reforms were introduced in the spheres of economy, education,
health services, etc. As a priority issue, first of all a range of urgent measures
were taken to alleviate the miserable life conditions of the impoverished
people residing in various regions of South Azerbaijan, including Tabriz. Spe-
cial projects were undertaken to overcome illiteracy. Nationalized schools
and equipped hospitals were opened countrywide. An special school was set
up in Tabriz for the girls from underprivileged families. Qualified teachers
were invited from Baku, Turkey and Thilisi for teaching in the newly-opened
national schools. The preparations were underway for the formation of a na-
tional garrison. Separate gendarme and police forces of the National Govern-
ment were created. Special police academies were instituted. New ministries,
offices and enterprises were founded to organize the necessary groundwork
for carrying out other important projects such as the creation of new job
opportunities, the implementation of currency reform, the establishment of a
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finance-bank system, the realization of municipal elections. Ground-breaking
land reforms were launched as well in order to procure the equal distribution
of land among the people.

All the vital steps and reforms undertaken by the National Government
were oriented to an independent, democratic, republican state-building pro-
cess. The nascent independent state of Azerbaijan was therefore renamed as
the Country of Azadistan. Accordingly, the term ‘Azerbaijan’ was replaced
with Azadistan in all official documents, forms, as well as panels of the
ministries, offices and other enterprises and institutions.

Sheikh Mahammad Khiyabani used to call on the people of his Mother-
land to make every sacrifice since it was his genuine belief that this approach
was the only way whereby independence and freedom ideals could be fulfilled.
He used to disseminate his progressive and reformist views at the gatherings
arranged in the main garden of Tabriz. Sheikh Mahammad specified his prin-
cipal ideas about the national struggle and freedom in his speech delivered
on 15th June, 1920 as follows: “It’s a natural and universal phenomenon to
love your own identity. Every human being loves themselves more than their
fellow beings. That’s why in order to improve the welfare and prosperity of the
people, no society should expect help from the other. It’s particularly useless
and futile to wait for favor and service from the people who have no affiliation
or connection with you. Self-respect, self-esteem and self-confidence should be
put in the same order as self-love for one’s identity. No society or nation should
possess arrogance or low self-confidence. In the same way as one should by
no means accept immorality, baseness and ignobleness since all these blight
and cripple people’s self-trust, similarly no society should approve of aggression
and belligerence as these lead to inability and powerlessness. Humankind is
in a desperate need of collaboration and mutual aid on the part of all of its
members. It would be wrong to presume that small nations cannot contribute
to the common cause of humanity and a huge mistake to disregard their exis-
tence because of this. It’s extremely unfortunate and regrettable that we have
always underestimated our self-worth and self-value to the extent of being un-
aware and oblivious of our own identity. This fact has been tested in individual
lives time after time. It has been repeatedly deduced that the individuals who
own high personal qualities and devote themselves to supreme ideals as well
as valuing their capabilities and upholding their honor have proved to reach
great heights in life. It’s specifically because of this reality that throughout the
history the outstanding literary figures and philosophers have achieved great
accomplishments and acquired broad influence particularly on the account of
their personalities. They have gained the respect and admiration of great kings
and grand emperors owing to their hard work and considerable effort. This is
the reason why they were endowed with the uppermost positions in the palaces.
Likewise, the nations can only evolve and advance if they elicit their national
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awareness, educe their latent grandeur and concealed spiritual strength and
bring forth their lost identity. The nation striving for its independence and free-
dom cannot remain indifferent and unresponsive to the social and political pro-
cesses that influence its life. If we wish to be considered among the developed
and progressive nations, then we have to elevate our mentality and outlook to
their level by raising our mindset and attitude all the time. The first prerequi-
site for a nation’s dignity is the independence and freedom of that nation. The
nation deprived of its independence is doomed to disgrace and ignominy at
the end. The independence of a nation can be deemed as its merit and moral
distinction. The features which safeguard and preserve the independence of a
nation are the heroism, bravery and valor of that nation”.

The national liberation movement of South Azerbaijan developed
rapidly. The Azerbaijani people were practically on the verge of creating
their own independent, democratic, republican state. The resounding
achievements of the National Government spurred on the discontented
population of Iran and inspire the whole nation to act against the central
government. Shuddering with fear, the rulers of the tyrannical monarchial
regime were faced with real danger of abdication and banishment. The
vested interests of the British who were trying to maintain supremacy over
the Iranian government and get a hold of Baku oil were also thrown into
jeopardy by the growing turmoil and uproar in the country. So, without
more ado they started conniving with the Iranian government to organize
a conspiracy against the National Government.

The malicious Iranian government was deliberately engaging the Na-
tional Government in hectic negotiations by granting countless pledges and
assurances, on the one hand, and underhandedly plotting an assault plan
to Tabriz, on the other hand. After all the preparation of surreptitious work
was over, the heavily armed military forces of the suppressive monarchial
regime unexpectedly attacked Tabriz on 12th September, 1920. The insur-
gents of Tabriz confronted the assailants intrepidly and withstood the attack
heroically for two days. Nevertheless, the over armed regular forces of the
central government far outnumbered the rebels. That’s why on 14th Septem-
ber Sheikh Mahammad Khiyabani was brutally assassinated and the revolt
was overthrown in cold blood. Thus, the freedom struggle of the Azerbaijani
nation was once again cruelly crushed. In the same way as the callous Bol-
shevik regime of the Soviet Russia had squelched the People’s Republic of
Azerbaijan in North Azerbaijan, similarly the reactionary monarchial regime
of Iran viciously smothered the Country of Azadistan in South Azerbaijan.
Russia and Iran couldn’t have tolerated the independence of the country that
they had once ferociously divided in Gulustan and Turkmenchay. So, once
more North and South Azerbaijan were incorporated in Russia and Iran
respectively.
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Life-Guard Grenadier Regiment
in the Russo-Turkish war of 1877-1878

Artem Bagdasaryan

The article is translated by Angelina Preskovskaya

Abstract: This article is devoted to the involvement of the Life-Guard Grenadier Regi-
ment of the Imperial army in the Russo-Turkish war of 1877-1878, which took part in a number
of crucial battles such as the battle of Gorni Dubnik, the capture of Zlatishki pass, the battle
in Pleven. During the war grenadiers tried out new tactics of warfare, and the regiment itself
contributed to the liberation of Bulgaria from the Ottoman rule.

Key words: Life-Guard Grenadier Regiment, Russo-Turkish war of 1877-1878, Bulgaria,
Ottoman Imperia, the battle of Gorni Dubnik

Pe3tome: HacrosiaTa craTus e mocBeTeHa Ha y4acTyeTo Ha JleiiOreapaeiickust rpeHa-
JUPCKU KOPITyC Ha MMIlepcKaTa apMust B Pycko-Typckara BoiiHa npe3s 1877-1878 r., KOHTO B3e-
Ma y4acTue B peihiia BOKHU GUTKU KaTo HanpuMep tasu npu 'opuu [Is6HUK, npy 31aTH-
Kysl Tpoxo/, U 6utkaTa npu [Inesen. ITo BpeMe Ha BoifHaTa rpeHafiuPUTE U3IOI3BAIU HOBU
TaKTHKH Ha BOEHHOTO U3KYCTBO, KaTO KOPITYCHT CIIOMara 3a 0cBoOOXKAaBaHeTo Ha bparapus

OT OCMaHCKOTO YyIIpaBJIEHHE.

The Life-Guard Grenadier Regiment was formed in 1756 in Riga as the first
Grenadier regiment and was considered as one of the best military units of
the Russian Empire. The Regiment participated almost in all wars held by
Russia in 18th, 19th and 20th centuries. Therefore, its military glory is insepa-
rably connected with the Bulgarian history.

At first Grenadiers took part in combats on the territory of Bulgaria
during the Russo-Turkish war of 1768-1774. Thus, they succeeded to demon-
strate their forces in the siege of Silistra in June of 1773.' The first Grenadier
Regiment without having any special weapons was excellent in its composi-
tion and was always sent to the battles to strengthen the others troops.

! Sudravskii 1906, 188-193.
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In 1775, in the day of the celebration of the peace with Turkey, Empress
Ekaterina II took the title of colonel, having become the chief of the regi-
ment and ordered the regiment to be renamed as Life-Guard Regiment and:
‘in honor and respect to infantry of the Russian army’s 1st Grenadier Regi-
ment, first according to its grade and particular in the military discipline and
bravery’.?

In 1828 Life-grenadiers participated in the siege of Varna during the
Russo-Turkish war of 1828-1829.3

However, it was in the war of 1877-1878 that the Regiment greatly con-
tributed to the liberation of Bulgaria from the Ottoman rule.

19th century was characterized by the rise of the national-liberation
movement of people living in the Ottoman Empire. In 1876 a great rebellion
broke out in Bulgaria, but was ruthlessly suppressed by the Turkish authori-
ties. These events were highly judged by the European countries. The aspira-
tion to improve by peaceful means the situation of Christians was thwarted
by the unwillingness of the Turkish side to concede. Thus, the Eastern crisis of
the middle of 1870s posed the question on the elaboration of the appropriate
strategy by the Russian Empire. The attempts of the Russian minister Dmitry
Milyutin to prove to the Emperor Alexander II the inevitability of the war
with Turkey were considered negatively. The exacerbation of the situation
in the Balkans increased the pressure of the ‘Party of action’ on the Emperor,
and on 24 April of 1877 he signed the Manifest which declared war to Tur-
key.4

Regardless to the fact that the war had already been declared and in
June 1877 the Russian troops crossed the Danube river, the Life-Guard Regi-
ment wasn’t sent to the warship. However, the July events, related to the un-
successful assaults of Pleven, caused the need to increase the quantity of the
military staff. In this regard, Guard and Grenadier corps were mobilized.s

On 3 August, the Regiment received a notification for its intervention
in the combats on the Balkans, and on 2 September, it took the road to the
appointment in six echelons after a parting prayer.

Having crossed all Russia on 13 September the grenadiers arrived to
the city of Iasi (Romania), from there they moved on foot to Bulgaria. On
15 October, the regiment passed by Danube and on 17 September arrived at
Gorna Studena.® In a few days, the regiment took its first battle in the war in
the siege of fortifications of Gorni Dubnik.

> Semchenko 1990, 63.

3 Rusanov 1960, 11.

4 Zakharova 2003, 38-53.
5 Puzyrevskii 1887,1-2.

¢ Sudravksii 1908, 37-38.
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By that time the Russian troops faced the stubborn resistance of Tur-
key near the city of Plevna (modern Pleven), shielding the road to Sofia.
Three assaults did not give any results, that is why after some unsuccessful
attempts to conquer Plevna, the Russian command decided to cut it off from
the main parts of Turkish army.

By that moment, the Turkish succeed to construct on the road near
Sofia not large but well-fortified fortresses Gorni Dubnik, Dolni Dubnik and
Telish. It is on these forts that the Plevna’s providing system is based. To
manage the operation the command sent from Saint Petersburg the hero
of the defense of Sevastopol in the Crimean war General Eduard Totleben.
He declared to Alexander II: ‘There will be no Fourth Plevna’, i.e. no fourth
failure at Plevna.”

Totleben created a special unit under the command of General losif
Gurko, who started the operation with an attack to the Turkish fortifications
of Gorni Dubnik. The 24th October had come - the day of ‘baptism by fire’ of
the Guard. Its main forces attacked the position near Gorni Dubnik.

The fortress garrison consisted only of five thousand persons with 4
weapons, when there were 22 thousand Russians with 64 weapons. But the
fortress and its terrain represented a huge hill with a large flat slope around.
On the top of the hill there were unseen from far strong fortifications: the unit
had to move to the destination for about 2 miles open and unprotected.

The attack was held from three sides by the 2nd Guard division com-
posed of the Life-Guard Grenadier Regiment and Guard rifle brigade.® Preo-
brazhensky, Semenovsky and Izmailovsky Guard regiments were dislocated
between Gorni and Dolni Dubnik and functioned as a barrier from the possible
sally from Plevna.°

The most difficult part of the battle was for the Grenadiers. They started
the operation at night, they crossed the Vid river and departed to Gorni Dub-
nik. The Regiment was arranged in front of the enemies’ fortifications, and
had in avant-guard its 4th battalion, in the second line - the 2nd and the 3rd
battalions; the first was left in reserve. In such order, the regiment started
the attack (fig. 1). Because of the rugged terrain it was difficult enough to
maintain the direction of the offensive, that is why the regiment had to make
stops and to put everything in order. After having noticed the appearance of
the life-grenadiers, Turks opened a withering fire. The Russian guards attacked
according to ancient rules - in close formation, that is why they got many
losses.”

7 Fortunatov 1950, 124.
8 Genov 1979, 159.

9 Rediger 1999, 90.

© Shefov 2002.
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The 4th spearhead battalion of the Guard Grenadier Regiment was the
most effective in the attack. The chain of the battalion consisted of 1,5 com-
pany. From a distance of 1200-1500 steps, the soldiers did not run in a whole
chain but in small parts. Running in groups, blind spots, permanent staying
in chain of the half of the battalion - all that highly reduced the losses of the
battalion taking into account the lack of fire trainings."

A further advance of the attack to the main fortification seemed im-
possible because of the strong buckshot and rifle fire from the fortification.
The entire terrain in front of this fortification lighted up by the lead rain. In a
few minutes, many people were killed. Here, there was a need to improve the
situation and the command of the regiment. Colonel Julian Lubovitsky or-
dered to the 2nd battalion to attack the small redoubt. Companies of the 2nd
battalion moved ahead and with the support of the 3rd battalion overtook
the redoubt. Being unsatisfied, battalions undertook the attempt to overtake
the main fortification, but they faced deadly enemy fire, so they had to fix
their occupied positions.

Officers of the regiment were a real example of bravery and courage:
they personally controlled the battalions fire, and at the same time they sent
people one by one to trenches. Some people crawled to the exterior ditch
of the main redoubt. By the twilight, the ditch was entirely occupied by the
Guard and at seven o’clock in the evening screaming ‘Hooray’ they broke into
the main redoubt. The Turkish garrison capitulated (figs. 2, 3).

In the telegram sent on 25 October 1877 11:03 a.m. to the prince of Ro-
main Carol from Tuchenitsa the general-adjutant Eduard Totleben reported:
‘Gorni Dubnik is taken. The battle continued for 10 hours. 3000 persons are
taken as prisoners. Telish is not conquered. Losses are not calculated. Many
commands of divisions are put out of action’.

The Russian army’s losses were numerous in this battle, up to about
3600 persons. The Life-guard Grenadier Regiment lost most of his people
(1017 persons),s thus for example the losses in the 10th company were: 42 -
injured, 6 - killed, 5 - lost in the action.” The regiment now had only 10 offi-
cers, 6 companies were managed by sergeant-majors.> The regiment colonel
Julian Lubovitsky was wounded in the action.*

A contemporary of these events, future Russian defense minister Alek-
sandr Roediger wrote in his memoirs: ‘the battle was at its highest point at

1 Belyaev 1956, 260.

2 Sbornik 1905, 1.

5 Belyaev 1956, 264.

4 RSMHA, Fund. 2575, Inventory. 1, Affair. 83, 1. 29-30.
5 Sudravskii 1908, 40.

16 Khronika 1878, 427.
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our rear, and we started to receive anxious news: these people are killed,
this regiment has heavy losses. «...» I have to honestly admit that it was very
eerily only to think that our regiment would be next to be plunged into the
thick of the battle. However, by the evening Gorni Dubnik was taken but
with many victims’.” (figs. 4, 5).

In the result of the conquest of Gorni Dubnik, Telish and Dolni Dub-
nik, Plevna was totally surrounded and separated from the outside world.
The fall of Plevna on 10 October 1877 became one of the most crucial events
of the war, enabled to release more than 100 thousand people for the further
progress of the intervention to the Balkans.

Besides that, the battle for Gorni Dubnik substantially influenced the
war tactics of the Russian army. It is in this battle that an elaboration of the
chain tactics was entirely realized. In place of the large close masses directly
moving ahead, troops assailed in open order formations at a considerable
distance of one line of advancing units from another with a good knowledge
of the terrain.®

The fall of Plevna made an oppressing impression on Constantinople.
But the Turkish government decided to continue the resistance, expecting
that it would be impossible for the Russians to pass the Balkans in winter,
with the aim to prolong the war till the intervention of the European coun-
tries.”

That is why Russia had to continue the intervention. One month af-
ter the battle at Gorni Dubnik the Life-guard Regiment occupied the city of
Etropol. Moreover, in a few days it received a task to take the Zlatishki pass
and to reinforce its positions there. On November 29, after the battle, which
continued for 4 hours, the Guards push the Turks out of the pass and hold it
for a month. In this period, the grenadiers faced all the surviving difficulties
of winter mountains. Holding the pass the regiment lost 1050 people from
whom 20 died of cold, 220 got frostbites, 810 got sick.>

In early January 1878, the regiment took part in the battle for Plovdiv
(Philippopolis) - the final battle of the Russo-Turkish war of 1877-1878. The
war was drawing to an end, the Turkish army had been defeated and soon
the peace was declared.

After the end of active combat actions, the regiment organized an
encampment in Kyuchuk-Tchekmendzi. Regardless the end of the war the
regiment had to face all the difficulties of the marching life. In the region of
the camp the epidemic of typhus had started, in consequence the regiment

7 Rediger 1999, 9o.

18 Puzyrevskii 1881, 103-104.

19 Kolenkovskii & Belolipetskii 1939, 30.
2 Chtenie dlya soldat 1887, 5, 7, 8, 12, 21.
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was moved to Ambarli village at the shore of the Marmara Sea.” Later it was
relocated to the encampment at Buyuk-Kalkaly village.>> On every stop life-
grenadiers helped to local population: guarded villages, restored bridges.>

One year after the intervention in the war on 2 September 1878 the
Life-guard Grenadier Regiment was sent back home to Russia.>

Russo-Turkish war of 1877-1878 indicated the strengths and the weak-
nesses of the military forces of the Russian Empire. In this war, Russians were
the first in the war who faced extremely new combat conditions. According to
the historical conditions, the Turkish troops developed the defense in fortifi-
cations in all types of combat. For this aim fortifications were constructed so
that they could accommodate a great number of shooters. They had to hold
the enemy as far as possible under the defense fire. Places of fortifications
were situated so that they were surrounded by flat landscape on all sides.

During the war of 1877-1878 Russian army received an invaluable com-
bat experience. The war produced commanders who meet modern require-
ments. The chain tactics was successfully developed and was for the first time
widely implemented in the battle under Gorni Dubnik.

In addition, this battle became one of the key points in the war, it
helped to siege the city of Plevna, having accelerated the fall of Turkey and
the liberation of Bulgaria. And as in previous wars with the Ottoman Empire,
the Life-Guard Grenadier Regiment was directly involved in all the important
battles.

For the active military actions, courage and bravery, shown in the
Russo-Turkish war, by the highest decree from 17 April 1878 the Life-Guard
grenadier Regiment’s headwear was decorated with distinctive signs with an
inscription: ‘For Gorni Dubnik on 12 October 1877'. Many officers received
fighting decorations. For the battle under Gorni Dubnik the command of the
regiment was promoted to Major General with an appointment to the suite
of His Imperial Majesty and awarded with the Order of Saint George of the
3rd category and for the heroism in the siege of the Etropole - with the golden
arm. For the Balkans crossing and the heroism in the battle for Philippopolis
the regiment colonel was given the medal of Saint Vladimir of the 3rd and
2nd categories with swords.*

Chteniya dlya soldat - ‘Leib-Grenadery na Zlatitskom perevale v russko-
turetskuyu voinu 1877-1878 gg., Izdanie redaktsii zhurnala, 1887.

2 Sudravskii 1908, 41.

22 RSMHA, Fund. 2575, Inventory. 1, Affair.83, 1. 301
3 RSMHA, Fund. 409, Affair. 168433, 1. 4.

2+ Sudravskii 1908, 41.

s Novitskii 1914, 64.
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1. The map of the attack the fortifications of Gorni Dubnik.

2. M.B. Grekov. The attack of Life-Guard Grenadier Regiment
of Turkish fortifications near Gorni Dubnik.
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3. N. Bunin. The attack of Grenadiers of small redoubt.

4. The monument 5. The monument
to Life-Guard Grenadier to Life-Guard Grenadier
Regiment in Bulgaria. Regiment in Bulgaria.
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The Liberal Radoslavists and the main problems
of the internal political life in Bulgaria
during the government of the Democrats
(1908 - 1911)

Lyubka Naydenova

Summary: This article explores the attitude of the Liberal Radoslavists to the main
problems of the internal politics of the democrats’ government from 1908 to 1911. It focuses on
the democratization of the social life, the restoration of the autonomy of Sofia University, the
elaboration of a modern Education Act, the guarantee of the freedom of speech, the increase
of the municipal autonomy, etc. Times of crisis during the government are also highlighted,
referring to the parliamentary elections, the shooting at the demonstration in Ruse and the
delay of passing the Law on the convocation of the Grand National Assembly.

Key words: Liberal Radoslavist, Democratic Party, Liberal Party, Democrats’ govern-
ment, internal politics

Pesrome: Tasu cTaTvs IPOC/EAsBa OTHOLUIEHHETO HA TMOEPaTUTe PaSlOCIABUCTH KBM
OCHOBHHTE TIPOG/IEMH Ha BHTPEIIHATA MMOJIUTHKA Ha MPAaBUTEICTBOTO HA AEMOKDPATHUTE B ITe-
proza 1908-1911 . AKIEHTHTE ca TIOCTaBeHU BBPXY JEMOKPATU3UPAHETO Ha OOIIeCTBEHUs
YKHBOT, Bb3CTAHOBSIBAHETO Ha aBTOHOMUATA Ha CopuiicKust yHUBEpCUTET, U3PAGOTBAHETO HA
MoOZepeH 3aKOH 3a HapOJHATa MPOCBETa, TaPAaHTUPAHETO Ha CBOGOJATA HA C/IOBOTO, YBEH-
YaBaHETO Ha OOIMHCKATA aBTOHOMMSL U Ap. [IpociefeHn ca U HSIKOU KPU3UCHU MOMEHTHU OT
YIIPaBJIEHUETO, CBbP3aHU C MapJaMeHTapHUTe u36opH, cTpenbara mo Bpeme Ha PyceHckata
JEeMOHCTpauys U 3a6aBsiHETO Ha MPHUEMaHeTo Ha 3aKOHA 3a CBUKBaHe Ha Bennko HapogHo
cpOpaHue.

The democratic changes in Bulgaria during the gos increased the researchers’
interest towards the main political parties which appeared during the 8os
and gos of the 19th century. Hence, why the Liberal Party became a subject
of a serious research during the last two decades? Serious results are achieved
till now thanks to the efforts of professor B. Georgiev, professor M. Palangur-
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ski and partly to professor T. Galunov.' They amended dozens of out-of-date
theses.> However, there are still unstudied moments from the development
and the views of the designated party mostly during the period after 1908.
This article focuses on the period from the beginning of 1908 to the fall of the
Democrats’ government in the spring of 1911.

At the beginning of 1908 doctor V. Radoslavov’s Liberals created a big,
for the scale of Bulgaria, political party with a serious public influence. They
were very active in the public and political life and sometimes led the main
attacks of the opposition against the cabinet.

Detailed information has been used from the central archives, the
stenographic diaries of the Fourteenth National Assembly, the periodical
seal memorial literature and some other sources in writing this article. The
achievements of modern historical science are mentioned, and some more
are added in accordance with the newly extracted source material.

* * *

The fight between the Democrats and the Liberals had begun long
before the first came to power on 16th of January 1908. The Railway strike
and the act of booing of Ferdinand by the students on 3rd of January 1907
marked the beginning of the crisis in the governance of the national Liberals.
This crisis led to the closure of the University, a mobilization of the railway
workers, an establishment of a secret police, some measures against the free
print, and in general, an offence against the civil rights. All that led to an
acute reaction of the society.? The Thirteenth National Assembly supported
the government* actions but the power weakened.

In January 1907, the so called ‘Patriotic block’ was formed, in which the
democrats took part.> Contrary to them the liberals remained outside the
block because it wasn’t approved by Ferdinand. They believed that the prince
would not entrust the power to any of the coalition parties together or indi-
vidually. However, in the fall of 1907 it became clear that the monarch was
clearly ignoring the populists and the Liberals from power. In order to react
to him they formed the so called ‘Small block’ together with Tsankovists. Due
to the intrigues in the palace, it didn’t start an active work.®

' Georgiev 1992, 113-129; 1993, 129-146; 2001a; 2001b, 45-55; 2004, 223-244; 20073; 2007b,
285-302; 2011, 13-34; Palangurski 1995; Galunov 1997, 58-78; 2013 etc.

2 Cf. Iotsov 1947, 183-190; Hristov 1951/1952, 36; Topalov 1961, 27; Grancharov 1986,
28-31.

3 Popov 1986, 112- 115.

+ Popov & Damyanov 1999, 83-86. See also Georgiev 2014, 525-528.

5 Popov 1982, 56-64.

¢ Georgiev 20013, 177-178.
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At the end of 1907 the Thirteenth National Assembly voted on the 1907
budget and completely used up its work due to the expiry of its term of office.
The prime- minister P. Gudev resigned on 8th of January 1908. On 16th January,
Ferdinand issued a decree for the establishment of a new cabinet led by Al
Malinov. He created a homogeneous government consisting only of repre-
sentatives of the Democratic Party.”

The coming of the Democrats into power discouraged the supporters
of the Liberal Party for a while who hoped to assume the power after the
national liberals. The new cabinet not only ignored their leaders as potential
allies, but it didn’t also give ordinary liberals much of an opportunity to take
up positions in the administration and to influence the municipal self-govern-
ment. This somewhat frightened the Radoslavists activists. The ambitious
plans stated in the regional ordinance of the Central Liberal Bureau from
28th December 1907 for an urgent transformation of the party bureaus and
increasing the numbers of the troops® were not immediately implemented.

In March 1908 the Democratic party announced its intention to hold
parliamentary elections for the Fourteenth National Assembly. This greatly
increased the activity of all the parties. On gth of April the Central Liberal
Bureau summoned a meeting.® It decided the party to take part in the elec-
tions, but approved the nominations of its adherents in only 24 out of 89
constituencies. That was less than 27% of all parliamentary seats, which even
with complete success, was not enough to participate in the government.

It became clear from what had been done that during this period V.
Radoslavov and his closest supporters weren’t aiming at taking power ‘from
below’. The leader of the Liberals personally took part in the parliamentary
elections but that also didn’t bring him any success. He nominated himself
for the elections in Chirpan where he entered a coalition with the National
and the Progressive-Liberal Party and thus kept the existence of the ‘Small
Block’. Nevertheless, the representative of the Democratic Party K. Prodanov
prevailed in the city." The vice-president of the Central Bureau P. Peshev
earned his traditional parliamentary seat in his native town Sevlievo, but in a
coalition with the Democratic Party which didn’t even have its own organiza-
tion in this town.?

Despite the fact that there were a lot of issues with the elections, the
Liberals did well and became the second largest opposition force after Bul-

7 Metodiev & Stoyanov 1987, 317.

8 Narodni prava No74/ 8. Apr. 1909, 2.

9 CSA, f. 401k, op.1,a.e.37, 1. 1.

' Georgiev 2016, 317 and cited bibliography.

" NBKM - BIA, f. 263, op. 1, a. e. 23, 1.18; SL 14, L IS, I, 46-47, 77-82.
2 Palangurski 2011, 219-220.
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garian Agrarian People’s Union. They themselves accepted the Union as a
part of the governing body and declared publicly to be the first among the
opposition and the failure was explained by the pressure and the arbitrari-
ness of the power.? This accusation was exaggerated. In his memoirs pub-
lished decades later, Peshev evaluates the elections as being much freer than
the previous ones.

As in many similar cases so far, the parliamentary elections had been
won by the government. In this case it happened by a large majority.’s
Nevertheless the election arena became a place for serious clashes between
the Democrats and the Liberals and provided dozens of occasions for the
latter to raise accusations against the central authority. It should be noted
here that regardless of the manifested aggressiveness,'® the Radoslavists lost
their vote almost everywhere. That discouraged their activists to a certain
degree. There were dissatisfactions with some activists who, during the elec-
tions, tried to put forward their candidacies in alliance with the power.”

At the beginning of March 1909, additional parliamentary elections for
about 32 seats were scheduled for 12th of April.”® They covered more than
30 districts and gave some chance to the Liberals to include their leader in
the National Assembly and to improve their parliamentary presence. It was
an unfavorable situation for the Democrats to be overthrown because after
the official recognition of the Independence their positions were very stable.
Moreover, even with one hundred percent winning the additional elections,
which was a political illusion, the Liberals wouldn’t have had the chance to get
the parliamentary majority. That’s why their leadership decided to boycott
the vote. However, this position was unacceptable for the provincial Liberals
who had been in opposition for more than 10 years and hoped their leaders to
take over the government soon. For that reason, the central leadership tried
to gradually convey that idea to their party members and the negatives of
what had happened would have been entirely transferred to the government.
The attack began on 14th of March with an analytical article published in
‘Narodni prava’ which answered the question ‘Why had minister Takev sped
up the additional elections? The main thesis was that the elections were
postponed several times until then because the Democrats didn’t enjoy the
voters’ confidence. Then the Minister of Internal Affairs was rushing because

5 Sanstefanska Balgariya No. 499/ 5. Jun. 1908.

4 Peshev 1993, 360.

5 Pryaporets No. 62/ 31. May. 1908.

6 Narodni prava No. 48/ 4. Mar. 1909; No. 62/ 20. Mar. 1909; No. 73/ 9. Apr. 1909;
No. 79/ 14. Apr. 1909; No. 86/ 24. Apr. 1909 etc.

7 NBKM - BIA, f. 263, op. 1, a. e. 14, 1. 281-282.

8 Palangurski 2011, 233.
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he suggested the Election law to be amended and the proportional election
system to be widely included. It was said that M. Takev didn’t want the elec-
tions to be held before 1** of August - the day when the amended law would
come into force and thus the results from the elections would be different.*
The Minister was soon accused of ‘tapping the laws’ and presenting ‘fake re-
ports’ in the palace. >

On 4th of April the Radoslavist’ official journal published another criti-
cal article about the upcoming elections,* and the next day the bureau of the
Sofia Liberal Group posted a decision according to which the organization,
which situated in the capital, shouldn’t participate in the additional parlia-
mentary elections on 12th of April. In pursuance of this decision the supporters
of the Liberal Party in Sofia had to deposit their voting cards by the elective
day in the editorial office or to any of the ten-member committees specially
selected for this purpose.?

The decision of the Liberals from the capital was very soon followed
by the Chirpan and Etropole groups and the Orhanian (now Botevgrad) dis-
trict Liberal Bureau. The last threatened to exclude all its members who
didn’t adhere to the decision.® Very soon the Municipal Liberal Group in
Plovdiv, the district Bureau in Ferdinand town (now Montana) and the Bori-
sovgrad (today Parvomay) district Bureau decided to set up a boycott. They
were not so firm and didn’t oblige their members to return their voting cards
but warned them that those cards could be requested for verification at any
time.>* In contrast to them the leaders of the Haskovo Liberal Group acted
firmly. On 26th of April the members of its Bureau considered all citizens’
declarations for joining the Liberal Party that had been already received. One
of the conditions for becoming a member of the Party was the extent to which
the signatories had complied with the decision that required refraining from
participating in the Parliamentary elections on 12th of April and depositing
the voting cards. The same condition was imposed to the regular members.
Based on the results, the Bureau decided that valid members of the Haskovo
Liberal Group would only be those 181 people (their names were published in
the party official organ) who had deposited their voting cards.>

Regardless of the measures that had been taken, Radoslavov and his
close supporters were not content because particular supporters of the

9 Narodni prava No. 57/ 14. Mar. 1909, 3.

2> Narodni prava No. 67/ 28. Mar. 1909, 1.

2 Narodni prava No. 71/ 4. Apr. 1909, 1.

22 Narodni prava No. 72/ 6. Apr. 1909, 3.

3 (CSA, f. 401, op. 1, a. e. 67, |. 5; Narodni prava No. 72/ 6. Apr. 1909, 2-3; No. 74/ 8.
Apr. 1909, 3.

24 Narodni prava No. 74/ 8. Apr. 1909, 3.

5 Narodni prava No. 114/ 1. Jun. 1909, 4.
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Liberal Party and whole groups committed to some candidates to support
them and to vote for them regardless of the decision of their superiors. That
made the center to address the party and remind them about the decision
taken regarding ‘an absolute refraining’ from participation that was a part of
the common policy and respecting it in accordance with ‘the strict discipline
of the party’. The governing body of the Party publicly explained to its supporters
that ‘they had good reasons’ for making that decision. It also warned that it
should not be influenced by local considerations and that if the party had not
taken part in the elections, its supporters could not help other candidate-
members. It was recommended for all to follow the example of the Sofia Lib-
eral Group and each voter to deposit his card in the Bureau of the group.*
For their part, the members of the Central Liberal Bureau toured the country
and explained at meetings to their supporters why they should not vote.””

Despite the warning, some provincial Radoslavists took part in the
elective race. The party eager to secure positions, saw in the deputy mandate
a possibility for a quiet life for several years. In that case it was worth the
risk not to prove yourself in your own party. Thus, in Peshtera, doctor V.
Radoslavov’s candidacy was handed in without him being aware of that. The
case was peculiar and had been already analyzed,* but it had not been fully
proven yet whether Vasil Radoslavov had known about his candidacy or he
had relied on taking a deputy seat thanks to a political trick, the loss of which
wouldn’t have brought him serious negative consequences. On 14th of April
he officially thanked everyone who had voted for him (less than 1150 people
against more than 1700 for his opponent).>®

Immediately after the elections, ‘People’s right’ declared that the
Democrats had lost the trust of the people as according to the quoted by the
independent newspaper ‘Bell’ information, given to him by the Ministry of the
Internal Affairs, there were a total of 46220 votes for government candidates,
and 51566 — for the opposition. Nevertheless, according to the majority vote,
the Democrats won 31 out of 32 mandates.?® The Liberal calculated that if
the proportional system would be applied, the opposition would get 17 man-
dates against 15 for the government.> The main reason for the victory were

26 Narodni prava No 74/ 8. Apr. 1909, 3.

27 E.g. On April 19, 1909, a district meeting was held in Belogradchik, at which R.
Radev delivered a two-hour speech - Narodni prava No. 84/ 20. Apr. 1909, 3.

8 Georgiev 2016, 319-320.

29 Narodni prava No 79/ 14. Apr. 1909, 3. The newspaper published the exact number
of voters who voted for V. Radoslavov: 285 in Peshtera, 83 in Bratsigovo, 18 in Aydin
18 and Chepino 651 - all 1141.

% Palangurski 2011, 233-234.

3 Narodni prava No 81/ 16. Apr. 1909, 3.
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the partisans and the remission of fines for hidden livestock from ‘beglik’.>*
It was stated that the main reason for ‘the victory’ was the ‘disagreement’
and the remission of fines for a hidden tax on goats and sheep. It should be
noted here that the Radoslavists leaders were aware that with few members
of parliament more or less, the Democratic Party wouldn’t lose its majority.
That’s why, after the final approval of the Independence on 6th of April 1909,
they invoked to convene a Grand National Assembly, that would put the
Democrats to new trials.

The boycott of the additional parliamentary elections didn’t have the
expected influence on the political attitude. That's why the Liberal leaders
seriously prepared themselves to participate in the partial municipal elec-
tions during the second part of 1909. Under Ferdinand’s Decree N°52 of Janu-
ary 31st the same year,3* they were entirely held according to the proportional
elective system. The first to test it were the towns of Chirpan, Stara Zagora,
Razgrad and Radomir as well as a lot of settlements in Shumen and Burgas
regions. The prognoses of the ‘People’s rights’ that the Minister of the Inter-
nal Affairs would hurry to hold municipal elections before the proportional
system entered into force didn’t come true. That required the search for new
ideological means.

On August 6th the Central Liberal Bureau came out with Memorandum
Ne2 in which it explained to its supporters the new pre-elective situation. The
local activists were instructed to strictly follow the instructions of the Cen-
ter and to choose a voting-paper with a green color which has already been
registered by the Sofia District court and which has been widely proclaimed
in issue 138 of the official newspaper of the party.>s At the same time it was
reminded that under Article 16 and Article 55 of the new Election Law the
voting cards have been issued for a period of three years and could be used
at all the elections. For that reason, the party ‘Office for saving the members’
voting cards was set up. That office had to keep the cards and to distribute
them when it was necessary.*® The latter gave an opportunity for a complete
control over the Liberal electors and their families.

32 Narodni prava No 79/ 14. Apr. 1909, 1; No. 84/ 27. Apr. 1909, 3.

33 Narodni prava No 84/ 21. Apr. 1909; No. 96/ 8. May. 1909; No. 11. 16. Jan. 1910; No. 127/
15. Jun. 1910 etc.

3+ DV No. 32/ 5. Mar. 1909.

35 At the beginning of 1909 the Democrats made changes to the Election Law. One
of those changes was the introduction of party colors under Section 21 of Article 65
from the Law of the amendment of the Election Law - DV No. 24/ 1. Feb. 1909. The
green was among the most preferable colors and doctor V. Radoslavov did his best
to take it. On May 30th 1909 Sofia District court registered a dark green color of the
voting paper for the Liberal Party in the whole country. After that this color became
a symbol of Liberals in the following years.

3 CSA, f. 401k, op. 1, a.e. 41, L. 1-2.
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Partial municipal elections were held shortly after the parliamentary
ones. On August 20th 1908 the Central Bureau of the Liberal Party issued a
Memorandum to serve as instructions for those elections.’” There was a great
activation on the part of the Liberals but the elections caused an incident in
which Radoslavov almost died at the train station in Pleven. The broken leg
and shoulder decreased his activity in the following months and, to a certain
degree, affected the dynamics of the political life of the party. For example,
the leader of the Liberals was the only great political leader who didn’t attend
personally the declaration of the Independence in Turnovo.*®

Another partial municipal election was held in the spring and the
summer of 1909. The offence of the authority against some traditional
liberal centers, as Lovech and Sevlievo, during the election campaign pro-
voked a widespread commentaries and sharp attacks against the actions of
the governing party in the Radoslavists press.>® Some of the accusations were
tendentious but others were a reflection of what had been happening at that
moment. On February 24th ‘Narodni prava’ published an article the topic of
which was ‘The Democrat municipal self-government’. That article was
followed by a similar one on March 2nd. In them the government regional
policy was under the lash.#* There was a particularly acute dissatisfaction with
the adjournment of the municipal council in Radoslavovo village (until 1899
its name was Kolanlare village, and from 1946- Chavdar village, L.N.), Zlatitsa -
Pirdop district, which was named after the leader of the Liberal Party.# Here
the local secretary tax-collector, who passed on to a higher post in the ad-
ministration of the Democrats, managed to convince some of the municipal
councilors to give their resignations in order the Council to be adjourned.+
‘Narodni Prava’ also published certain reports about the arbitrariness of the
police during the municipal elections. Among them, P. Chorbadgiisky’s re-
port about the elections in Stoil Voivoda village, Nova Zagora district, de-
served a particular attention. The police blockaded the village there in order
to prevent the agitations of the opposition, and the ballot-box was placed
in ‘a closed room’ that hadn’t happened since the time of St. Stambolov’s
government.® At the end of March the newspaper came out with a caustic

37 Narodni prava No 39/ 21. Feb. 1909, 3.

3% Georgiev 2016, 318.

3 Narodni prava No 10/ 15. Jan. 1909; No. 46/ 2. Mar. 1909; No. 67/ 28. Mar. 1909;
No. 68/ 1. Apr. 1909; No. 73/ 7. Apr. 1909 No. 116/ 3. Jun. 1909 etc.

4 Narodni prava No 41/ 24. Feb. 1909; No. 46/ 2. Mar. 1909. See also No. 48/ 4. Mar.
1909.

# About the history of the village - see Ivanov 2013.

4 Narodni prava No 56/ 13. Mar. 1909, 3.

4 Narodni prava No 58/ 16. Mar. 1909.
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article in which it blamed the pressure of the authorities on the election pro-
cess while giving some particular cases from the elections in the town of
Shumen.# The governing was also accused for committing homicides at the
precincts. The application of the ‘Law for encouragement the local industry’
was also criticized by hinting at corruption and a preference for ‘their people’
from the part of the Democrats.%

Among the reports that the Liberals made public there was inevitably
a lot of true information. However, the way in which that information was
presented inevitably pointed to an increasingly strained political relations
between the governing and one of the leading opposition parties.

With the liquidation of the excess credits the Democrats increased
the funds for educational, cultural and social activities in the state budget.
The Fourteenth National Assembly passed a Law for protection of the public
health and under the pressure of the Minister of Education, the government
increased the teachers’ salaries. 4

Unexpectedly that caused an acute reaction on the part of the Liberals
who declared that the 1909 budget ‘stimulated the misappropriations’, and
the Democrats didn’t keep their pre-election promises at all.# That couldn’t
be interpreted otherwise except as a political criticism. The same referred to
the attack against ‘the decrease’® of the military budget at a time when the
existence of the state was threatened.# The party supporters, who had been
in opposition for a long time, definitely needed to ally, but the way in which
that was done was indelicate and incorrect to the actions of the governing
body. Sometimes in the public area even appeared some inadequate charges
against the power such as the Democrats being Republicans,> that caused a
sharp response from the part of the latter.>

From the autumn of 1909 the criticism of the Radoslavists was trans-
ferred to the National Assembly. First to be criticized was the inertness of the
Government regarding the amendment of the Constitution in connection
with the already officially recognized Independence.>* It had some reason

4 Narodni prava No 63/ 21. Mar. 1909, 1. For events in this city during the period, cf.
Georgiev 2019, 338-342.

4 Narodni prava No 68/ 1. Apr. 1909, 1.

46 SL, 14 ONA, 693-726. See also Mushanov 1908, 68-77.

47 Narodni prava No 2/ 3. Jan. 1909; No. 35/ 16. Feb. 1909; No. 41/ 24. Feb. 1909.

4 In the light of the complications surrounding the protection of declared Indepen-
dence, the government has voted to release additional weapons - CSA, f. 1303k, op. 1,
a.e.3,1.34-37.

49 Narodni prava No 44/ 27. Feb. 1909.

5> Narodni prava No 110/ 27. May. 1909.

5' Pryaporets No. 57/ 28. May. 1909.

52 SL, 14 ONA, 2, 11, 3224-3225.
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because, in order to hold power for longer, the Democrats delayed creating a
draft of a new project for a Main Law and the announcement of elections for
a Grand National Assembly.> At the same time there was a hint at corrup-
tion, a state interference in the affairs of the Church etc.5*

Right after its coming to power the Government came up with a clear
program for a democratization of the public life. The basis of that program
was the position for the restoration of the autonomy of Sofia University, the
restitution of the freedom of speech and press, the introduction of a propor-
tional electoral system, and the removal or severe restriction of the excess
credits.>> N. Mushanov was a Minister of Education in the Democratic Govern-
ment. When he took up his post, he reinstated in their former offices the
professors who were fired about a year ago and launched a broad campaign
for drafting a new ‘Law on Public Education’, passed ready in February 1909.5°
In its essence it was modern and democratic. That’s why the Radoslavists,
who were in opposition, didn’t confront directly the reforms but they tried
to criticize the Minister indirectly. On 2oth of March, under the orders of the
Minister of Education, the organization of the class teachers in Sofia elected
members of the Disciplinary Council to the Ministry. For those elections N.
Mushanov tried to boost into position his official candidates, who haven’t
received the approval of the union teachers and of a considerable part of
the non-union class teachers, who the Democratic Minister relied on mostly
for his success. Indignant at the ministerial procedures and impositions, the
union teachers nominated themselves for election in contradiction to the
ministerial candidacies. Both sides showed a great interest in this choice. As
a result, the Minister’s candidates only polled between 10 and 25 votes while
those of the teachers - more than 100 (Staliiski 113, and Iv. Kepov - 125 votes).
The Liberal Radoslavists estimated what had happened as ‘a slap to the minis-
ter’ and praised the teachers’ honesty.>”

Gradually it became clear that the Radoslavists opposed the Democrats
on many issues. About a year after the National Education Act was passed,
they criticized its local implementation by trying to make the teachers oppose
the governing. The attack began with a charge against the Minister of Edu-
cation trying to split the teachers’ organization that had passed censure on
him. According to the Liberals, Mushanov did that on the principle ‘Divida
et impera! (Divide and Rule! author’s note). That was expressed specifically

53 Markov 1983; see also Metodiev & Stoyanov 1990, 21-27.

5t Peshev 1993, 362-363; Narodni prava No 8/ 13. Jan. 1909; No. 20/ 27. Jan. 1909;
No. 30/ 9. Feb. 1909 etc.

5 Pryaporets No. 46/ 22. Apr. 1908; No. 50/ 1. May. 1908.

¢ Mahafova 1979, 150-159.

57 Narodni prava No 58/ 16. Mar. 1909, 3.
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in the formation of the Teachers’ Union of organizations consisting of only
upper secondary teachers, led by people loyal to the Minister. Most of them
were from Lom area, but there were also unqualified principles appointed.
Specific names and posts were listed among which the principals of the two
secondary schools for boys and the secondary school for girls in the capi-
tal. The newly formed organizations came out with a call for a split of the
Teachers’ Union due to the lack of valiance and for establishment of a trade
union consisting of upper secondary teachers only.>®

On 28 February 1910, a love story became a serious political problem
for the Democrats. The elopement of the juvenile Turkish girl Saafet with
her Bulgarian betrothed and the return of her parents by the police led to a
shooting at a peaceful civil demonstration in Ruse when about 30 people died
and twice as many were injured. The event caused mass protests across the
country.® Immediately the Liberals tried to use it in order to provoke the fall
of the Government from power. The front page of the party official newspa-
per looked like an obituary and contained appeals for the Cabinet to resign
for months.% The Democrats held on to power and even M. Takev tempo-
rarily retained his post as a Minister of Internal Affairs, but their position
became more unstable. For that reason, the Central leadership of the Liberals
tried to unite and encourage its supporters with the personal presence of its
members at impressive in numbers meetings in some towns. One of them
was Pleven, which was visited by the leader of the party and the member of
the Central Liberal Bureau Hr. Iv. Popov on 25th March. Due to a decision
taken at the meeting, that brought together about 7000 people in the square,
a sharp protest was made against the shooting in Ruse, the delay of the par-
liamentary elections for a Grand National Assembly and some other current
political problems.*

Takev’s replacement as a Minister of the Internal Affairs was postponed
until September 1910.* That’s why the Liberals’ reproaches® had some rea-
sons. In addition to that, in the autumn of the same year in the Ministry of

58 Narodni prava No 9/ 14. Jan. 1910, 2. The attacks continued in the following
months - see Narodni prava No. 62/ 19. Mar. 1910; No. 133/ 21. Jun. 1910; No. 134/
22. Jun. 1910; No. 135/ 23. Jun. 1910.

5 About this case, cf. Nenov 1998, 146-151.

6o Narodni prava No 46/ 1. Mar. 1910; No. 67/ 26. Mar. 1910; No. 70/ 30. Mar. 1910;
No. 81/ 12. Apr. 1910; No. 88/ 26. Apr. 1910; No. 113/ 31. May. 1910; No. 181/ 20. Aug. 1910
etc.

6 Narodni prava No 69/ 29. Mar. 1910.

62 Metodiev & Stoyanov 1987, 317.

6 Narodni prava No 203/ 18. Sept. 1910; No. 229/ 18. Oct. 1910; No. 244/ 6. Nov. 1910
etc.
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Internal Affairs and of Public Health, some corruption schemes, where high-
ranked police officers were involved in, were revealed.*

In order to consolidate its positions, in autumn 1910, the Liberal Party
held its VI congress, the resolution of which sharply criticized the whole policy
of the Government.%

Since 1903 one of the Democrats’ tasks has been to repeal the Paskal Ta-
burnov’ Interpretative Law. It was passed by the Thirteenth National Assembly
which was dominated by the Stambolists. That law amnestied the ex-ministers
doctor V. Radoslavov, D. Tonchev and T. Ivanchov, who were convicted by
the First State Court. The idea of repealing the law was not to bring back the
case against the Radoslavists but to bring to justice for corruption some of
the National Liberal ex-ministers in the cabinets 1903-1908. Among them were
eminent Stambolovists figures and Radoslavists’ friends- general M. Savov -
a former member of the Central Bureau of the Liberal Party*®® and doctor N.
Genadiev - a lawyer of the defendant Radoslavists ministers.®” The repeal was
held at the First session of the Fourteenth Common National Assembly
during extremely sharp protests of the Liberal deputies.®*A decision to sue the
ex-ministers was presented in the Assembly not until 10 December 1910. It was
finally voted on February 1911 after a long debate.® The deputies in the Liberal
Party were not only flatly against, but they also disobeyed and the leader of
their parliamentary group, P. Peshev, refused to sign the Proceedings.”

At the end of 1910 the Democratic Party finally gave a concrete ex-
pression of its intensions to convene a Grand National Assembly to amend
the Constitution. According to the monarch, by that, its political tasks for
the moment ran low. The opposition parties sensed the change and began a
struggle to win the favor of Ferdinand because, in that moment, it depended
on him who would take over the power. Unexpectedly for the leaders of the
Liberals, Iv. Ev. Geshov, who was neglected until that moment, was invited
to an audience.” They followed the King’s moves anxiously,” because, with
some reasons, they were afraid of being neglected again in his choice. How-
ever, they had an off-chance to put pressure on the palace. On gth of March

64 Narodni prava No 38/ 18. Feb. 1910; No. 101/ 12. May. 1910; No. 126/ 14. Jun. 1910;
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1911, Malinov was forced to resign, that happened four days later. Only a week
after that, on March 16, the power was entrusted to Geshov who assumed it in
coalition by the National and the Progressive Liberal parties.”

* * *

The attitude of Liberals towards the main problems of the internal po-
litical life during the Democrats’ government can be qualified, as a whole, as
moderate critical. The main goal of the Liberal Party was to overthrow them
and that’s why it criticized most of the internal political activities regardless
of their usefulness. A political demagogy was often used. Nevertheless, the
Radoslavists’ attacks can’t be defined as used for personal benefits. The tone
in the press was sharp, but not harsh. The supporters of doctor Radoslavov had
the right view of the bourgeois democracy. They often caught well-concealed
violations of the governing, interference of the power structures in the elec-
toral process, corruption etc. Furthermore, Liberals used only legal methods
of struggle. Sometimes they didn’t even get involved in anti-government ac-
tions in order to avoid the clashes with the authorities. Their attempts to
climb to power during that period were mainly expressed in attracting the
monarch’s attention. Despite the great tolerance to the latter, the relations
between the leader of the party and the palace were complicated. At some
points Coburg neglected Radoslavists and that compelled the leaders and the
members to criticize Ferdinand’ s actions but in most cases the king was ‘pro-
tected’ from the attacks of the other political forces, including Democrats.
There the Radoslavists’ efforts to present themselves as the only reliable de-
fenders of the crown were greatly exaggerated, which was an expression of
their eagerness to come into power.
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The Leaders of the Liberal party (Radoslavists)
during the last months of World War I

Biser Georgiev

Summary: This article briefly examines the political activity and the fate of some of
the leading liberals from the spring to the fall of 1918. The last months of the World War I had
been marked by their own specifics, in which the liberals had an important role. Up to the
present moment, this problem has not been thoroughly investigated.

Key words: Liberal Party, liberal leaders, World War I, Bulgaria during World War I

Pe3siome: HacrosimaTa craTust mpocie/siBa HAKPAaTKO MOJIUTHYECKATa AeHHOCT U ChJ-
6aTa Ha 4acT OT BOJeLIUTe TUOepay OT IPOJIeTTA [0 eceHTa Ha 1918 T. [TociesHuTe Mecenu
Ha [TppBaTa cBeTOBHA BOIHA ca Geslsi3aHU CbC CBOs crieludrKa, B KOSITO TMGepaInTe 3aeMaT
Ba)KHO MsICTO. [lo HACTOSIIMSI MOMEHT TO3U IIPOGJIEM He e TIOAPOOHO U3C/Ie/iBaH.

In popular political prose and to some extend in the specialized
historical literature, Dr. Vasil Radoslavov’s liberals are some of the most
criticized Bulgarian politicians. Most of their prominent members and
leaders are called ‘power-men’ and ‘speculators’ that were able in the name of
power and money to involve Bulgaria into a war. Their bad reputation lasted
long after 1918, and for the objective reader, it remains a mystery how the
public allowed so many grim people to rule the country almost throughout
the whole World War 1. In the following study, we will try to answer those
questions, because it is incorrect to judge those people’s acts only negatively.
The memory of them should not be demonized, but analyzed. It is time to
leave the field of journalism and give an adequate historical assessment of
the individuals, their views, surroundings, and role in the events, etc.

Unpublished material from the central archivs, the journals of the
Seventeenth Ordinary National Assembly, the Bulgarian periodical press,
published documentary material and memoirs were used to write this ar-
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ticle.' V. Radoslavov’s monograph on the First World War was also taken into
consideration, as well as his ‘Daily Notes’, in which he presented the views
of the liberals on the national issue and the ways to solve it, the reasons for
many specific decisions by the rulers, etc.>

* * *

In May 1918, the power of the liberals during their rule became
irresistible, and even the Germans agreed that the Radoslav cabinet had to
be replaced. At the beginning of the same month, an ‘elderly representa-
tive’ arrived in Bulgaria, presenting himself as an envoy to the Kaiser, with
an order to gather information about the spirit of the nation and army. He
talked to governing politicians. During the conversations he stated that the
population was starving and the spirit of the soldiers had fallen and the only
thing they wanted was the war to end. There was a big dissatisfaction with
the government. Even the issue ‘dirty businesses of the relatives of the ruling
figures’ had been raised, including Dr. Hr. Georgiev’s. The excuses that every-
thing was due to skillfully driven propaganda could no longer mislead the
Allies. The only real arguments from the Bulgarian side were connected to
the issue of Dobrudzha*and the fact that the German command did not send
the promised divisions to the Thessaloniki Front. Thus, according to the
liberals, the common Bulgarian soldier was left with the impression that he
was already fighting to satisfy the ‘German interests’. In order to justify the
governing body, some politicians blame some of the senior Bulgarian officers
(General S. Savov, Lukov, etc.) for campaigning in the army. The last thing,
spoken to a foreign observer, was a pathetic explanation. Some even accused
Radoslavov of failing to repress this propaganda,> which led to Berlin’s belief
that he should be replaced. The Prime Minister himself had not been in-
formed of the situation because he was not in the country at the beginning of
May. Arriving in Sofia on May 8, after signing the peace treaty in Bucharest,
he was informed by his son-in-law, Christo. Georgiev, who also talked to the
‘messenger’. It was obvious for the experienced politician that there was an
attempt of his replacement behind his back, for which the consent of the Kai-

' NA - BAN, sb. 4, op. 1, a. e. 106 (d-r Hr. Georgiev, Iz blizkoto minalo. Borba za
nezavisimost i obedinenie. Hora i sabitiya); Bozveliev 1943; Vasilyov 1934; Vlaikov
1930; Genadiev 1985; Geshov 2008; Danev 1992; Krachunov 1928; Madzharov 1968;
Mah 2002; Petrova 1991; Peshev 1993; Stanchova 1991; Stanev 1925; Stoyanovich-
Adzheleto 1992, 116; Tenev 1941 etc.

2 Radoslavov 1993; llchev 1993.

3 Petrova 1991, 121.

4 Regarding the following problem see Minkov 2013, 124-126; Georgiev 20183, 68-79;
2019, 107-117 and cit. bibliography.

5NA - BAN, sb. 4, op. 1, a. e. 106, ch. I, 1. 382-384.
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ser was needed in order to avoid unnecessary situations. The Liberals’ leader
suspected that the monarch had something to do with the plan. His opinion
was that King Ferdinand, who wanted to oust him in 1916 because he did not
want to share the glory of national unity with anyone,® decided in May 1918
to offer him as a sacrifice, for the reason that Bulgaria joined the Central
Powers’ World War and failed to achieve national unity. Dr. Radoslavov was
the main person who had to bear the consequences of failure and even during
times when he did not have power to remain the ‘one to blame’, a fact with
the help of which the ungrateful monarch ran away from responsibility. At
the same time, a new government, led by Alexander Malinov, would be best
suited to the palace because the war would continue.” Of course, these were
just assumptions, some of which had been ‘supplemented’ years later, but
in general they corresponded to the real situation. The events were further
built up in a well-known scenario. V. Radoslavov went to an audience with
Ferdinand. He informed him that he was aware of the German visit, but he
advised the Prime Minister to ‘pretend he didn’t know’ until the results in
Berlin became evident. And the last but not least, according to those close to
the prime minister, he predetermined the decision of the Liberals’ leader to
resign, despite Coburg’s assurances that he was fully trusted.®

His deputy and government minister Petar Peshev might have been in-
formed of the intention to resign. There is no information about who else was
informed of what was intended, but the events happened before the realization
of what was intended. On May 22, the national liberals, supporters of Dobri
Petkov, decided to leave the cabinet. The stated reason was the unsuccessful
resolution of the Dobrudzha issue in signing a peace treaty with Romania,
but the real reason was poor internal governance, for which they did not
want to be held responsible and kept away their supporters from the benefits
of governing and ruling. On May 23, Petkov met the commander-in-chief of
the army, Gen. N. Zhekov who was the kind of politician that proposed to
‘bring order out of chaos’ by taking the prime minister’s place. The general
refused, but the monarch, who was frightened by such a crisis, invited him on
May 28 to come and meet in Sofia. What followed was another Coburg farce,
for the period of three days in a row he did not meet the general, but sent the
heir to the throne to speak with him instead. Meanwhile, the situation at the
front was getting worse and that was the reason Gekov to return to the town
of Kyustendil on May the 30th.® On the same day, D. Petkov and his colleague

¢ Regarding these relations see Georgiev 2018b, 65-86.
7NA - BAN, sb. 4, op. 1, a. e. 106, ch. I, 1. 384.

8 NA - BAN, sb. 4, op. 1, a. e. 106, ch. II, 1. 385

9 Kishkilova 1993, 51-52 and cit. lit.
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from the same political party V. Koznichki resigned, which marked the be-
ginning of the end of Radoslav’s ‘reign’.

The motives connected with the real reasons for the resignation of D.
Petkov and his followers diverge in the sources. It was a common belief that
the leader of the People’s Liberal Democrats had contradictions with the Prime
Minister, but they were definitely coming from the palace. Reassured that
there was no danger of a military dictatorship, the Coburg did his best to pre-
serve his own interests. For a month, the German government was convinced
that foreign policy was going to be preserved and Bulgaria was not going to
leave the union, but the government had to leave for domestic political and
economic reasons. According to one version, the head of Ferdinand’s secret
cabinet, Strashimir Dobrovich, had a conversation with the Stambolovist® Al.
Stanchev, asking for the resignation of the leader of his party, D. Petkov and
promising him to participate in a future cabinet.> This was typically in the
style of the monarchy.

People’s Liberal ministers’ resignation had not been made public be-
cause Radoslavov hoped to persuade the stambolovist’s leader to remain and
work for the cabinet. However, there was an information leakage and the
not-so-well-known Petkovists® in the capital began to talk and spread ru-
mors that their leader was going to replace the liberals’ leader in the prime
minister’s office, or will start working in the government headed by Alexan-
der Malinov.

After Petkov and Koznichki left the cabinet, Ferdinand assigned Dr. V.
Radoslavov the task of forming a government. Once again to some contem-
poraries, including leading radoslavists, this idea was ‘not to be taken seri-
ously’ because it was known in advance that the leader of the Liberals would
not succeed. But, as in all previous cases, Radoslavov struggled to remain
in the authority. First, he talked with D. Petkov, hoping that he would not
resign. Then he tried to restructure the cabinet without the Liberals. It was
expected that the entry of two or three new ministers would attract several
others to them and secure a majority. This presumption also had a failure,
after which the Prime Minister faced the opposition. With the help of Ch. Iv.
Popov, he negotiated with Alexander Stamboliiski, but the latter refused to
make any commitment from prison, and his associates in the National
Assembly were unwilling to support the government until his amnesty.

1 According to P. Peshev this takes place on the 1st of June (Peshev 1993, 544), but
on V. Koznichky’s resignation the date written is 30th of May — CSA, f. 313k, op. 1,
a.e. 544, 1.1

1 Popular term for a member of the People’s Liberal Party.

2 NA - BAN, sb. 4, op. 1, a. e. 106, ch. I, 1. 385.

5 Followers of Dobri Petkov.

4 Mah 2002, 648.

s Peshev 1993, 544; Girginov 1936, 356-357, etc.
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During the negotiations with V. Radoslavov, the Democrats initially
had some concerns, but they were more likely to fear the establishment of
military power, led by Gen. Zhekov, than from the restoration of the Rado-
slav’s advisors. To insure against such a possibility, Hr. Slaveykov, who lived
and worked in Kyustendil, attended the Headquarters. There, in conversa-
tion with the commander-in-chief, he was relieved to see that the general
was not willing or thinking of forming a cabinet. This information finally
determined his party’s negative position on making coalition with the Libe-
rals.

On June 13th, Gen. N. Zhekov deposited in the palace a huge report
describing the bad condition of the army and urging the change of govern-
ment. This forced the tsar to pressure Radoslavov to resign on June 15, pre-
senting his own actions as independent of him.”

Despite the desperate political situation in mid-June, the Liberal leader
still lived with the illusion that he could remain in power. His close associates
demonstrated greater realism, though for some time he did not allow them
to declare openly their separation from government.’® The end of it came on
June 21st. Ferdinand accepted his resignation ‘despite his sympathy’.

In his memoirs, Toma Vasilyov noted that Radoslavov’s cabinet fell ‘un-
der the weight of his terrible sins’,” but that was only part of the truth. With
the removal of the Liberals from power, the king pointed to the ‘most respon-
sible’ for the failure, hiding his own mistakes this way. In addition, Malinov
formed a new cabinet of radicals and democrats, without the Germanophile
D. Petkov, despite his promise. That way Ferdinand hoped to escape from his
own responsibility for the failure.

Although during the First World War there were many scandals and
controversies between Tsar Ferdinand and Dr. V. Radoslavov, according to
the leaders of the Liberals, the two remained friends.>® That offended the
Liberal Party leader’s prestige. In order not to be suspected of bad intentions
by the Germans, the king drove him in his car, together with the princes Bo-
ris and Cyril, and Princess Evdokia, and made a demonstration tour in Sofia.
With a special rescript, he awarded V. Radoslavov the highest medal ‘St. St.
Cyril and Methodius’ on the 29th of July.* That ceremony reminded of an

6 Maleev 1921, 28-29.

7 Narodni prava No 140/ 22. Jun. 1918; Pryaporets No 135/ 17. Jun. 1918; NA - BAN, sb. 4,
op. 1, a. e. 106, ch. I, 1. 386. See Maleev 1921, 109-110.

¥ In his memoirs Geshev writes that after he says goodbye to his cabinet’s personnel,
he writes a short report in ‘Narodni Prava’, which is forbidden to be printed by
Radoslavov - Peshev 1993, 544.

" Vasilyov 1938, 75.

2 Peshev 1993, 618.

2 CSA, f. 3135, 0p. L, a. e. 13, |. 1.
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older generation and the ‘tour’ of Ferdinand and Stambolov, who was also
awarded a medal and a high rescript.>

There were hidden motives for the monarch’s demonstrative act. The
German political press acknowledged the great advantages of the Bulgarian
minister for his country and for Germany, and hoped that the change would
not cause conflict in the union.” Ironically, Dr. Radoslavov’s resignation was
submitted exactly the same day the German Kaiser celebrated 40 years since
his ascension to the Prussian throne.>* The Bulgarian ‘gift’, made with the ac-
tive assistance of Coburg, was not welcomed in Berlin. During the period of
the assignment of Malinov and the resignation of Radoslavov, the crowned
Prince Boris arrived with a telegram from Kaiser Wilhelm II to Tsar Ferdi-
nand, at Radoslavov’s house, with the following text:

‘I am sorry to hear that you had parted ways with Prime Minister Dr.
V. Radoslavov, a supporter of German-Bulgarian cooperation and union, a
person among others who thought that German-Bulgarian collaboration
contributed to a greater extend for the needs at that moment. So you remain
the only comrade- in -arms for me. In your face, I see a guarantee that this
collaboration of ours will continue in the future. I wish you good health, loyalty
and stability!

Your Wilhelm IR /Emperor Rex/ >

The Prince left the telegram to V. Radoslavov and did not comment
on it, because the meaning of the text was quite clear. Only a few Bulgarian
politicians were rated so highly by foreign crowned heads. At the same time,
the confidence which the Kaiser demonstrated Radoslavov clearly indicated
his firm foreign policy orientation, which in 1918 was no longer beneficial to
the country. The reasons for this were the following.

Following the peace contract treaties with Russia and Romania, Dr Ra-
doslavov’s government received some approval for his foreign policy course,
but it was temporary. At that time, some Bulgarian politicians were optimis-
tic and did not realize that the great war brought failure to their allies. As
one contemporary said, ‘German concerns were not the same as Bulgarian’.
In addition, the Dobrudzha’s incomplete annexation gave the opposition a
dangerous weapon that was used to destroy the cabinet.* The best strategy

2 NA - BAN, sb. 4, op. 1, a. e. 106, ch. I, 1. 386-387; Pryaporets No 140/ 23. Jun. 1918.
3 Pryaporets No 136/ 18. Jun. 1918; No 139/ 21. Jun. 19018; No 140/ 23. Jun. 1918; Narodni
prava No 140/ 22. Jun. 1918; No 141/ 25. Jun. 1918 etc.

24 Pryaporets No 136/ 18. Jun. 1918.

3 NA - BAN, sb. 4, op. 1, a. e. 106, ch. II, 1. 386.

6 Mah 2002, 635, 646. According to this author the German Government, in its desire
to stabilize Talaat Pasha’s position, weakens Radoslavov’s cabinet — Mah 2002, 647.
See Peshev 1993, 540.
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for Bulgarian foreign policy at that time was to open negotiations for a sepa-
ratist peace, but this meant giving up Macedonia and Moravia, which for Ra-
doslavov and the surrounding liberals was a political suicide.’” As represen-
tatives of the older generation of politicians willing full national unity, they
could not take such a step,* but they did not wish to give up the governing
either. The strategy of the leaders of the liberals was loyalty to the allies and
an attempt to reach common peace. The biggest obstacle the Bulgarians were
facing was the restoration of Serbia after the conquest of Bitola. V. Radoslavov
realized that quite clear,® but wasn’t able to manage with the circumstances.
The good journalist, writer and expert in Bulgarian psychology, Richard von
Mach, explicitly stated that Bulgarian people were indifferent to Germany,
hated Austro-Hungary and did not want to fight for their interests. However,
their leaders, in the face of Ferdinand, Radoslavov, Tonchev, Zhekov, Inter-
national Macedonian-Edirne Revolutionary Organization (IMRO) leaders and
many others wanted with German help to accomplish the Bulgarian unifica-
tion and were willing to contribute to the overall victory for all one is worth.>
That stand and position explained some of the acts of Bulgarian diplomacy in
the last months of the war.

In the historical literature, Dr. V. Radoslavov was most often presented
as an absolute Germanophile and a steady Russophobe. This was not true.
The politician was a nationalist with all the good and bad ideas about this
concept. He was fighting for the prosperity of his own nation and wanted to
‘make politics work’ with all countries, including the Liberator and Germany.
It was a shared conception by his close fellow liberals, which was mentioned
in the sources.

Immediately after the peace treaty at Brest-Litovsk was signed, the Bul-
garian foreign minister began negotiations to restore diplomatic relations
with Soviet Russia. His hopes were related to the idea of restoring trade and
importing food. Dimitar Rizov, the Minister of Berlin in Berlin, was keen to
leave for Petersburg, but he insisted to leave before the exchange of diplo-
matic notes between the two countries.> For that reason, the former Minister

27 IMRQO’s activists warn that Macedonia and Moravsko must stay within Bulgarian
territory at all cost - see NBKM - BIA, f. 263, op. 1, a. e. 29, l. 51-58. Letter of Al
Protogerov to V. Radoslavov, 12 February 1918.

8 In his testimony before the State Court the former plenipotentiary minister in
Switzerland G. Pasarov claims that he has never given him any instructions on
starting negotiations with American diplomats for signing a separatist Peace treaty,
which, according to other sources have been in the process of negotiations by Sofia
Archimandrite Stefan - see Peshev 1993, 583.

29 Radoslavov 1993, 145.

3° Mah 2002, 634.

3 The opinion that he has been firmly ‘determined’ to go to Moscow (Radoeva 2014,
222) is unacceptable because Rizov dies unexpectedly on the 23rd of April - see
Radoeva 2014, 223.
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Plenipotentiary of Belgrade, St. Chaprasikov was chosen for this position. He
was not a leading liberal, but his appointment to the post was because of the
fact that he was very close to King Ferdinand.>* However, the choice was
successful because a person with good diplomatic skills, some experience
and loyal to the liberals was chosen. Chaprashikov’s assignment as a Minister
in Russia was on May 2ist, 1918. A week later, he leaded a five-person delega-
tion. Among them were the lawyer, a member of the Central Liberal Bureau
Metody Mavrodiev and the liberal M. Gerov. On June 2, the Bulgarian delega-
tion was already in Russia, and on June 10 Chaprashikov delivered his creden-
tials. Thus, Radoslavov established diplomatic relations between Bulgaria
and Soviet Russia, disproving the myth that it happened in 1934.3

Following the establishment of Chaprasikov, the Bolshevik govern-
ment was preparing in June for the arrival of its diplomatic representative in
Sofia. Iv. Pinkel was assigned as such, he was married to a Bulgarian but after
the fall of the Radoslavov’s government, things were slowed down. Having in
mind other reasons, Malinov restricted Bulgarian contacts with the Bolshe-
viks and Mavrodiev and Gerov were called back to Bulgaria in July.>* After a
little while, on August 9, Chaprashikov was summoned for a report in Sofia
and did not return. On the orders of the new Prime Minister, the governor
of the Bulgarian Legion Georgiev moved it to Pskov-occupied by German
troops in mid-September. Thus, the Bulgarian-Russian official relations had
been frozen for more than 15 years.>

In the spring of 1918, the personal attacks on Radoslavov and his circle
of liberals increased. On May 13, a small article appeared in the press of the
Democratic Party with ‘gratitude’ from the Turkish Red Crescent for delivering
10,000 kg of quinine for the needs of the Turkish army by the Sofia merchant
and a member of the board of the Bulgarian Red Cross, H. Georgiev.3* A major
public scandal erupted because that was at the time of a malaria epidemic
that had almost destroyed the Belomorian Bulgarian Army. Even the German
Reichstag’s attention was caught.

V. Radoslavov’s son- in- law - Hr. Georgiev got panicked and blamed
Grigor Vasilev, the editor-in-chief of the ‘Pryaporetz’, and the commander-in-
chief N. Zhekov for the ‘intrigue’. He also tried to prove his innocence with
documents from the BRC and from customs. He wanted an explanation from

32 From 1907 to 1914 T. he is his secretary - see Stoyanovich 2012, 436.

33 Markov 2012, 325.

3+ [t is possible that this has been done, because the Democrats start to purge
Radoslavov’s officials — see NBKM - BIA, f. 263, op. 1, a. e. 15, |. 85; NA - BAN, sb. 4,
op. 1, a. e. 106, ch. I, 1. 400.

35 Spasov 2008, 29-30.

36 Pryaporets No 107/ 13. May. 1918.
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‘Pryreporets’ through ‘Narodni prava’: ‘Which H. Georgiev was it about?’, but
the defense itself was naive and rose public doubts about the committed crime.
The Democrats’ representative kept silent on the issue, but the scandal had
been announced by the ‘Mir’ newspaper. The Prime Minister had to deal with
the problem himself. He ordered to make inquiries into the circumstances
concerning the supply of quinine to Turkey on the request of Dr. Georgiev.
Georgiev also appealed for the arrest of Gr. Vassilev, but at that time the
situation of the government was troubled and the minister of Interior did not
have the courage to do it.

On June 18, Radoslavov resigned and the investigation was delayed,
but with the coming of Democrats to power, it began again. The financial
inspector D. Stanchev left for Berlin in early August. There, he found that
on December 14, 1917, Georgiev sent six crates weighing 727 kilograms from
Berlin, but failed to specify exactly what they contained. On September 2,
‘Pryaporetz’ published the protocol, dated August 8, and again raised the
issue of a judicial inquiry.’” The same month Georgiev went to Vienna. Many
people thought he was trying to escape, but he returned. Soon, an investiga-
tion against him began. The prominent member of the BRC was held respon-
sible for an offence of art. 111 and 114 of the Criminal Code. He was accused of
exporting directly from Germany to Turkey 10,000 kg of quinine, equivalent
to 200,000,000 quinine jelly beans, in the total of three million BGN. Even
before the inspections were completed, the police arrested Georgiev in early
November 1918,3® because at that time V. Radoslavov was already in Germa-
ny. According to the highly frightened and investigated Liberal, Gr. Vassilev
wanted to see him ‘hanged’, and that the Minister of Interior Mikhail Takev
hated the Radoslav family and imprisoned him in the Fifth Police Station
in the capital, along with Radomir ‘rebels’ (said by Hr. Georgiev, B.A.), to
punish him. The last did not happen. Taking advantage of the still powerful
influence of the leading liberals in society, Georgiev appealed to the Speaker
of the Seventeenth National Assembly, Dr. Dimitar Vachov. During the in-
vestigation, the government of Al. Malinov resigned and was replaced on
November 28, 1918 by a new one, headed by Teodor Teodorov.* The National
Assembly had not been dissolved and Vachov used his official position to
request the judicial authorities to provide evidence of Dr. Georgiev’s arrest.
So far, no such documents have been found, which was why the Speaker of
the National Assembly, who was also a famous lawyer, went through all the
courts. At the end a committee had been convened at the Justice Ministry,
which found no reason to waive the immunity of Hr. Georgiev to be put on

37 Pryaporets No 197/ 2. Sept. 1018.
33 NA - BAN, sb. 4, op. 1, a. e. 106, ch. I], 1. 403-407, 412.
3 Metodiev & Stoyanov 1987, 319.
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trial and he was released. The case remained unfinished and was resumed on
November 4, 1919, when he was arrested again, along with all ministers and
representatives of the Radoslavov coalition. Georgiev was accused of visiting
Germany with his followers. His aim, according to the prosecution, was to
liaise with ruling figures there. Later, together with their ‘accomplices’ liberals
(ministers and people in authority), the indiscriminate export of foodstuffs
from Bulgaria to Germany began, which weakened the people and the army
and later led to failure.+

The political reason of such an ‘accusation’” was more than visible. It
was quite possible that Dr. Hr. Georgiev had transgressed the law by carrying
out illegal exports, but the newly appointed financial inspector Stanchev had
failed to gather any evidence of such activity other than the publication in
‘Pryaporets’. As a result, the prosecutor’s office attempted to prosecute the
arrested deputy in another case related to the export of 100,000 kg of wool
from Bulgaria to Germany. The accusations were proved by a letter from the
convicted of a connected with the authority abuse in the administration of V.
Radoslavov, former secretary of the State Forestry and Water Administration
Ivan Zlatev.# He visited Penka Radoslavova while her husband was in prison
and insisted on telling her husband Christo that if he was not nominated as
an inspector at ‘his’ bank,* ‘he will not get out of prison’. Peter Peshev heard
about the case while he was in a cell with Hr. Georgiev. Radoslavov’s deputy
told his son-in-law that Zlatev was a man with no morals. He was a former
teacher in the Sevlievo region, whom Peshev first made district supervisor
and then mayor of Sevlievo. Peshev brought Zlatev to the capital and found
him a job in the editorial office of ‘Narodni prava’. In return, he received a
letter from Zlatev against him in the ‘Mir’ newspaper.# The above points
clearly show the lack of moral of some liberals who back then had power;
who, at the end of World War I and shortly after, tried to get rich through
illegal means.#

Despite his many efforts, the prosecutor failed to gather serious evi-
dence of import and export illegal deals against Radoslavov’s son-in-law and
his alleged associates. D. Tonchev, D. Petkov and Dr. Ivan Momchilov, Vice-

4 NA - BAN, sb. 4, op. 1, a. e. 106, ch. II, 1. 468.

# Zlatev receives a 15-year prison sentence, but is pardoned by Ferdinand on the 15th
of September 1018 at Radoslavov’s personal request. After that Hr. Georgiev assigns
him the position of a bank printing house’s director - NA - BAN, sb. 4, op. 1, a. e. 106,
ch. 11, 1. 420.

+This is about the Liberal party’s bank, established several years ago. For its establish-
ment see Georgiev 2007, 330-334-.

# NA - BAN, sb. 4, op. 1, a. e. 106, ch. I, 1. 421.

4 Near the end of the war, accusations of abuse regarding leading liberals come even
from some of their supporters - Georgiev 2015, 57-72.
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Chairman of the National Assembly, became witnesses. Zlatev’s accusations
of exporting wool with the help of Dr. V. Radoslavov were also dropped. The
conclusion of the court against Hr. Georgiev was that he was released on
May 26, 1921, and he spent almost 18 months in prison, but was finally justi-
fied in Investigation Case No. 4 of 1920 and Case No. 65 of 1921. Due to the
lack of evidence, the case under Art. 20 of the Law of GGOP and Art. 111-114 of
the Criminal Code was terminated. So Georgiev got out of prison.* He lived
through the end of World War II and wrote memoirs to which we owe much
of the personal information about Dr. V. Radoslavov and some of his closest
friends.

Although Bulgaria’s involvement in the First World War the German
side had received relatively broad support, many had blamed for the failure
of the Second National Disaster Radoslavov’s government and his promi-
nent Liberals and Young Liberals (among the last was the Minister of Fi-
nance Dimitar Tonchev). The main reason for that was the fact that for the
accumulated social tension there had to be someone found guilty, and the
identification of the ‘one to be blamed’ largely hides the ‘minor’ mistakes
of other politicians. Even at the end of the war, the press reported abuse
and stealing by the Radoslavov administration.*® Some former officials had
been sued and received effective sentences. However, serious attacks against
the Radoslavists began only after the Thessaloniki truce was signed. During
the Soldier’s Rebellion, a socialist teacher offered the commandant of Sofia’s
fortified station Al. Protogerov to kill the Liberals leader, forcing the former
prime minister to hide for some time.#” On October 4, 1918, General Sava
Savov told Radoslavov on the sidelines of the National Assembly that ‘there
will be beheading!.#® The threat was troubling the former prime minister
because he could not rely on serious institutional support after Ferdinand’s
abdication. The decision to flee to Germany saved his life but destroyed his
long-established political prestige. Leaving the country at the most difficult
time of its existence as a free country did not correspond to the claims of being
a top-class politician before.# After the death of the prominent statesman
in Berlin in 1929, some politicians close to him tried to reduce the negative
effect of leaving with an apology that he had been ‘condemned by an uncon-
stitutional court’,5° but they generally failed to erase the stain he himself had
put on his political biography.

4% NA - BAN, sb. 4, op. 1, a. e. 106, ch. II, 1. 413-415, 420.

46 Peshev 1993, 574; NA - BAN, sb. 4, op. 1, a. e. 106, ch. II, 1. 452.
47 NA - BAN, sb. 4, op. 1, a. e. 106, ch. I, 1. 466; Peshev 1993, 667.
# NA - BAN, sb. 4, op. 1, a. e. 106, ch. 1], 1. 468.

4 This is best understood by his peers, Petrova 1991, 97-98.

5> Nardoni prava No. 267/ 3. Nov. 1929, 1-2.
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The replacement of V. Radoslavov’s cabinet with that of Al. Malinov on
June 21, 1918 was not followed by a great change in Bulgarian foreign policy.
Discussions on the formation of the new Council of Ministers were brief.
Malinov received his term of office on June 17, before the official resignation
of V. Radoslavov.> Understanding that because of the firm position of the
palace, the foreign policy will not change, most parliamentary parties did
not want to commit themselves to government. That was why the Cabinet
of Ministers Malinov-Kosturkov set as its main task the improvement of the
economic situation of the country and the pressure of the Allies for bigger
discounts for Bulgaria after the ‘victory’.>* In practice, none of the wishes of
the society was fulfilled.>s

The two Prime Ministers maintained normal relations. On the day of
the change, they had a meeting in the Council of Ministers,> where they talked
for about an hour regarding the receipt and submission of documentation.
At first, the public opinion was that the change of government was aimed at
concluding a separatist peace and a gradual orientation towards the Entente.
Some authors even believed that the Bulgarian Masons’ organization, en-
couraged by their American friends, seriously supported Malinov in his in-
tentions.>** More prudent and informed politicians, including the leaders of
the Liberals, wisely thought that they could not expect a major change.’” One
of the reasons for this was the fact that Malinov’s cabinet has only 35 MPs,®
which were extremely inadequate to reverse the political course without the
monarch’s consent. At that time, Radoslavov was already in opposition, but
liberals in the province still considered him as a factor in politics and inform
him of occupation of work places as clerk men from democrats taking the
place of his own supporters, who were previously asking him for help.> There
were some people who supported their leader and resigned.® To reduce the
prestige of the Liberals, ‘Pryaporets’ published telegrams of radoslavists to M.
Takev in connection with different employments. The government’s news-
paper advisor commented in details and there was a positive attitude of the

5 Pryaporets No. 136/ 18. Jun. 1018.

5 (Girginov 1937, 35-39; Pryaporets No. 138/ 20. Jun. 1918.

53 Vlahov 1957, 268-278.

5+ Narodni prava No 140/ 22. Jun. 1918.

55 According to contemporaries even the date for the peace treaty has been decided-
15th of September — NA - BAN, sb. 4, op. 1, a. e. 106, ch. II, 1. 452.

56 Many protestants come to the Bulgarian one - May 2002, 650.

57 Mir No 5438/ 21. Jun. 1918; No 5439/ 22. Jun. 1918 etc.

58 Mah 2002, 648.

59 See, for example NBKM - BIA, f. 263, op. 1, a. e. 15, 1. 8s.

¢ The county governor of Ni$ Dr. Enchev, Kyustendil’s county chief, Tsarevo’s mayor,
etc. are among them - cf. NA - BAN, sb. 4, op. 1, a. e. 106, ch. II, 1. 400.
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German press to the new Bulgarian government and to the Prime Minister
himself. There were debates related to the fact that Dr. V. Radoslavov had
been ‘lying for three years’ to the Germans, that he was the only ‘Germano-
phile’ in Bulgaria and all the others were ‘Russophiles’, using it to stay in
power.® At the same time, right after he took his new post, Malinov sent a
telegram to German Chancellor Earl Hartling. With it, he formally informed
him of the governmental change and stated that, as a foreign minister, he
considered it ‘his faithful duty’ to ask for ‘the same support and trust’ that his
predecessor had. The Democratic leader said he was determined to follow
Radoslavov’s foreign policy and accepted his ‘rich heritage’, and ‘Pryaporets’
gave publicity to the script by which Ferdinand awarded the former prime
minister.®> However, Democrats were afraid of the possible restoration of Ra-
doslavov’s authority and they accused the fallen prime minister of trying to
get closer to the close socialists in order to return his power.® At the same
time, the press described cases of illegal deals and stealing by Radoslavov’s
administration. The former Minister Dr. Peter Dinchev had been wrongly
accused of exporting 50,000 lambs to Turkey.®* Many former officials had
been given to court, some with effective sentences like the district governor
of St. Zagora Dakashev (convicted of ordering the requisition of pregnant
sheep to feed the army), several district commanders and mayors that were
liberals.®

Democrats’ fears of V. Radoslavov’s returning to power were not en-
tirely groundless, because the German government and the monarch were
unhappy with the unfavorable developments. As we indicated above, in Sep-
tember, 1918 Georgiev went to Vienna. There was no information as to whether
this was ordered by the Tsar or the Germans, but the following events indi-
cated that Dr. Radoslavov was not informed. In the Austrian capital Georgiev
met Mikhail Savov. He expressed his ‘sorrow’ because of the poor relations
between the government and the commanding general, believing that ‘Ferdi-
nand had something to do with it’. The parliamentarian informed the general
that the Germans were dissatisfied with the situation in Bulgaria and were
planning a combination Savov - Radoslavov. The former senior officer, who
retired from active work, replied that this was ‘madness’ and that complica-
tions of the situation would follow in Bulgaria. He suggested that ‘the old

¢ Pryaporets No 152/ 8. Jul. 1018.

% NA - BAN, sb. 4, op. 1, a. e. 106, ch. II, 1. 387. On the uth of July Malinov makes an
announcement in the National Assembly that an alliance with Germany is a ‘country
necessity’. The same thing has been said in the newspaper ‘Fosische Zeitung’ - Peshev
1993, 546.

% Pryaporets No 203/ 9. Sept. 1918.

64 Peshev 1993, 574.

% NA - BAN, sb. 4, op. 1, a. e. 106, ch. I], 1. 452.
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Radoslavov’ thinks in a similar fashion. Savov informed his interlocutor that
he already knew about the plan of the German representatives, who offered
to support it with military force as well, but he disagreed.

After his return to Sofia, Dr. Georgiev immediately met his father-in-
law and informed him of the situation. Radoslavov was quite clear: ‘Having
in mind the present situation, they cannot allow changes in the government.
It was a pity Germans weren’t predictable at that time’.%

That conversation was announced decades after it happened and cannot
be confirmed by other sources, but it most likely corresponded to the his-
torical truth. An indirect confirmation of it was the fact that during his long
political career, the leader of the Liberals never intended the fall of the govern-
ment to cause harm of the national interests. And because of the situation at
that time it would inevitably lead to a civil war that he did not want.

The opinion of some contemporaries was that after the withdrawal of
V. Radoslavov from his authority the ‘goodwill’ towards Germany was lost,
and could not be considered to be correct. There were no significant changes
in the official position at least. The Democrats were constantly publishing
data on the annexation of Germans on the Western Front and versions of
the beginning of peace negotiations widespread from Vienna. The visit of the
Bavarian King to Bulgaria in the beginning of September was marked with
extraordinary solemnity, and the breakthrough at Dobro Polje was shortly
mentioned on the second page, and the information was that the Bulgarian
troops were forced to retreat a little bit to the north. The information black-
out continued in the following days, and on September 23rd ‘Pryaporets’
published an interview with the deputy commander-in-chief, acknowledging
some of the successes of the troops, but did not mention about the break-
through at the front.®®

Unlike ordinary people, politicians were aware of the events from the
beginning. Leading liberals were one of the first to know about what
happened. On the evening of September 15th, at a reception on the occa-
sion of the visit of the high Bavarian guest to the palace, Ferdinand whis-
pered in Radoslavov’s ear to wait for him at his house, because that night
he was planning to take him to the hunting palace in Sitnyakovo located in
Rila. There, the Coburg was trying to persuade the former prime minister to
accept the prime ministerial post again, promising to appoint M. Savov as
commander-in-chief. The Tsar predicted that, in case the military resisted,

% NA - BAN, sb. 4, op. 1, a. e. 106, ch. I, I. 449-450.

6 Mah 2002, 649.

% Pryaporets No 209/ 16. Sept. 1918; No 215/ 23. Sept. 1918. See also Pryaporets No 204/
10. Sept. 1918; No 206/ 12. Sept. 1918; No 207/ 13. Sept. 1918; No 208/ 14. Sept. 1918;
No 210/ 17. Sept. 1918; No 211/ 18. Sept. 1918; No 212/ 19. Sept. 1918 etc.
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he was going to receive assistance from a German’s army from Crimea, that
on their way home would pass through Bulgaria to strengthen the German
troops in Sofia and at the front.®

V. Radoslavov thought of the monarch’s proposal as a ‘mischievous and
betraying adventure’. He was concerned that such an act would lead to mis-
understanding and harm national affairs. Because of his patriotic feeling the
leader of the liberals rejected the possibility of coming to power this way. A
few days later, shortly before the Bulgarian delegation left for Thessaloniki,
two German envoys visited him to persuade him to return to power. They
assured him that Savov already agreed to head the General Command and
that German help was going to arrive in days. Dr. Radoslavov politely re-
fused, asking them in no way to try to change the political situation in Sofia
by using force. But that of course, did not manage to prevent rumors spread
in the capital that the former prime minister was preparing a taking over
with German help.” The refusal of that politician to assist in the realiza-
tion of that inappropriate adventure with a fatal end showed a lot about his
personality and morals when it comes to his country. And in the meantime,
events were happening quickly. On September 20th, the breakthrough at the
Dobro Pole front increased to 50 kilometers in width and 45 kilometers in
depth, there was inability to stabilize. Despite the opinion of the General
Command for the continuation of the war,” some contemporaries believed
that some of the senior officers were inactive, facilitating the enemy that way.
Unlike General Vladimir Vazov, who defeated the British troops at Doiran
on 16th of September,” the commander of the Second Army General Lukov
was indifferent and did nothing in order to intercept and detach French and
Serbian troops from the main forces. There was also unconfirmed evidence of
betrayal related to the release of information to conspirators.” Soon even the
Germans were convinced that they would not be able to change the situation in
the country and left Bulgaria without attempting to change the government.
In a complex and unfavorable environment for the Bulgarians, the leaders of
the Liberals maintain a neutral position, which was the right decision.

The breakthrough at Dobro Pole, the massive offensive of foreign troops,
miserable living conditions and anti-war propaganda all that unleashed the
discontent of ordinary Bulgarian soldiers. On September 24th, the Soldier’s
Rebellion broke out. The rebels arrested officers from the Main Headquar-
ters in Kyustendil and then turned to Radomir. Rumours for a declaration of

% NA - BAN, sb. 4, op. 1, a. e. 106, ch. I, L. 450.

7 NA - BAN, sb. 4, op. 1, a. e. 106, ch. II, 1. 451.

7 Hristov 1999, 318 and cit. lit.

72 Topalov 1968, 75-76.

73 Peshev 1993, 575; NA — BAN, sb. 4, op. 1, a. e. 106, ch. I, 1. 452, 455.
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Bulgaria as a republic were spread.’* At that time, the General Zhekov was
ill and was being treated in Baden-Baden, Germany. Chief of Staff, General
Chr. Burmov was at a Council in Sofia. According to him, neither Ferdinand,
who was in Skopje from 16 to 23 September, nor the ‘welcomed’ guest in the
capital, Todorov (Zhekov’s deputy) were doing something to strengthen the
front. This was the reason that the uprising enlarged.”

The Council of Ministers welcomed the news of the riots with a feeling of
fear and, on September 25th in the morning, ignoring the king’s opinion about
the continuing war,” voted for a decision to give a start to a peace process. A
delegation of Andrey Lyapchev, General Ivan Lukov and Dr. Simeon Radev left
for Thessaloniki to negotiate a peace treaty”. Radoslavov, who was in opposi-
tion, approved it. In an interview with Dr. P. Nichkov, he unambiguously stated
that ‘the love for the country was not for sale by liberals’, hoping that Lyapchev
would receive the conditions previously offered to his government, but he was
unable to accept because he was the person who concluded the contract with
Germany. ‘It does not matter that I will not win the glory, said the old politi-
cian ... now it is important for Bulgaria to succeed’.” At that point, the leading
liberals did not even suggest what kind of collapse the country would have.

Immediately after the start of the uprising, Dr. N. Genadiev and Al.
Stamboliyski were released from prison., followed by Rayko Daskalov.” It is
widely believed that the leaders of the Bulgarian Agrarian Union would help
to calm down the soldiers in Radomir, where they arrived on September 26th.
That same day, the political speaker came out with an announcement-first
page announcement informing the public that the cabinet had made a for-
mal proposal for a truce and peace on September 25th.%° However, Daskalov
soon seceded from the delegation and headed the uprising, and Stamboliyski
returned to Sofia to persuade the government to hand in the power without
the means of bloodshed.*

74 Hristov 1961, 55-56.

75 NA - BAN, sb. 4, op. 1, a. e. 106, ch. I, 1. 454.

76 General Zhekov has a similar point of view from Baden - see Maleev 1931, 102.

77 Cholpanov 1999, 321.

78 Narodni prava No 267/ 3. Nov. 1929, 9.

7 The official announces only about Genadiev’s release, because he has been officially
pardoned - see Pryaporets No 218/ 26. Sept. 1918. The version that Minister of War
S. Savov gives a letter to Malinov from the still imprisoned Genadiev, warning that a
riot is in the making but the Prime minister doesn’t concern himself with it ‘because
of the sender’. He ignores the news from a Switzerland’s newspaper as well, in which
the plan of Dobro Pole’s attack has been explained in detail. Liberals are aware of
this - cf. NA - BAN, sb. 4, op. 1, a. e. 106, ch. II, 1. 458.

8 Pryaporets No 218/ 26. Sept. 1918.

& Ognyanov 1978, 110-112.
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The betrayal of agricultural leaders was condemned by all the parlia-
mentary political parties, without some socialists. Even the parliamentary
group of the Bulgarian Agrarian Union declared itself against the uprising.®
Liberals, as well as other parties, welcomed the ‘rebellion’ as an attempt to
overthrow the established constitutional order. V. Radoslavov had a personal
reason to be afraid, because, as we stated above, his life was threatened.

On September 29th, the Bulgarian delegation, headed by A. Lyapchev,
made a truce under extremely difficult conditions. It contained an explicit
and secret part hidden from the common people.® In order to familiarize
the deputies with the secret conditions, the National Assembly convened a
closed session on the 4th October. That was the last day when Dr. V. Ra-
doslavov actively participated in the political life of his country.

From its beginning, the closed session became a field of attacks against
the government. When being asked about the reasons for the breakthrough
at Dobro Pole, Malinov replied that it was a betrayal. MPs urged to know
who did it. For a moment, because of the tension the Prime Minister lost
consciousness. That turned aside the issue because other problems were also
important and needed to be discussed. The Liberals accused the Democrat
leader of deliberately weakening the front in order to use this as an excuse for
the Allies to start negotiations. Their opinion was that the country was
voluntarily subjecting itself to extremely difficult conditions which would
come with the discussed peace treaty.®* However, MPs were forced to approve
the truce because in fact Bulgaria had no other options.%

As was mentioned above, after the end of the meeting, Gen. Savov
threatened Radoslavov with punishment. Ferdinand, who was in fear of his
life during the uprising,® abdicated on October 2th.®” That was an extremely
unpleasant moment for the former Prime Minister because the old monarch
was his guarantee against future persecution. In connection with the truce,
Bulgaria had to be abandoned by German troops as well, and was expected
to be occupied by other troops. Due to the situation, he made the difficult

8 Mir No 5519/ 28. Sept. 1018; Pryaporets No 220/ 28. Sept. 1918 etc.

8 The news about the truce take about 14 lines of the Government’s newspaper -
Pryaporets No 221/ 30. Sept. 1018.

84 This thesis is expanded in the following years - cf. Petkov 1927, 158; Peshev 1993,
578-579, 592; NA - BAN, sb. 4, op. 1, a. e. 106, ch. 1], |. 460.

8 Certainly, the Government newspaper presents the event as a demonstration of
the civil duty of the governors in order to sign a peace treaty cf. Pryaporets No 226/
5. Oct. 1918.

8 The monarch spends the 29th and the 3o0th of September in a special wagon at
the train station in Nadezhda village (today a borough in Sofia, BG), guarded by five
soldiers, ready to travel to Hungary at any moment, cf. Hristov 1999b, 324.

8 Markov 2006, 335.
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decision to leave his country. The preparation for this had been kept secret
even from his closest political supporters. For example, Peshev found out
about the departure three days later when Ev. Radoslavova invited him to
his house to tell him the unpleasant news.® His son-in-law Hr. Georgiev was
also very surprised. In his memoirs, he noted that in October the 6th or 7th
(October 5, B.G.) he went to Radoslavov’s house and was puzzled when he
saw him wearing a long gray winter coat and a cap. On the question where he
was going, his father-in-law answered by saying only ‘I'm leaving’. According
to Hr. Georgiev’s memoirs, he did not take anything with him and he was
not disguised. A German military car came and drove him to Rakovski Street
near Dondukov Blvd. From there, another car drove him to the German
military ramp in the village of Nadezhda. He got on a sanitary train and left
for Berlin. He had travelled for six days, without heating or light and with
a small amount of food.®® That memory dispelled the myth that the Liberal
leader was under house arrest, that he escaped illegally, and was dressed
as a nurse, left the country with a shaved beard, as a German soldier with a
helmet on his head, or even in a German general’s uniform.

Dr. Radoslavov’s escape to Germany was not only undermining his
political prestige, but that of the party members too. Leaving the country at
such a time did not meet the demands of a high-class politician. As Sultana
R. Petrova precisely commented, if Radoslavov ‘claims’ that he was working
‘falling out of love for the country’, then, after taking up the difficult task of
leading Bulgaria, ‘he was obliged to remain in his position” and ‘to die with
dignity’, bearing all the consequences along with the nation he loved. He
‘chose to save himself and remain calm and quiet’. ‘Bulgaria’s misfortune was
that at the most crucial moments, the country was left without conscious
and clever executives!.* To this we should add that just a year after its
leader escaped, his decades-lasting party was in deep crisis and became part
of a new formation called the National Liberal Party. Very soon, some of its
leaders declined the old leaders, declaring they were national traitors.

In the relatively short Bulgarian history after the Liberation, the
‘great politicians’ who left their country for a while or forever were many.
P. Karavelov and P. Slaveikov, Dr. Tsankov, Al. Ludskanov, M. Madzharov,
D. Yurukov, S. S. Bobchev, dozens of officers and rebels, the leaders of the
peasant revolts in 1900, who went to Romania, R. Daskalov, who in 1918 went
to Thessaloniki, etc. The chain did not end with Dr. Radoslavov, it continued
with Al. Obov, R. Daskalov, G. Dimitrov, V. Kolarov, Al. Tsankov, Hr. Statev,
Prof. L. Vladikin and many others. A syndrome, probably acquired during the

8 Peshev 1993, 627.
8 NA - BAN, sb. 4, op. 1, a. e. 106, ch. II, 1. 478.
% Petrova 1991, 97-98.
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Renaissance. Only the countries that accepted Bulgarian political emigrants
were different. Of course, it should be noted here that in Europe, including
the Balkans, political emigration was a common phenomenon, and Bulgaria
itself in many cases hosted ‘refugees’, one of whom, for example. was N. Pasic,
who thanked appropriately for his salvation. If we must speak truly, histori-
cal fact was that the President of the Central Liberal Bureau was followed
by very few of his close supporters. Most of his prominent party members
prefered to remain and bear the burden of political and social responsibility
in their homeland.

The Liberals governing in the years of the First World War were
associated with a series of ups and downs. The expectations that with
German help there would be national unification were fulfilled for a short
period of time in the late 1915 and early 1916, making their leaders the most
popular figures in the country. Some of them gained the respect of part of
their political opponents, which was a rare phenomenon in Bulgaria. Things
were about to change in the years to come. In strategic terms, a significant
mistake was made with the agreement with the German command that the
Bulgarian army should not pursue forces on Greek territory. Some diplomatic
mistakes had been made. The duration of the war severely exhausted the
nation. In its desire to occupy a wider area, the Bulgarian state took un-
reasonable risksdue to the maximalism of King Ferdinand and some of his
surrounding advisors, mostly among liberals. The weakness of this strategy
was the exaggeration of Bulgaria’s chances of success. Unjustified optimism
that cost a lot. Maximalism and endless optimism stopped them from
attempting to leave the Quadruple Alliance and conclude a separatist peace
when, after the US intervention in the war, it became clear that the Central
Powers would lose it. Macedonia’s refusal was an overwhelming barrier to
such a decision for liberals. Pursuing an unrealizable dream, they did not
consider the option to give up the power to the opposition in order to realize
a more limited but saving option for Bulgaria. Of course, in this connection
the great ambitions of the monarch were strongly and infinitely an obstacle.
Thus, in the critical year 1918, the country faced difficult economic, military
and diplomatic problems. Despite those weaknesses, the Liberals in power
were demonstrating high qualities. Many disputes with the Allies had ended
in favor of Bulgaria, such as maintaining diplomatic relations with the US,
restoring those with Russia and the Dobrudzha issue. The criticisms of the
last ones were completely groundless, an expression of a political desire to
overthrow the Radoslav cabinet from power. The comparison between his
governing and the pitiful ‘diplomacy’ of Al. Malinov at the end of the war,
which intensified the Second National Disaster, is enough. Since the time
they were not in power, the leaders of the Liberals had been strongly accused
of promoting corruption and even directly engaging in illegal transactions. It
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was an indisputable fact that there were not many cases of illegal coming to
wealth but none of the Liberals’ ministers and the ones close to their leader
was directly involved in anything like that, except for the investigation of Dr
Hr. Georgiev and some planted saplings in the farmyard of Dr. P. Dinchev.
Giving an assessment of the overall politics of the leading liberals in 1918, it
must be noted that it was not completely unsuccessful. The mistake lay in the
decision to include the Central Powers in the war. The all or nothing method
took a huge risk. ‘Success’ lied in the brilliant realization of what had been
started, especially with regard to foreign policy. At some point, Bulgarians
almost ‘touched’ their national ideal, which gave the nation the power to
push away defeat for years. Strategists of all this were Dr. Radoslavov and his
closest companions, but they had no power to finish what was started and at
the end of the war become helpless witnesses of the second national crash.
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Y POCCUICKO-00JITapCKHe OTHOIIeHUS
B rogsl IlepBoit MupoBO# BOMMHBI
(Representatives of the Romanovs’ Imperial

family and Russian-Bulgarian relations
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Gregory Shkundin

Abstract: The article examines the attitude of the Russian Emperor Nicholas IT and his
closest relatives to the Bulgarian monarch Ferdinand I during the First World War - from the
very beginning, when Bulgaria still remained neutral, and then, after it entered the war on the
side of Germany, and in fact against Russia. This personal attitude was not always adequate. It
was transferred to the sphere of interstate relations and had a negative impact on the forma-
tion and implementation of the Russian military-strategic and foreign policy.

Key words: World War I, Russian-Bulgarian relations, Romanov dynasty, Ferdinand I
of Bulgaria

Pesiome: B cratusita ce pasriexza OTHOLIEHMeTO Ha pyckusi umneparop Hukomait 11
Y HETOBUTe Haii-0/IM3KU POACTBEHULM KbM Gbarapckust MoHapx PepanHanz I B roauHuTe Ha
ITepBaTa cBETOBHA BOifHA, OTHAYasI0, KOraTto bbirapus Bee ollle e G1Ia HeyTpaiHa U BIOCIE] -
CTBHe, KOTaTO BJIe3HaJla BbB BOMHATA Ha cTpaHaTa Ha 'epmanusi, u pakTudecku cpeiy Pycust.
ToBa M4YHO OTHOILIEHHE He BUHAru e 6o afekBaTHO. To ce mpeHecso B cdhepaTa Ha MEXKIY-
Jbp)KaBHUTE OTHOIIEHHsSI U OKa3asio HeraTUBHO BIIMSTHHE BBPXY pOpMHpaHeTO 1 OCHUIeCTBSI-
BaHeTO Ha PyCKHUTe BOEHHO-CTpaTeruyecka 1 BbHIIHA ITOTUTHKA.

Eure 1o Havasa [lepBoit MupoBoii BoitHbl mpefcraBuTenu Jfoma Poma-
HOBBIX MCKpPeHHe Mosaranay, yrto boarapus, o6si3anHas Poccuiickoit nme-
pPHH CBOMM OCBOOOXX/IEHHEM OT IOYTH 500-JIETHET0 OCMAaHCKOI'O Mra, B 3HaK
6/1aroJapHOCTH U TIPU3HATENBHOCTH JO/DKHA He3aMe[JIUTe/TbHO BBICTYIIUTD
Ha CTOPOHE CBOeil 0CBOOOJWTE/NBbHULIBI B ‘pellalolleil CXBaTKe MEeXIy Cla-

78



[NpeacraButenu Jloma PoMaHOBBIX M pOCCHIICKO-G0/ITapCKIe OTHOLIEHHSL. ..

BSIHCTBOM Y repPMaHM3MOM’, ¥ 0Ka3aTthb nomouis Cep6un. Tot dakr, uro bon-
rapusi cpasy JKe TaK He MOCTYIN/IA, 2 BMECTO 3TOTO BTSHY/IACh B ITUTETbHbBIN
JUTUIOMATHYECKUU TOPT ¢ 00€MMH BOIOLIMMH KOAJTHULMSIMU — AHTAaHTOU U
LleHTpabHBIMU [ep)KaBaMH, — 00 YC/IOBHUSIX CBOEro BO3MOXXHOTO y4YaCTHsI
B BOIHe, BbI3bIBaJI y POMaHOBBIX JONOTHUTENbHOE pasapaxeHue. Kyrpmu-
HaLWs AUIUIOMaTUYeCcKoM GUTBbI 32 Bonrapuro mpuuuiack Ha eTo 1915 T.,
KOTOpO€ TaK M BOLUIO B MCTOPHUIO IO, Ha3BaHWeM ‘Gosrapckoro nera’.' B
aTo BpeMmsi aps bonrapun Pepaunanyg Cakcen-Kobypr-I'oTckuit u riasa
MPaBUTEIBCTBA ‘TbOepanbHON KOHUeHTpauuu a-p B. PagocmaBoB 6buiu
BBeJleHbI B 3a0myxaeHre ‘Benukum orcrynieHneM pOCCHUHCKON apMHUU U
BPEeMEHHBIMH yCIIeXaMU TepMaHCKOro opyxwust. CouTsi UX mpesBeCTHUKaMU
CKOpPOH M OKOHYaTebHOM 1mo6enb! LleHTpanpHBIX gepikaB, 6oarapckue py-
KOBOJHUTEIN 6 CeHTSIOPsI 1915 I'. NIPUMKHY/IHM K ['epmanuu, ABcTpo-BeHrpun
u Typuun.

22 ceHTs6pst PagocaBoB 06bsiBHT Bceobuyto Mobrnn3anuo. Kak oT-
Meyas 4yepe3 HeZesl0 B CBOEM AHEBHUKE KOMAaHAYIOWUI 1ei6-reapguu
KOHHOM apTu/uiepueil BelUKUN KHA3b AHZpel Bragumuposud, ABOHOPOJ-
Hblit 6pat Hukonas I, ‘mobunusayus e boneapuu evizeana 63pwié He20dosa-
Hus 6o ecell Poccuu’3 Benp Tereppb HamageHue 6oarapckoit apmuu Ha Cep-
610, ‘Masioro’ CO3HMKa AHTAHTbI, CTAHOBHUIOCH BOTIPOCOM JIULIb HECKOJTb-
KHX HeJle/lb. 5 OKTSIOPsI CTpaHbl AHTaHTBI Pa30pBajiM AUIUIOMAaTUYECKUE OT-
HoweHwus ¢ bonrapueii. Ha cnepyrommuii neas AHgpeit Biagumuposuy gan B
JHEBHYKe BbIXOZ, CBOeMY BO3MyleHUIO: ‘TpydHo dajxce nucame, kakue 1yecmea
Mbl 8ce nepexcusaem npu eude npedamenvcmea boneapuu. OdHo 6e3ycnos-
HO — amo, umo bosaeapus sviuepkusaemes u3 cnassHckotl cemwvu, a Pepduraqd
Kobypeckuti Haseku nokpwvin cebs Hecmbleaembvim nozopom’.* CrycTs ele
yeThIpe [Hs, HECMOTPS Ha TO, YTO M3 BCcel AUHACTHMM PomaHOBBIX Haubo-
Jiee 6IM30K € 6OIrapCKUM MOHApXoM GbLT MMeHHO AHJpeit Bragumuposud,
BEJIMKUM KHSA3b SI3BUTEILHO J00ABUI: ‘Mbl He COMHE8anucs, co 0HA Ha4and
801iHbl, YMO OH uwem ydobHbll MOMeHM omomcmums Poccuu 3a ece Henpu-
AmMHocMu, Komopble OH AuYHO ucnsviman. HecomHernHo, umo nocaedHue co-
6bimusa Huye2o obwezo ¢ uHmepecamu boneapuu He umerom; 6ce 3mo auU4HAR
noaumuka PepduHaHda, noanumuka mecmu Meako2o agaHmiopucma’.s

Hazo mpu3HaTh, 4TO BO MHOTOM BeJTMKHiL KHsI3b ObUT mpaB. [Tloutn Ha
BCEM MPOTSDKEHUM CBOErO K TOMY BpeMeHH 28-jieTHero mpasjieHus: B boi-

! Cm. mogpo6Ho Notovich 1947, 72-81, 209-213, 224-230, 234-244; Ilchev 1990, 55-
2009.

> O meperoBopax ryaBbl 60IrapcKoro MpaBUTEIBCTBA CM. TOAPo6HO Georgiev 2016,
396-426.

3 Dnevnik 1925, 85.

4 Dnevnik 1925, 88.

5 Dnevnik 1925, 92.
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rapuu 31oT MOoToMOK Ko6yproB u OpieaHCKOUM AUHACTHUU MCIBITHIBA Ha
cebe MOYTH HEMPUKPBHITYIO HEMPUSI3Hb OOJBIIMHCTBA BCEX MPeCTaBUTE e
Joma PomanoBsix. CriycTst Mecsiil, 6 HOSIOPSI, y)Ke B YCJIOBHSIX BOMHBI MEXY
Poccueii u bonrapueit, PeparHaHj, epeyvncIsI pOCCUMCKOMY ITOC/IAHHUKY
A. A. CaBuHCKOMY BCe Te 0OU/bI, KOTOpPbIe OH mpeTreprien 3a 28 ner. ITO
Y M3HA4a/IbHOE KaTeropuyeckoe HenpusThe umieparopom Anekcangpom Il
€ro KaHAMJATYPhI Ha 6OIrapcKuii TPOH B 1887 T., M MOC/Ie0BaBIIKE TOMBITKH
cBepyxeHus1 PepArHAHAQ, U JIUBLIEECS] IOTOM JOTHX 8 JIeT ero Hellpu3HaHue
60/rapcKuM MOHapxoM, obpekinee KoGypra Ha JUTMIOMAaTHYECKYIO HU30JIs1-
LIUIO CO CTOPOHBI BeTMKUX AepkaB.® [layke mocse TOro, Kak MOJIOJOH UMITe-
patop Huxomaii I B 1896 r. Bcé-Taku yaocronn Pepaunania opuipa bHbIM
MpU3HAHUEM, TIOC/IeAHUI TTPOJO/DKA/I UCIBITHIBATh HA cebe HemoGpoXKea-
Te/IbHOE OTHOILeHVE CO CTOPOHBI POMaHOBBIX. DTO MPOSIBUIOCH, B YaCTHOC-
TH, B TUIOXO MPUKPBITOM HeLOBO/bCTBe [leTepOypra B CBA3U C MPUHSATHEM
60/IrapCKUM KHS13eM B 1908 T'. LAPCKOTo TUTYJIA, 4To HuKo/ma pacueHuI Kak
‘OCTYIOK MerasoMaHa’.’”

®epauHaH/ HE COCTOSIT B IPSIMBIX POACTBEHHBIX CBSI35IX C POMaHOBBIMU.
OH 6bUT CBSI3aH C HUMH CBOMCTBOM 4Yepe3 BeMUKYIo KHsruHi0 Maputo [1aB-
JIOBHY, YPOXKZEeHHYI0 npuHLeccy MexneH6ypr-1lBepuHckyto, cynpyry ymep-
LIero B 1909 T. BeJIUKOTro KHsI3s1 Bnagyumupa AnekcangpoBuya. JTa yMHast U
BJIaCTO/IOGMBAsI )KEHILIMHA B 1908 T'. aKTUBHO COJeHCTBOBajIa BTOPOMY OpaKy
Pepaunanza. OH KeHUIICS Ha [BOWOPOJHOU cectpe Mapuu [laBnoBHBI,
npuHiecce JDneoHope Péiicc my Kécrpun. Ilocnegnssi oTnmvanace pyco-
$UIBCTBOM M BO BpPeMSI PYCCKO-SITIOHCKOM BOWHBI 1904-1905 TI'T. JOOPOBOJIb-
HO TOCTyIU/Ia B POCCUMCKYIO apMMIO, TJie, KaK ONbITHas CcecTpa MUJIOCEp-
Ivist, ObUTAa Ha3HAY€HAa HAYa/IbHUKOM 2-TO CAaHUTAPHOTO IM0e3/a, COIepP)KaB-
Ierocst Ha JUYHbIe cpeacTBa Mapuu [1aBnoBHbI. 3a 6€CKOPBICTHYIO paboTy
0 CIAaceHUI0 GOTPHBIX ¥ PAHEHBIX POCCUMCKHUX BOMHOB B 1907 T. DJI€0OHOPA
Obl/Ia Harpa)xJeHa TeMHO-OPOH30BOM Meabio ‘B maMsTh pycCKO-SIMOHCKOM
BOMHBI ¢ AJieKcaHAPOBCKO-I'eoprueBckoil neHTOM. BhicOKyro Harpazgy e
BpPYy4u/I M4HO umriiepatop B [lerepGypre. Bo Bpems: 6pauHoOil 1iepeMoOHUU
¢ ®eparHaHIOM D1EOHOPA C TOPAOCTHIO YKPACH/IA CBOe CBafieGHOE IiaThe
3TUM BBICOKMM 3HAKOM BOMHCKOT'O OT/INYHS.®

Ho >xennTh06a Ha CTONMb UCKpeHHeH npusiTenbHuUle Joma PomaHOBBIX
He TOBBICMJIA B UX rja3ax aBropurer Pepaunanga. HegocraTouno yBaku-
TeJIbHBIM, 10 MHEHHIO 6OJ/ITapCKOTO Lapsi, ObIJI0 M OTHOLIEHHE K €T0 KOPOHO-
BaHHOM 0c06e Bo Bpemsi opunmanbHoro Busuta B Caukt-IlerepOypr B 1910 T.

5 Cm. mogpo6Ho Kosik 1993.

7 Lepsius et al. 1925, N 9199.

8 Cm. mozpo6Ho: Zlateva 2010, 198-209; Bondary 2010, 137-149; Chukova 2012, 465-
484.
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[TpesMeTOM HacMelIeK CTY)KVUIM HeTPaAUIIMOHHAS CeKCyaIbHasi OpUEeHTALUS
depayHaH[A, €r0 )KeHCTBEHHOCTh, U3HEXKEHHOCTD, CYeTHOCTb, CKIIOHHOCTb K
TeaTpasIbHBIM )XeCTaM Y IMPUCTPACTHE K YKpalleHUsM. /lake ero JJIMHHBINA
daMuIbHBINA KOOYPrCKHI HOC SIBJISICSI HENPEMEHHBIM aTpPHUOYyTOM MOJH-
TUYeCKUX KapuKaTtyp. OHM NOCTOSIHHO MOSIB/ISUIMCh B POCCHUMCKO# Tpecce,
ocobeHHO Bo BpeMsi bayikaHCKyX BOitH 1912-1913 rr. Torga oGypeBaemslii KOH-
CTAaHTHHOIO/IbCKUMU XxrMepamu PepariHaH/ roToB ObUT BCTYIIUTD BO IJIaBe
6osrapckoii apmuu B CTamOy1, 1aGbl 4yTh 1M HE BO3POAUTH BU3aHTHICKYIO
VMIMIIEPUIO 1O/, CBOUM ckumeTpoM. KoHeuHo, yKa3aHHasl Liesib 60/IrapcKoro
1japsi 6bUIa HepeaJIMCTUYHOM, HO OHA MIOCTOSIHHO U PeajIbHO IIPUCYTCTBOBAIA
B €r0 IUIaHax.° JTO He MOTJIO He pa3fapaxaTts Hukosnas Il u gpyrux npeacra-
Butesieil [loma PomaHOBBIX, BecbMa 60JIe3HEHHO BOCIIPHHUMABLIHMX BCE TO,
4yTO Kacasoch KoHcTaHTHHOMOISI 1 YepHOMOPCKUX IIPOIUBOB.

B yxe ynomsinyToit 6ecezie ¢ CaBUHCKUM 6 HOSIOPs 1915 r. PepauHaHg,
anoBascst: ‘Poccus mens ommonkHyaa u obudena. Cetiuac 6 Poccuu HeHasu-
dsam umeHHo meHA. /Jla, deticmeumensHo MeHs HeHagudsm. OmHsAU MOU NONK
(6onrapckuii MOHapX 12 sieT 6bUT 11epoM 54-r0 MHUHCKOTO IIEXOTHOTO TI0JIKA, B
KOTOPOM YHCJ/THJIMCh €T0 ChIHOBBSI, puHLBI Bopuc u Kupnn. - I. I11.), moto
noYemHyi0 80€HHYI0 YHUPOPMY, 8blHePKHYIU U3 CNUCKO8 KA8ANePO8 OpOeHa
Ce. Andpes Ilepso3sarHo20’." Bpsii M 3TUM LIAph XOTE/I BCETrO JIMIUb JATh
YZOBJIETBOPEHHE CBOell 3/I0MaMSATHOCTH U MCTUTeNbHOCTH. OH IMOg4YepKu-
BaJI, YTO BCe CIy4HUBLIeecs — Ie/I0 ero PyK, YTO OH JIMYHO 3TOTO JKeJasl, TaK
KaK He HallleJI, leCKaTh, TOTO OTHOIIEHUsI K cebe, KoToporo uckan B Poccuu.
1 ®eppyHaH], HECKOJIBKO pa3 MOBTOPHWJI CJIOBA, KOTOPbIE U OBUIM CaMoOii Cy-
IIeCTBEHHOU YacThio pasroBopa: ‘Si et quand je disparaitrai de ce monde ou
bien de I’horizon politique des Balkans, le pont entre les deux pays se refera’
(Ecnu m Korga st MC4e3Hy M3 3TOT0 MHUPA MM C MOJUTUYECKOTO TOPU30HTA
BasnkaH, MOCT MeXJy ABYMs cTpaHamu Oyzer BOCCTaHOBJeH). [1o MHEHHIO
HEKOTOPBIX JUIJIOMATOB, 3Ta IByCMBIC/IEHHAsI ppa3a ObUIa BbI3BAHA CTPAXOM
depauHaH/A Nepes IUL0OM BO3MOXXHOI'O BO3Me31ust co cTOpoHbl Poccuu, ero
OlaceHUsIMU 3a OyAylliee JUHACTUN U CTPEMJIEHUEM, B CAMOM KpaiHeM CITy-
4ae, obecreynTh OOITapCKUil MPECTOJ XOTsI ObI 32 MPECTOIOHAC/IEHUKOM
bopucowm, kpectaukom Hukonas I1."

14 OKTAOPs 1915 I'. B 6 yacoB yrpa bonrapus o6wsiBria BoiiHy Cep6uy,
a ee apMus BTOPIJIach Ha cepOCKylo Tepputopuio. [list gepxaB AHTaHTbI

° Madol 1992, 74-79; Konstant 1992, 202-203, 244-245, 272, 295-302, 307, 309-310,
320.

© Cm. mogpo6Ho: Bobroff 2000, 76-95.

1 Savinsky 1927, 307.

2 AHa/IM3 Pas/UYHBIX BEPCUH, CBA3aHHBIX C STUM Pa3rOBOPOM, KOTOPBIA COCTOSIT
[[eJTMKOM M3 HeZOMOBOK, cM.: Shkundin 2007, 53-57.
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31O 6B Kasyc Gemtu. MimrepaTop, elie ¢ 5 CeHTSIOpst MPUHSBILHI Ha ce0st
¢yukuun ['maBHOKOMaHAymomero Pycckoit apmuu, B 3TO BpeMsi HAaXOLU/ICS
B CraBke B Morusese. Tyga Ha nmoanuce Hukonar II u 6pu1 HanpasieH 18
OKTSIOPsI MOATOTOBIEHHBIN TEKCT LAPCKOTo MaHudpecTa 06 00bSIBJIEHUN BOW-
Hbl Bonrapuu. Mauudect 6bu1 mognucan 20 okTsa6ps.3 LlBeiiuaper ITbep
JKubsip, HaCcTaBHUK AeTell MUMIIEPAaTOPCKOM CeMbH, OKA3aJICs CTy4ailHbIM
cBUeTesieM TOro, Kak Hukosmaii Il mognuceiBan ator Manudect. Mmneparop
3asiBu XKunbsipy cnenytoiiee: ‘Ecau 661 kmo-Hubydb MHe ckasan, 4mo npu-
dem deHb, koeda s nodnuwy obss61eHue 80liHbl boneapuu, s cuen 6b1 makoeo
uenogeka 6ezymyem, u eom, odHako, deHb amom Hacman. Ho s nodnucwisaro
amo, ckpens cepdye, mak Kak ybexcden, umo 6os2apckuti Hapod obmaHym
c80UM KOpoJieM, U Ymo 601bwan 4acms e20 COXpaHsem nNpuesi3aHHOCMb
k Poccuu. CoznaHue nnemeHHo20 eduHcmea ckopo npobydumcs 6 Hem, U OH
notimem ceoe 3abyxcderue, Ho 6ydem no3dHo!.* B manudecre 6pU1a 3aK€it-
MeHa ‘m3MeHa bonrapuu cnaBsHCKOMY ey’ M He COBCeM MPaBAMBO, HA HAlll
B3IJIsII, YKA3bIBAJIOCh, YTO SIKOOBI COIO3HbBIE BEJTMKHE [eP)KaBbl 00ecrevnin
Bonrapuu ‘vcronHeHne JaBHUX CTPEMJIEHHM 60/IrapCKOro HApOAA — MIPUCO-
ennHeHne Makegouuw'. /lasiee roBOpHUIOCH, YTO ‘PYCCKHUI HAPOJ, C TSHKKUM
cepaLeM oOHaXkaeT MpoTuB bonrapuu mey, npegoctassisi Cyap0y N3MEHHH-
KOB CJIaBSIHCTBA CIpaBeInBoii Kape boxxueir’.’s

Bosmyijenue B napcTyronieM goMe PoMaHoBBIX o3unuei boarapuu
1 eé MOHapxa 6110 BceoO1uM. Ecin KTo ¥ ObUI ellje YAMBIIEH, YTO Pa3BUTHE
COOBITHI OIIO 0 PYCCKO-00/TapCKOM BOMHBI, TaK 3TO Y)Ke YITOMSIHYTbIN
BeJIMKUI KH13b AHZpel Bragumuposud, cbiH Mapuu [1aB1oBHBL. 20 OKTSI0-
Ps1 OH 3amucal B JHEBHUKE ITOJTHYIO Topeyu Thpaay: ‘Poccus, oceéobodument-
Huya boneapuu, obHaxcuna mew npomue boneapuu, komopas éoccmana npo-
mue cgoeti oceobodumenvHuybl. KowmapHocms 3moeo seneHus He noddaemcs
onucaHu. Xoms u npueblkaU CHUMAmb, 4Mo 8 NOAUMU4eCKUX 860NPOCAX CEeH-
MUMeHMAanbHOCMU Hem Mecma, HO 8Ce He MUHUMYM HEKOMOPbIX NPUHYUNOB
donyckaemcs. IlpuHyun eduHokpogus, eduHOU 6epbl, Me NPUHYUNbL, KOMOpble
pykosodsam pacamu, coeduHsas ux 0711 NPOMUBOCMOAHUSA UHbIM PAcam, cee-
da 6bLu ceaweHHbl. Teneps u amu nocaedHue npuHyunst nonpaxsl. CmuloHo,
eny6oko cmbloHO dondcHO 6blIMb HblHE Yeno8edecmsy 3a ece, Hemy cgudeme-
nem emy npuwinocbk 6bims. Ilocnednue udeanwvt pyxuyau. Ileped npecmonom
BcesviwHezo da sonurom éce me pycckue condamol, Ha noasx boaeapuu 3a ee
oceoboxcdeHue cgoro dyuty nosoxcuswue. Bonuem u mul, ux nomomku, 6 edu-
HOU Hadexcde, WMo me, KMO 8UHOBHbL 8 IMOM, NOHECYM CB010 KAPY U, excenu

3 Shkundin 2007, 29.
4 Zhilyar 1990, 127.
5 RV 1915, 7 (20) October.
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Hapod 6oneapckull 6bL1 66edeH Hemyamu 6 3abyxncdeHue, — da ypasymum e2o
T'ocnodv'.*®

Wmneparpuna Anekcangpa PenopoBHa, HHUKOIZAa OCOOEHHO He OT-
JIMYABIIASICSI B3BELIEHHOCTHIO OLIEHOK, B IHCbMe K CBOEMY aBrycreiiieMy
CYNIpYTy B Te JHU TOXXE€ W3J/IMBaJla CBOEI rHEB B aJjpec «IOJJIOM», KaK OHa
M3BOJIMIA BbIpa3uThesi, bonrapuu: ‘Yepm nobepu amu 6ankaHckue 2ocy-
dapcmea! Poccus eceeda 6bina 0na Hux atobsaweti Mamepwvio, a OHU USMEHUAU
eti u cpaxcaromes ¢ Hell'."”

Eiie 10 oxTs16pst dpaniy3sckuii mocon M. [aneonor BeipBan y Hukonas
II o6eujanre 6GoMGapaAUpPOBaTH GOMrapCcKHe YepHOMOPCKHUE MOPThl BapHy u
Byprac, a Taxoke DBKCHMHOTPaJi, 4YTO M OBLIO OCYLIECTB/IEHO 27 OKT0ps. ['1a-
Ba poccuiickoit auriomatuu C. JI. CazoHOB mo3gHee mpu3HaBaics: ‘Mepa
ama, cosepweHHO Gecnone3Has, 6vlna mHe ype3svlwaliHo HenpusmHa. bom-
6apduposaHue He3awuuwjeHHbIX 20p0d06, cmasuiee 0ObIYHBIM S61eHUEM B0
8pems esponetickoll 80UiHb, ...KA3A10CL MHe HUYem He ONnpasdbléaemMbim Npo-
senenuem oduuanus’.’® Kax coobuian PpaHo, repMaHCKuil KOHCYn B BapHe,
paspylleHus, IPUYUHEHHble 00MOApANPOBKaMH, U KOJIMYECTBO )XePTB cpe-
IV BOEHHBIX U IPOKIAHCKOIO HacesleHUs], ObUIM He3HaYuTeMbHbL'Y OfHAKO
3T OGOMOAPIUPOBKM He ObUIH JIMIIb CUMBOJAYECKHUM JXecToM. [lomumo
IIPOYero, OHU UMeJH Lie/Ibl0 MUHUMHU3UPOBATh YTPO3Y AJIsi Y4€PHOMOPCKOTO
nobepexnsi Poccn co CTOpOHBI TepMaHCKUX MOBOAHBIX JIOAOK, MOTyYHB-
IIMX Telepb BO3MOXXHOCTh 0a3MpoBaThcsi B moprax bonrapuu.® K Tomy e,
He TOJIbKO MaTePHUAIbHBIHN YPOH TYT ObUI BaYKEH, HO M HDABCTBEHHOE BII€YaT-
JleHue OT aTaku. Begp Gonrapckuii 6eper 06CTpeIMBaIy Cya Moj KOMaHAou
PYCCKOTro agMupasa Mo MpUKasy pOCCHUHCKOro MOHapxa, BHyKa Llaps-ocso-
6onutesnst boarapuu!

[Tocne Bctymnenust boiarapum B BOiHY Ha cTOpoHe lleHTpanbHBIX
Jep)KaB Cpey TOCYyJAPCTBEHHBIX, MOTUTHYECKUX U 0COOEHHO BOEHHBIX Jie-
ATenedl CTpaH AHTAHTHI BpeMsi OT BPeMEHU BCIUIBIBAJI BOIIPOC O BO3MOXK-
HOCTH 3aK/IIOYeHMsI cenapaTHoro mupa ¢ boiarapueit. Ognako Ca3oHOB npu
00CY)KIeHHH 3TOTO BOIPOCA ObUT BBIHYK/EH CYMUTATHCS C HENPHUSI3HEHHBIM
otHowrenreM Hukonas Il k Bonrapuu, nepcoHnguiipoBaHHbIM B JaBHeit
Henpusi3HU K PepAvMHAHAY U MPOU3BOAHBIM OT Heé. [loaTomMy MHMHHUCTD
IOCJ/IeJOBaTeIbHO BBICTYIA/I IPOTHUB NMPUMUpPeHUs ¢ bonarapueii, HO auiIb
[0 Tex Top, noka y Biactu B Copuu ocraBancs Pepaunang.>

6 Dnevnik 1925, 101.

7 [lur. mo: Pisarev 1993, 58. Cm. Tawke: Nabokov 1922, N2 19.

¥ Sazonov 1991, 288.

v Todorova 2002, 485, N¢ 393.

2 Kozlov 2001, 17-19.

2 Telesheva et al. 1938, 350, 1; Shkundin 2007, 92, 103-107, 15-117.
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29 amnpeJisi 1916 T. B [leTporpaz npu6bUI r1aBa cepOCKOro MpaBUTEILCTBA
H. INammy. 4 Mast cocrosiiach ero aygueHnus y ummeparopa B Llapckowm Cerre,
JIUBILasics1 60Jble yaca. Biocneacrsuu, nHpopmupys nprHua-perenTa Cep-
6vn AsekcaHzpa O COZIep)KaHHUH ITHX MeperoBopos, [Nammy nucan: ‘B Poccuu
Ham 6bL10 daHo obewaHue Kak yapem, Maxk U MUHUCMPOM UHOCMPAHHbBIX e,
... umo 6ydem coadaHa 803moxcHo b6osee cunvHas Cepbus, mak kak 3mozo mpe-
6yrom He monbko cepbckue, HO u pycckue uHmepecwl. boneapus xce 6ydem Ha-
Ka3aHa, NOCKOIbKy 8UHOBAM He moabko Pepdurand, Ho u 6oaeapckuti Hapod u
8ce napmuu, Komopbule ¢ Hum coaudapHul. Mcnpasaerue Hawell 2paHuybl Ha
socmoke do Cmpymbl u Ha 3anade 6 patioHe BuduHa He scmpemum go3paice-
Hutl, mak xak Boneaputo credyem ocnabums padu 6ydyweti 6esonacnocmu Cep-
6uu u Poccuu’ B xozie 3THX mieperoBopoB cepOoB 3aBepsiiu, 4To B [leTporpaze
paccMaTpuBaloT bosrapuio kak Bpara pyccKoi MOJMTHKH, MOCKOJIBKY OHa
MelllaeT MPOABIKEHNI0 K KOHCTaHTHMHOMO/IO, YTO TAaKOBO 00lee MHEHHE
Hukonas 11, Ca3zoHOBa 1 Bcero pocCUMCKOTO MPaBUTETbCTBA.>

JTH JaHHbIe, TIOYePITHYThIe U3 CepPOCKOI AUTIOMATHYEeCKOU TOKyMeH-
TALMH, TOATBEPXKIAIOTCS JOKYMEHTAaMH U3 POCCUMCKHUX apXUBOB. MiMmepa-
TOP MOATOTOBHJICS K Pa3roBopy c [lamwyem. 3a feHb J0 ayJUeHLUH OH IPU-
Hsi1 KHs13s1 ['puropust HukonaeBuya Tpy6enkoro, mocianauka B Cepoun. Tor
IpeJCTaBIII eMy cBolo ‘3anucky o Cepoun u bonrapun’. Ha apxuBHO# Koniu
3TOro JOKyMeHTa HamucaHo: ‘[Ipedcmasneqo Ha 6aazoso33perue I'ocydaps
Hmnepamopa ¢ kpamkoti dokaadHoti 3anuckoli Munucmpa (t. e. CazoHoBa. —
I. II1.) o coenacuu ¢ 8blpaxiceHHbIM 8 3mom nucbme’. B 3ammcke roBopurcs:
‘ITo moemy enybokomy y6excdeHuto, 0CHO8HAA NpuyuHa gvicmynaeHus boa-
2apuu Ha CMopoHe HaWux 8pazo8 Kpoemcs 6 onaceHuu ee yeudems Poccuro
Ha [Iponusax. IIpexcde eceeo, Pepdunaxda He nokudana meuma camomy 3a-
gnadems Koncmanmunonoaem. Ho nomumo moeo, kak oH, mak u e2o cmo-
POHHUKU OMJAUYHO co3Hatom, ymo, ecau Poccus o6ocHyemcs Ha IIponusax,
mo meume o eecemoHuu boneapuu Ha Baakanax 6ydem nonoxen ecmecm-
eeHHblll koHey. Ecau boneapus He ymcenaem cunvHoll Poccuu na bankanax, -
npogopkan Tpybeuxoii, — ecmb au y Hac kakou-HuUbydb uHmepec jxcenamso
ycunernus boneapuu nocae ee npecmynHo2o 8blcmynaeHus Ha CMOpPoOHe HaWuXxX
8pazog?. 3aTeM B YepHOBHKE 3aIHCKH COJIEPIKUTCS Takast ppasa, KOTOPOil B
OKOHYaTe/IbHOM BapuaHTe HeT: ‘He 6ydem nu nonycmumenscmeo ¢ Hawel
CMOPOHBL 8 IMOM OMHOWeEHUU Npu3HaHuem Hawell crabocmu? > O4eBUHO,
JAHHBII TOIET MBIC/TA KH3b 3a4ePKHYJI U3 BEPHOIMOAJAHHUYECKUX MOOYK-
JEeHUI, He )KeJIasi TPAaBMUPOBATh YyBCTBA UMITEPATOPA.

22 Popovich 1977, 319.
3 Popovich 1977, 314.
24 AVPRI, F. 151, PA, Op. 482, D. 4024, 1. 395-396.
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B memyapax 06 atoii ayauenuuu Tpy6Gerkoit Hanucaint: 4 ... npedcmas-
aancs eocydapro. Cuumas doneom cdenams 8ce, Mo Moz, 4mobsl npogodumsb
MbICab, 8 BepHOCMU Koell Obin ybexcdeH, umo cdgue Ha 8oliHe Moxcem Gbimb
docmueHym moavko Ha bankanax odHospemeHHO ¢ Hawell CMOPOHbl Uepe3
Pymoinuto u Cotoanukamu om CanoHuk, s HANUCAA 8 IMOM CMbICAE NUCLMO
Cazonogy das npedcmasnenus 2ocydapio Ha aydueHyuu... Te xce mvicau s do-
noxcun I'ocydapro, kozda 6bin npunam’.> B pasroBope ¢ umneparopom Tpy-
6eLIKO COMMIAPU3NPOBAJICS C MHEHHEM CepOCKOro NMpHHLA-pereHTa Aek-
CaHZpa O TOM, YTO OJEep)KaTh Bepx Haj bonrapueil npexcrasisieTcss Gonee
OCYIIIeCTBUMBIM, YeM OXXHUJATh CKOPOT'O M IOJIHOTO ycCIleXa Ha eBPOIeCKUX
TeaTpax BoWHbI. OH Ja)ke Mpejaraia MojyMaTh HaZl TEM, ‘MOXCEM JU Mbl ...
npednpuHams kakue-aubo deticmseus npomus boneapuu, ecau 6bl, Hanpumep,
6b110 OMcpoveHo HacmynaeHue Ha HaweM 21a8HOM meampe 80UHbl, 2de Mbl
npodoaxcanu 6bl 8pemeHHO 3aHUMamsb 06opoHumensHoe nonoxceHue’ > Kor-
Iia pa3roBop KocHycst bonrapuu, Hukonait ckasan: 4 evikatouun boneapuio
u3 ceoezo cepdya’. Ha sto Tpy6Genkoit orBetun: /la, HO Umobbl usmeHumso
3MO noJodceHUe, HAM HYXCHO HaHecmu ydap 6o12apam, a 3mo 8o3epawjaem K
momy, umo a dokaadvieaio Bam’.>

20 HI0JIs1 1916 T. MITepaTop 3amMeHr/1 Ca30HOBA Ha MOCTY IJIaBbI POCCHI-
ckoii gunnomarum b. B. lItropmepom. Onpenensis pocCUICKYI0 TO3ULIUIO B
oTtHoweHnH Bosirapuu, mpecrapesnsiii GIOPOKPAT, UCKYIIEHHBIN B MPUBOP-
HBIX MHTPHUIaxX, HO OTHIO/Ib He B AUIUIOMATHUH, TAK)Ke ObUI BBIHYXX/IEH CYH-
TAThCsI C HEIPHUSI3HEHHBIM OTHOLIEHHEM MMIIEPATOpa K 3TOi cTpaHe. B KoH-
1€ aByCTa [0 MHUIMATHBE POCCUHICKOTO BOEHHOIO KOMaHOBAHMSI B IIOBECT-
Ky JHsI BCTaJI BOIIPOC O BO3MOXXHOCTH [JHWHACTHUYECKOro rnepeBopora B bos-
rapuu. I'nnepocropoxxusiii LlTIopmep, omacasice caenaT HeBEpPHBIN 1Iar,
peurt 3anpocutb MHeHre CaBUHCKOTO IO JAHHOMY Bormpocy. [To MHeHuIO
nocsiefHero, Poccust Kak MOHapXu4yeckasl ep)kaBa He JI0/DKHA ‘NPUHUMAmb
8 HEM HUKAKO020 AKMUBHO20 U 868HO020 yuacmus. EQuHcmeeHHO, Ymo Hyx#cHO
6ydem ocmopoicHO 8ceaums 8 ymbl 6o12ap, 3mMo YmMo He MOAbKO AUYHO KO-
poab (uapp Pepaunang. — I. I11.), Ho u 8cs e20 duHacmus He 8HywWaKwM Ham
dogepus’. Ilpecrononacnegnuka u Oyayuwero uapst bopuca III CaBunckwmit
XapakTepusoBal Tak: Tloaumuueckas AuUYHOCMb HACE0HO20 KOPOe8UYa
6onee ueM COMHUMENbHA: 80 8peMs cobObimMull, npedwecmeosaswux BotiHe,
Macca NPU3HAKo8 ... CBUOeMeNbCMe08aAaU O 20 OMKPbIMOU CUMNAMUU K HEMYAM
u ascmpuiiyam u Kk 2epmaHogunvckoti norumuxe omya. Koponesuuy 24 20da,
HO NO ce0eMy pa3sumuio, xapaKkmepy, He3HAKOMCcmaey ¢ deaamu, HaA KOMoO-
pble OH CMOMPUM 21a3aMU 0MYd, He N0380a38We20 emMy HU 00HOU c80600-

s Trubetskoi 1983, 272.
26 AVPRI, F. 151, PA, Op. 482, D. 4024, 1. 396-398.
27 Trubetskoi 1983, 273.
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HOU MbICAU, He MOAbKO delicmeus, — OH NoXodum Ha 15-1eMmHe20 MaabYuKa .
Tem Gonee 6e30CHOBaTETBHBIMH BBITJISIIE/TN HafieXAbl HA Kupuiiia, Broporo
cerHa PepaviHanza.®®

Tax CaBuHCKMIT 060CHOBBIBAJI HEOOXOAUMOCTH ITOTHOTO M3rHaHus Cak-
ceH-KoGypr-T'orckoii nunactuu u3 Bonrapuu. A BOT BbITeKaBllee U3 ITHX
paccyXieHui fanbHelillee mpeaoXXeHre MoHapxucTa CaBHHCKOTO MOTJIO
nmokasatecsi Hukonarw I HeoxxugauueiM. ‘Boccmanosasms monapxuto 6bi10
6bl 021 Hac KpatiHe He8bI20OHO: 8CAKULl UHOCMPAHHbBIU NPUHY He MOAbKO
U3 HblHe JdpyjcecmeeHHbIX HAM 00MO08, HO Jdajce U3 HAWe20 Yyapcmeyrowe20
doma, a mem 6onee 0OCHOBAMENb HAYUOHANLHOU duHAcMuu, cdeaaswucs 60-
2apckum koponém, 6ydem HeuzbexncHO, cuno0 gewell, CMapambsCsa ygeauqums
meppumopuo u Mowb ceoell HOBOU CMPAaHbl; U Yem Gaudxce oH 6ydem K HAM,
mem Ham 6ydem mpydHee npomusumbscsa e2o naaHam. IToamomy 6bin0o 6bl
npakmuyHee 8ce2o cnocobcmeosams Oydywemy 8pemeHHOMY NPABUMENbCMEBY
npespamumucs 6 pecnybaukaHckoe unu ¢pedepanvHoe’. K uepene aprymeHTOB
B 110163y peciry6iKy CaBUHCKUMIA 0GaBHJI MTOC/IEAHHI, TIPUITPAB/IEHHbIH 13-
PAHOM NopLMeil IMHU3MA U BeJIMKOMMITEPCKOro cHobusMa: ‘Ilpu cmpaw-
HOU ckM0HHOCMU 6osieap K NOAUMUKAHCMEY, MAKoe NpasumenbCmeo Ha
MHo2Ue 200bl 3aHAN0CHL b6bl c6OUMU BHYMPeHHUMU deandamu, U makum obpa-
30m 00Ha u3 Hawux 3adayv Ha Bbankanax, — eocnpenamcmeosaHue co3daHuro
CAUWKOM CUNbHBIX 20cydapcms 6blna 6b1 docmueHyma’ >

Bce aT0, BMecTe B3siTOe, TpeoIpee/ N0 O3ULUI0 UMIIepaTopa — ero
KaTeropu4ecKHil 0TKa3 JoroBapuBarhcs ¢ bosrapueil. 3 ceHTsA6ps 1916 T.,
YIKe Iocjle Hadasia BOeHHBIX JelicTBUi Mexay bonarapueit u Pymbinueii, Hu-
konai Il 3asBun llTiopMepy nocie ero AoK/IaZa, YTO HUKAaKHUe IIeperoBOpbl
¢ 60o/IrapamMu HeBO3MOXKHBI, Toka PepauHaHz ocTaeTcs Ha nmpecrose. MHU-
LIMaTHBa IeperoBopoB HU B KOeM cJIy4ae He J0/DKHA IpHUHaAIexaTs Poccun.
OpHako Hukonait gomycTu BO3MOXXHOCTD II€PeroBOpoB B C/Iyyae OTpeye-
Hus PepauHanza B monp3y bopuca, cBoero kpectHrka. OGpaTUTHCS XKe K
IeperoBopaM HMMIepaToOp IOJlaraj BO3MOXXHBIM TOJIBKO IIOC/Ie HaHeCeHUs
boarapuu coKpymuTe1bHOTo ygapa.

C xaxapiM gHeM HernpusizHb Hukomast 1l x bonrapum mpopomkana
HapacraTb. OCOOEHHO SIBHOI M HeBYCMBICJIEHHOH OHA CTajla MOCJIe TOro,
KaK 5 CeHTsIOpsl Ha4ya/oCh HENOCPeACTBEHHOE POCCHICKO-00/IrapcKoe BO-
opy)XxeHHOe npoTuBocTosinue B [lo6pymke. Beuepom 19 ceHTsIOpst nmmepa-
TOp B KavecTBe BepxoBHoro ['naBHOKOMaHgytowero 6ecenoBan B CTaBke B
Morunese c renepanom K. Koanzoii, mpeacraBuTesieM Telneps y)ke COI03HOU
pymbIHCKO#1 apmuu. KoaHZia 06paTut ero BHUMaHUe Ha TO, YTO 40 JIeT Ha3az,

2 AVPRI, F. 138, SA, Op. 467, D. 578, 1. 43.
29 AVPRI, F. 138, SA, Op. 467, D. 578, 1. 44.
3 Semennikov 1927, 52, 149.
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PYMBIHBI CPA)XaJIMCh BMECTe C PYCCKOM apMueli 3a ocBoboxxaeHne bonrapumn
OT OCMAaHCKOTO Hra. A HbIHe 60JIrapbl BMeCTe ¢ TYpKaMHU CPa)KalOTCs IIPOTHB
TeX apMHii, KOTOpble UM nprHecH cBoboay. Ha uro Hukonait Il orBeTnn
Koange: ‘bBydvme ysepeHbl, Mbl HaKaxdcem ux mak, Kak oHu dasce He Mo2ym
cebe npedcmasumy’ 3!

B Te nHU poACcTBEHHUKYM MMIIEPATOP], Be/IMKHUe KHS3bs U3 foMa Poma-
HOBBIX ‘00pabaThIBai’ €ro B AHTUOOTAPCKOM yXe, HAaCTAaWBasi HA 3aHIATHU
VM TBepZOU MO3ULIMH, KOTOPOM cjiefyeT fep>KaThCsl BO B3aMMOOTHOILLIEHHUSIX
¢ coro3HuKamu. Harpumep, ofuH 13 fesiTesieil Tak Ha3bIBA€MO# ‘BeTUKOKHSI-
Xeckou GppoHabr, asansa uMmneparopa Huxonait MuxaiiioBud nucan cBoemy
aBrycreiineMy IJIeMSIHHUKY 9 CEHTSIOPS 1916 T.: ‘Yowe paHbwe meHs nopaxica-
N0 6aazoxcenamenvHoe OMHOWeHUe AH2AUYAH... K Boneapuu, a meneps amo
cmano evlpaxcamocs 8 6onee onpedenerHoll popme. Ecau soobwe aHeauua-
He MOJIbKO CHUMAKMCA CO CMPAHaMU, UMenWUMU 8b1X0dbl K MOPAM, MO
u ecmb npeumywecmso boneapuu, mo meneps s8unace dpyzasn ewe Homa —
npueneys 6012ap Ha cmopoHy Coro3HUK08. IMO yxce He CKPblmoe JceadaHue, a
f18HOe cmpemJieHue 8b1l20podumb UMeHHO 6oneap 60 eped NnpouuM 6aNKAHCKUM
HapodHocmsam, u ocobeHHo HecuacmHou Cepbuu, y komopou Hem Huede 8bl-
xo0dos k mopio. Hado, 3Hawum, yvecmb 3aba1azo8pemeHHO amu aHaautickue
meHdeHyuu, Ymobbl He damb UM pa3eumMbCs U YMobbl KO 8peMeHU MUPHbBIX
nepe2o8opos He 8bIULI0 Obl HeocudaHHo20 KoHPaukma. Ecau cosemHuk no-
conbemea /IuHOneli 0CmMopoXcHO MONbLKO HAMeKAem Ha XceameabHoCmb Wa-
dumb Boneaputo, mo dob6podywHbsili bvlokeHeH moabko u 208opum 06 3mom
3a nocaedHue Hedeau. Hu ¢ppanyysel, HU umanbsHybl He N0JOarOMca Ha My
ydouky, HO 6bL10 Obl JcenamenbHO meneps ¥e 0Mpe3ams U NONAABOK 3

B aTu Mecsmpr B pOoCCHUIICKMX MPUBOPHBIX KPyTax TN YIIOPHBIE CIIY-
X{ O TOM, 4TO Iocse cBep)xeHus1 PeparHaHga Ha GONTapCKUii IPECTO ro-
TOBUTCS B30OWTH ABOIOPOAHBIN 75 UMIIepaTopa BeJIMKUU KHA3b Hukomai
HuxonaeBuu-maaaummii. [lockonbky oH 6e3zeTeH, eMy B HaC/IeJHUKH TPO-
yuan Pomana [lerpoBuua, ceiHa ero 6para [lerpa Hukonaesuya.?® Ho 3gech
Bce 6pu10 HempocTo. Hukomait Hukonaesuy u [lerp HukonaeBuy 6pumu jxe-
HATHI HA CECTPAX — YePHOTOPCKUX KHsDKHaX AHacracuu (Crane) u Munuue
(‘uepHOTrOpCKHX TIayyMxax’, KaK WX Has3bIBa/IM 3a ri1asa). FIx MOXHO OTHeCTH
K NpocepOCKOMY JI060M B UMIIEpaTOPCKOii paMuUINM, IpaBja, C HEKOTOPOit
OTOBOPKOM, YUUTHIBAasI CJIOXKHBIE OTHOLIEHUS UX OTLIA, YePHOTOPCKOT0 KOPO-

3 BNR, D. Iliescu, F. 13; Popa 2010, 146-147, N 21.

3 Semennikov 1925, 86.

33 Semennikov 1925, 15. Eije BecHOHM 1916 T. 3TH C/IYXH CTaIX SOCTOSTHHUEM (QpaHILy3-
ckoit pasBeaku. Cm.: NA-III-BAN, Collection ‘Les Archives de Ministére des affaires
étrangeres. Paris’, Europe 1914-1918, Sér. A, Car. 381, Dos. 3, P. 180; Guerre 1914-1918.
Bulgarie, 6 NS/241, 223-225.
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11 Hukosst, ¢ cepbekoii nuHactueit Kapareopruesuyeit. YepHOTOpKU U 0Co-
6enHo Hukosait HukoaeBuY HaxoAMIMCh BO BpPaXeOHbIX OTHOIIEeHUsX C I
E. PacrryTiHBIM, KOTOPBIN ITO/Ib30BAJICS pelyTalfeil TIapcKoro apyra’ 1 yepe3
nMreparpuly Anekcanapy ®énoposHy Bausit Ha Hukonas Il. PacyTtun e,
KaK M3BECTHO, C CAaMOT0 HayYasa, elle JIETOM 1914 TI., ObUI IPOTHUB TOTO, YTOOBI
Poccus, 3amyimas cepOcKrie MHTepeCh], BBSI3bIBAJIACh B POKOBYIO U I'yOHTe Tb-
HYI0 2151 ce6st BoiiHy. [10 HEKOTOPBIM, IPABJA, HEMTOATBEP)KJEHHBIM JAHHBIM,
PacryTuH HecKoJ/IbKO pa3 B MPUCYLIell eMy 3arajo4Hol, Heu/eHOpa3AeabHo-
MHCTHYECKOH MaHepe ITPOroBapyBajl KaKWe-TO TYMaHHbIe IPOOOITapcKue 1
aHTHCcepOckye ¢ppasel. He moToMy, KOHEYHO, YTO OH COYYBCTBOBAJI 60JIrap-
CKOMY HallMOHa/IBHOMY MZeaTy U HeraTUBHO OTHOCHJICSI K CepOCKOMY, a TIOTO-
MY YTO BCeMH CUJIaMH CTPEMUJICSI BOCIIPENSATCTBOBATh YCHU/IEHUIO IPYTIITUPOB-
KM CBOEro caMoro Henpumupumoro Bpara Huxonas Hukonaesuua.3* OpHako
aTH JeiicTBus PacryTrHA He MOBJIEK/IN 32 OO0 KaKye-TO MO3UTUBHbBIE H3Me-
HeHMsI B OTHOILIEeHWH UMIeparopa K boarapumn.

B cepenyine HOSIGPSI 1916 T. pOCCHIACKOe BOEHHOE KOMaH/I0OBaHUE TpeJ-
JIOXKVJIO COFO3HHMKAM HaHeCTH yaap Ha CaJIOHMKCKOM GppOHTe C LieJIbI0 Pa3rpo-
Ma 6oJrap Ipy cofeiiCTBUN PyCCKO-PYMBIHCKUX apMMUIA35 DTO ObUIN MOC/TeA-
HUe, KacaBurecs: bonrapuy, ‘reogBrokeHus npassitueid a1utbl Poccuiickoit
UMIIEpUM Tlepes, peBoJIIolel, CBepTrHYBIleli 1lapu3M. Bmecte ¢ MoHapxueit
KaHyu B JleTy u runoTteTrnyeckue IUJIaHbI IpeacTaBuTeneil JJoma PomaHoBbIX
0 HaHeceHMuU ypaapa 1o boarapuu. [logBoas UTOr, MOXXHO OTMETHUTB, YTO UX
JAJIeKo He Bcerfa aJleKBaTHOe JIMYHOe OTHOLIeHHe K 3TOM CTpaHe U e€ MOo-
HapXy, NepeHeceHHOe B cpepy MeXroCcyAapCTBeHHBIX OTHOLIEHUH, 3a4aCTYIO
OKa3bIBaJ/IO B rojsl Benkoil BOMHbBI HEraTUBHOE BO3JeiicTBHe Ha GOPMHUPO-
BaHHe U OCyllleCTBJIeHHe POCCHUIICKOT0 BOGHHO-CTPaTernyecKoro 1 BHelllHe-
MOJIUTUYECKOTO Kypca.
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The political elites in the search
for the culprits responsible
for the First National Catastrophe

Todor Galunov

Abstract: The period of 1912-1913 is one of the most tragic periods in the Modern his-
tory of Bulgaria. As a result of The First Balkan War, in a short period of time, it looks as if our
nation would finally be united within the Kingdom of Bulgaria. What follows shortly after is
a National tragedy, instead of a triumph. After the Second Balkan War begins the search for
the former ministers who are being held responsible. In 1914 a committee is established to
investigate the facts around the rout. The committee works in the course of 5 years, but the
found documents weren’t brought up when it came to determining the guilt in the National
Assembly.

Key words: ministers, war, investigation, parties, responsibility, catastrophe.

Pesiome: [lepruogmT 1912-1913 I. e eAMH OT HaW-TparuyHHUTe IEpPUOAU B HOBAaTa HC-
Topust Ha bbarapusi. B pesynrar Ha IIppBaTa 6aKaHCKa BOifHA 3a KPATBK MEPUOJ, OT BpeMe
M3TJIeKAQ, Ye HalMsITa HU Hali-Hakpast e 6'be o6eaiHeHa B paMkuTe Ha LlapcTBo buiarapust.
MaJixo cief ToBa C/lefiBa HalJMOHAIHA Tpareays, a He TpuyMd. Cies BropaTa 6a1KaHCKa BOii-
Ha 3aI04Ba M3JMPBAaHETO Ha OMBLIMTE MUHHCTPH, KOUTO HOCAT OTTOBOPHOCT. [Ipe3 1914 T. ce
Cb3/1aBa AaHKETHA KOMUCHSI, KOSITO TPsIGBa Jja Tpoy4r GaKTUTE OKOJIO IIBTS U IPUIHHHUTE KbM
HalMoOHaIHaTa Karacrpoda. Komucusita pabotu B MpoAb/HKeHHe Ha 5 TOLUHH, HO JOK/IAABT
u He e 06¢bzeH B HapopHoTo chbpanue.

The period of 1912-1913 is one of the most tragic periods in the Modern his-
tory of Bulgaria. As a result of The First Balkan War, in a short period of
time, it looks as if our nation would finally be united within the Kingdom of
Bulgaria. The treaty of London is signed on May 17, 1913 between the Balkan
League and the Ottoman Empire with which the Empire is forced to cede its
European territories. The treaty’s clauses give a new hope to creating a bigger
and stronger Bulgaria. Very soon this illusion is shattered. On June 16, 1913
the Second Balkan (Inter-allied) War breaks out, which brings the country
to its knees.
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On July 28, 1913 the Treaty of Bucharest is signed. According to ar-
ticle 2, Bulgaria cedes to Romania South Dobrudzha. Serbia is given a large
portion of Macedonia, starting from the summit Pataritsa and ending at the
crest of Mt. Belasitsa, where the Greek-Bulgarian boundary is situated (Art. 3).
Greece gains territories with predominantly Bulgarian population. The border
between Greece and Bulgaria starts at the end of the Bulgarian-Serbian border
at the crest of Mt. Belasitsa and ends at the mouth of the Mesta river where
it reaches the Aegean Sea (Art. 5).!

The remaining territories were split between Bulgaria and Turkey
according to the Constantinople treaty signed on September 16, 1913. A sig-
nificant part of Eastern Thrace was ceded to Turkey, while Western Thrace
remained a Bulgarian territory.>

The mentioned treaties commemorate the end of the Inter-allied war,
which brought the first national crisis in the modern history of Bulgaria.
Against the backdrop of the national grief is raised the question about the
responsibility for this rout which is carried by the governors.

On September 23, 19133, Tsar Ferdinand issues a decree with which the
XV Ordinary National Assembly is dissolved, while the new election date is
set for November 24, 1913. Immediately after this act, the Radoslavov govern-
ment, consisting of the Liberal (Radoslavist) party representatives, Young
liberals’ party (Tonchevists) and the National Liberal party’s two wings (Gena-
dievists and Petkovists) makes a decision to set up a committee of adequate
persons which will investigate the military supplies, requisitions, the state of
the armed forces and sanitary work before and during the war. The aim of
this action is to correct “the twisted ways of the political and public life”.+

In the course of the pre-election campaign the factor that unifies the
political parties, is that they all want the government investigation to happen.
However, the investigation can take place, only if it is initiated by the Na-
tional Assembly, which is dissolved for the time being, while the country is
in a pre-election state. From this point of view, the pleads for a parliamentary
investigation, coming from the political parties can be realised only after the
establishment of a political chamber.

The elections for the XVI Ordinary National Assembly take place on
November 24, 1913. During the wars in the new chamber of governors, the
People’s party (PP) has 5 MPs, while the Progressive Liberal party has only
one.> This has never been perceived as something illegal, considering the fact

' Genov 1940, 401-417.

> Genov 1940, 419-425.

3 CSA, f. 284, inv. 1, a.u. 3071; Narodni prava, No. 163/ 25. Nov. 1913.
4 Kishkilova 1998, 67.

5SL, 16 ONA, I e.s., 5; Kishkilova 2016, 348 onwards.
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that they were the people, who governed during the two wars, which brought
Bulgaria its first National catastrophe in the country’s Modern history. Some-
thing interesting is that during December the two parties act calmly towards
each other, because of an article written by the former People’s minister,
who claims that Bulgaria is on the losing side, because it tries to cooperate
with the Great Powers when it comes to politics, instead of acting alone. PP
reacts strongly and argues that Romania is so successful because for a long
time the country has been on the Great Powers’ ‘coattails’. The article is also
seen as an attempt to question the Balkan union’s expediency, created under
Russia’s guidance.®

The current state of the Parliament favours further discussions on the
topic, regarding the responsibilities carried by Iv. Geshev’s and St. Danev’s
Governments.

On December 30, 1913 the Prime Minister V. Radoslavov reads a govern-
ment declaration at the National Assembly, in which one of the purposes
of the Cabinet is, again, to begin a parliamentary investigation. Every party
must participate in it and the committee will try its hardest to be unbiased
in their search for the perpetrators who caused ‘people’s unnecessary grief
throughout the war’ and the problems with the deliveries.”

Meanwhile the MPs from the majority present a proposal to the NA,
based on art. 106 subpara. (2) of the TC, that requires conducting a parlia-
mentary investigation. The proposal is supposed to cover the actions of the
former ministers who were part of Iv. Geshev’s and St. Danev’s cabinets
during the wars. Some of the main points are the battles of Tchataldzha;
the delay in London’s negotiations; the lack of care that the military experi-
ences; the way in which the Inter-allied War breaks out is called ‘treason’ and
‘betrayal’.?

However, the XVI ONA doesn’t want to start the movement that will
seek ministerial responsibility from the cabinets of the Progressive Liberals
and Narodnitsi. On December 31, 1913 it is dissolved by the monarch, because
V. Radoslavov’s cabinet doesn’t receive any support for its politics from the
chamber.® By doing this Tsar Ferdinand clearly shows that the political map
on which he stakes is called ‘Liberal concentration’ with the current Prime
Minister as the head. The elections for the new seventeenth ONA are set on
February 23, 1914.°

¢ Balgariya, No 73/ 14. Dec. 1913.

7SL, 16 ONA, I e.s., 28-32; Volya, No. 279/ 1. Jan. 1914.
8 Volya, No. 279/ 1. Jan. 1914.

9DV, No. 1/ 2. Jan. 1914.

© DV, ed. 15 from 20. Jan. 1914. Georgiev 2018a, 65-86.
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Bulgaria is again in a pre-election state. Apart from slowing down the
eventual parliamentary investigation regarding the actions of the former
ministers, it gives room for many pre-election clashes between the progressive
liberals and the representatives of the People’s party.

The sharp polemics between the parties regarding the responsible for
the First National catastrophe clearly shows that this subject will be discussed
by the new Chamber.

On February 23, 1914 the new elections for the XVII ONA are conducted.
The new Parliament is convened on March 20, 1914.There V. Radoslavov’s
cabinet has slight majority compared to the opposition. The ratio of the MPs
seats is 129 to 116."

Sharp contradictions exist between these groups when it comes to the
questions regarding Bulgaria’s internal and foreign policy. But when it comes
to searching for the people behind Iv. Geshov’s and St. Danev’s cabinets, there
is little to no difference between the governors and the opposition (with the
exception of People’s party representatives and the Progressive Liberals).

In the first meetings, the MPs from the Government majority suggest
that ‘the NA should appoint people from the National representation for a
test committee which should investigate in generals and more specifically
the governing of the former cabinets of Iv. Geshov and St. Danev for the
period from the preparation of the war to its end’.> Of course, the importers
speak on behalf of the Bulgarians. Their claim is based on the Constitution.
According to the TC art. 106 para. 2 and art. 109 the National representation
has the rights to make suggestions and to appoint a committee of inquiry
regarding the affairs of the executive.B

The parliamentary debates, at the Liberals’ request, begin on April 21,
1914 and are concentrated on the critical moments, outlined by importers
and covering the period from the preparation for the Balkan War to Bul-
garia’s downfall in the Inter-allied War.

NR s for a poll. At the NA Burov explains its aims like this: 1). To define
whether or not the governors have committed crimes which would allow to
start the procedure of giving them up to the state court, 2). To satisfy the
Bulgarian nation, 3). To investigate whether ‘our political and public life con-
tains any limited disabilities’, which appear during wartime ‘more acutely’.
The poll’s the most important and the final point is that if any major faults
are found in our political system we would need to ‘reflect as a people, as a

nation on the necessary measures in order to get rid of these faults once and
for all’.

1 Statistics regarding the elections for National representatives for the XVII, XVIII
and XIX ONA. S., 1928, 18-20; Georgiev 2011, 47-52; 2016, 220-241.

2SI, 17 ONA, I e.s.,397-398.

3 Almanah 1911, 915.
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The more ‘detailed, comprehensive and objective’ the investigation is,
the better, since Burov is certain that ‘the truth speaks’ in favor of the PP.
The investigation should result in the punishment of the person, who is ‘the
true culprit behind the catastrophe, because otherwise, Bulgaria will be left
unprotected from this person’s new schemes’.

If the country becomes partisan ‘after the process is over we will be-
come more vicious, more separated and weaker’, the way it has been over the
past 30 years. He demands an answer to the question how Danev’s cabinet
managed to get Bulgaria involved in the devastating Inter-allied War, when a
strong opposition to warfare as a way of resolving conflicts had always been
held by his cabinet. The nostrum is found in the existence of ‘omnipotent
will, stronger than the government’. It needs clarify whether the monarch is
committing a ‘perjury’ or ‘an attack against Bulgaria’s most sacred interests’.
If this is confirmed, measures will be immediately taken in order for the
monarch to become ‘harmless’, then Bulgaria will be ‘secured’. The ‘perpetra-
tor of June, 16 1913’ needs to be sentenced as well.*#

By stating their opinion, the People’s Party representatives bash the
monarchical institution, carrying partial if not complete fault for the rout.
Tsar Ferdinand’s involvement in the events, according to Burov, needs to be
cleared out. However, he doesn’t go to extremes, like demanding for change
in the political system, his only wish is to objectively define the Tsar’s fault.

Former minister of finances T. Theodorov demands that the investiga-
tion should be ‘unbiased’; ‘comprehensive’; ‘unsparing’. In order for the in-
vestigation to be like this, it shouldn’t focus on the ‘unimportant issues’, e.g.,
'distant factors’ regarding the catastrophe; it should search for ‘shortcuts’.
In no way should it devote itself to retrospective analysis of events that took
place 25 years ago. Firstly, the felonious responsibility should be determined,
regarding the main culprits. Secondly, the accomplices, supporters, spon-
sors, etc. should be exposed as well. The former ministers can’t be accused
of not possessing enough brain power, because ‘no one has ever been put on
trial due to ignorance’. It should be defined, whether the acts that took place
on June 16, 1913 are a result of frivolity, malicious patriotic enthusiasm; a re-
sult of ‘a stupid belief that by doing this, the country is being supported’; or
a result of a plan which is well-cut and well-judged, the beginning of a new
policy which aimed at not only starting the war, but bringing ruin upon the
union and driving Bulgaria in a new political direction, establishing a new
political orientation as well. This is necessary, because ‘today we stand on the
threshold of a serious threat for Bulgaria and nowadays, unfortunately, we
demonstrate that we weren’t able to detect where the disaster came from-a
special type of evil, which still lurks up to this day’.

4 SL, 17 ONA, I 0.s., 599-612; Cvetkov 1992, 45.
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Bulgaria is left alone ‘without a single ally’ and serious threats endan-
ger it, because the country sticks to a policy, which differs from the one set by
the London treaty, a policy which has only been given by the Bucharest and
Constantinople treaty; and if we don’t perceive future events ‘there will be
Hell to pay’. The investigation needs to clearly define and consider the dan-
ger, which began on June 16 and continues up to this day. In order to achieve
this Bulgaria’s policy in the following 10 to 20 years should be peaceful and
be set in the ‘right direction’. However, if the investigation is partisan, the
initiators will be met with disgrace, bigger than the one that befell Bulgaria.
‘As of now’ Theodorov salutes them for taking the initiative and ‘takes a deep
bow’ before them.”

The PLP thinks that it will be beneficial for the investigation to throw
light on the cons of our policy, which have been reoccurring for years. De-
fining the cons will provide the opportunity to ‘unite ourselves in getting rid
of them’. In order to accomplish the wanted result, the committee should
consist of representatives of each parliamentary group.*®

1. The first point that has been debated at the NA is connected to the
responsibility of Geshov’s cabinet regarding the treaty preparation for the
Balkan War.

2. The second point which demanded debating at the NA is whether
the government enters the war without arms, ammunition, clothes, shoes
and medicine sufficient for the army.

3. The third point addresses the war itself: to what degree it was inevi-
table and whether the declaration had been justified and happened at the
right moment. The Governors and the Opposition are of the opinion that the
war had been declared at a highly unfavorable international environment,
since the Great Powers and especially Russia were against it. The continuous
interest of Russia to the Straits is not accounted for, as well. These factors
give little to no room for success. None of the parties, however, discuss the
question of how legal, the war, declared on October 5, 1912 was; and this is
something of great importance for the parliamentary investigation.

4. The fourth major issue is whether Bulgaria should have ended the
war with Turkey with a fast and efficient treaty in October 1912. All the par-
ties, with the exception of PP and PLP, agree that Geshov’s cabinet makes a
grave mistake by not utilizing the possibility of peaceful solution after the
Great Vizier Kamil Pasha writes a plead to the Government of Bulgaria, which
was received on October 31, 1912. Geshov’s cabinet doesn’t acknowledge that
the Great Powers need to have a say in the process of signing the treaty.

5 SL, 17 ONA, [ 0.s., 657-722.
6 S, 17 ONA, I 0.s., 638-657.
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5. The fifth point which is being discussed at the Plenary hall is
Tchataldzha’s battle. Most of the parliamentary parties conclude that the
Tchataldzha attack was completely pointless from military and political
point of view. The eventual conquering of the Turkish capital wouldn’t have
brought any serious political dividends, in fact by doing this Bulgaria’s prob-
lems would have grown in the face of the Great Powers and Russia. If the Bul-
garian army had entered Constantinople, the claims of our allies, regarding
new Macedonia territories would have increased, i.e. we would have faced
growing claims while our military forces were weakened.

6. The sixth issue, discussed at the Chamber is what responsibility is
being carried out by Geshev’s cabinet, when he should have signed a treaty
with Turkey on November 20 1912, which would have meant ending the conflict
only a month and a half after starting it. Unfortunately, it doesn’t happen.

7. The seventh point which needs to be addressed is whether Iv. Ge-
shev’s cabinet has missed another opportunity for ending the conflict, which
surfaces with K. Hadzhikalchov’s mission in the Turkish capital, requested
by the headquarters and carried out behind the cabinet’s back.

8. The eight point, debated at the NA, is whether Geshov’s cabinet
misses an opportunity for peace because it did not take under consideration
the results from the negotiations of Gen. M. Savov with the commander of the
Turkish army Nazim Pasha and the minister of external affairs-Norandungyan
Effendi, which took place on December 25, 1912.

9. The ninth issue envisions the negotiations in London between the
allies that took place between December 1912 and January 1913, whose failure
leads to renewing the military actions.

10. The tenth issue, covered in the Plenary hall, analyzes the period
from the termination of the London negotiation to the moment of signing
the treaty on May 17, 1913.

11. The eleventh problem, which the seventeenth ONA discusses re-
garding the former minister’s policy in the period from signing the London
peace treaty to the breakout of the Inter-allied War and their responsibility
concerning this topic.

Every political party with the exception of PP and PLP announce their
beliefs that the beginning of the Inter-Allied War is a result of the Govern-
ment’s policy. Parliamentary debates related to this problem reveal many as-
pects of the Bulgarian policy in-between the termination of the London ne-
gotiations and signing the London treaty. Again, there are two main opinions
at the NA. One belonging to the Governmental majority, supported in many
ways by the parties, uninvolved in governing the country during the two Bal-
kan wars. The political elite’s main thesis is that Iv. Geshov’s cabinet isn’t
able to find its way in the situation, which paves the way for the upcoming
Inter-Allied War.
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The second opinion belongs to the People’s Party representatives and
the people from the PLP. From their point of view Bulgaria is steadily walking
towards beneficial arbitration owing to their excellent diplomacy. Their claim,
however doesn’t overlap with the facts, undoubtedly proving that the coali-
tional Government can’t find its way in the complicated political game and
leaves Bulgaria with no reliable allies. The lack of any feelings of guilt in the
former governors doesn’t go unnoticed as well.

12. The particular support of the government of the order for attacking
Serbia’s positions, whose execution actually marks the beginning of the In-
ter-Allied War.

The question at hand shows that on the whole the XVII ONA stays
active, taking the blame for the catastrophe, caused by Iv. Geshov’s and St.
Danev’s cabinets. Despite this the PP and PLP continue to defend the perfec-
tion of their policy with no feelings of guilt whatsoever.

During the parliamentary debates the speech of T. Theodorov, who has
taken the floor twice up to this point, steals the spotlight. In the course of 12
hours, he masterfully rearranges the facts, while pleading for the innocence
of the former ministers. After the debates have ended, the voting procedure
regarding the suggestions about an investigation commences. The liberals’
procedure says: ‘NA should organize a test committee to investigate the for-
mer cabinets of Iv. Geshov and Dr. St. Danev, not only for the time being, but
especially for the period between the preparation of the war and its end’.”

The liberals’ suggestion is voted, but with one major change, the line
‘especially for the period between the preparations for the war and its end’ is
deleted. By doing this the question about any peace treaties is avoided, which
also means that Radoslavov’s cabinet, which also signed the polls would be
investigated. The premier himself claims that he won’t allow ‘an investigation,
regarding the ruling Government to be carried out’.”® The minister of Justice
supports him, since investigating an ‘active cabinet’ is simply unacceptable.”

The PP defines the avoidance of the principle of proportionality as an
absurdity, which doesn’t live up to the chamber’s prestige. The majority is
accused of not obeying the laws which gives the minister the right to call on
people for disobeying these laws. B. Vazov pleads the chairmanship not to
make mistakes, even at the expense of their positions. The Liberal’s project
committee won’t be effective and will keep working endlessly, due to the
absence of ‘the key element which is the opposition’. If we assume that there
are parties which are against the investigation, then that is going to be an

7SL, 19 ONA, I 0.s., 854.
¥ SL,19 ONA, I ess., 856.
9 SL, 19 ONA, I e.s., 858-860.
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‘investigation in the dark’ which won’t bring peace. According to B. Vazov,
without the PP the investigation will be one-sided, it will be deprived of ‘the
necessary ally needed for uncovering the truth’, while the investigation will
be ‘walking with its eyes closed’.*

In the end the opposition unites, having a ratio of 13:17 in favor of the
majority.”

On May 10, 1914 the voting process type ‘ad bloc’ commences when it
comes to the committee’s members, chosen by the chairmanship. According
to the vice chairperson of the NA S. Ivanchov some of the members’ names
have been coordinated with their parties’ leaders. The voting process deter-
mines that the members of the committee will consist of 30 MPs. 21 of them
are from the government majority. There are no PLP or PP representatives in
the committee.>

On May 10, 1914 on behalf of the parliamentary opposition, excluding
the narrow socialists, Naycho Tsanov registers a protest addressed to the
NA'’s chairman in which he disagrees with the fact that PP’s representatives
and progressives are deprived of representation at the committee, as well as
with the 21:9 ratio in favor of the majority. There are also protests against in-
cluding N. Genadiev in the committee, who is currently defendant regarding
the second state court trial. The parliamentary majority is accused of: viola-
tion of the law; trampling the NR’s rights and damaging NA’s reputation. The
letter of protest regarding the PLP is signed by Al. Stamboliiski, M. Takev, N.
Tsanov, B. Vazov, Ya. Sazakov and Dr. Andrei Hodzhov.

The opposition’s letter of protest, however, fails and the remaining
members of the committee do not meet the requirements of the Parliament’s
ratio of political forces.>

From the given facts, it can be concluded that the main political forces,
including the PP and the PLP are certain that conducting the investigation
regarding the First National Catastrophe is imperative. The difference lies
in the fact that the PP and the PLP want the parliamentary investigation in
order to prove that their policy is correct and that their ministers are inno-
cent; while the others are certain that Iv. Geshov and St. Danev are the main
culprits behind the rout and that the investigation will only prove this fur-
ther on. It is worth mentioning that during and after the debates, the former
ministers don’s feel guilty, regarding their wrongdoings and even express cer-
tainty in their infallibility. The parliamentary majority are also acting haughty

2 S, 19 ONA, I e.s., 864-866.
2 SL, 19 ONA, I ess., 866.
22 §L, 19 ONA, I ess., 867.
3 SL,19 ONA, I ess., 9o2.
24 SL,19 ONA, I e:s., 867.
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when they impose their dominance to the membership of the test committee,
despite the different ratio in the NA.

On May 17, 1914 the process of assembling of the parliamentary test
committee begins. Then under Dimitar Vachov’s guidance, chairman of the
NA, Hristo G. Popov is chosen as committee’s chairman, K. Panaiodov as
vice-chairperson and T. Yankov as secretary. All three of them belong to the
liberal majority. Hr. Popov and T. Yankov are from the Liberal (Radoslavist’s)
party, while K. Panayodov is from the PLP.

On May 22 the committee decides that four subcommittees need to
be established for better efficiency. The first one investigates the war and its
diplomatic preparations, the second is for the Ministry of Defense, combat
readiness, sanitary materials and non-combatant management, the third one
is for the sales and supplies, the fourth one is for requisitions.*

The work of the separate subcommittees isn’t that supported by the
Executive. The Executive doesn’t conform that much to the NA’s decision
and doesn’t attach much importance to the parliamentary investigation. The
committee itself looks powerless compared to the Ministry of Defense.

There are serious difficulties when using the Ministry of External Affairs’
and denomination’s secret archives as well. Again, the committee sends a
lot of letters. At the end the issue is solved when the premier V. Radoslavov
intervened personally. At first, the documents are used at the Ministry itself,
but the committee requests that they should be stored at a special room,
which would make using them easier. After long negotiations this is ‘gra-
ciously’ permitted by the Ministry in the spring of 1918. Additional problems
during the parliamentary investigations occur after October 1, 1915 when Bul-
garia gets in World War 1. Many of the suspects, which need to be interro-
gated, are called-up in the army. A large portion of the stationery staff that
serves the committee and many office clerks face the same faith; and they are
the people, who need to give necessary references. This leads to less common
committee meetings.>

The results of the committee’s activity and its structure aren’t subjected
to discussion at the NA. This fact defiles the importance of the act and serves
as a hit against one of the parliamentarianism’s elements —exercising the
controlling functions against the Executive, by creating a committee, whose
aim is investigating ministers’ actions. The hardships mentioned above, sabo-
taging the parliamentary investigation aren’t a legitimate reason for the XVII
ONA not to discuss the things done by the committee. From its formation on
May 14, 1914 to the dissolution of the meeting on April 15, 1919 nearly 5 years
have passed, which turn out to be insufficient for the Chamber to debate

3 SL, 17 ONA, IV o.s., 1508.
6 SL, 17 ONA, 1V o.s., 1509. Georgiev 2018b, 42-59; Gesheva 2003.
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over this issue, concerning the Bulgarian society; and this is how it all comes
to the First National Catastrophe and the responsibility of the cabinets of Iv.
Geshov and St. Danev, regarding this rout.
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Participation of Entente soldiers and officers

in the smuggling trade in Bulgaria
after the end of the First World War

Stefan Minkov

Abstract: This article presents the participation of Entente soldiers and officers in the
smuggling trade in Bulgaria after the end of the First World War. During the War, various
regulations and restrictions were introduced in the Bulgarian economy and trade necessary
to guarantee supplies to the army and the population. After the end of the war, the situation
was temporarily maintained, with the DECPP being the main institution responsible for moni-
toring and regulating the country’s economic structures and processes. The Entente soldiers
are actively involved in the smuggling trade, which is helped by the fact that they do not fall
under the jurisdiction of the Bulgarian court and their control bodies do not always respond
to the signals of the Bulgarian authorities. Smuggling is also assisted by some organizational
problems in the Border Guard service - the insufficient number of people and the poor living
conditions in which they have to fulfill their duties. Soldiers are reported to be leaving the
border posts, which are destroyed during the war, and spending the night in the surrounding
villages. Individual Entente soldiers and officers are involved in the smuggling trade, and their
role is rather peripheral. They were used to provide channels for smuggling because their
military units were situated at key locations in the transport network and had control of the
border areas.

Key words: First World War, Entente soldiers, Entente troops, smuggling trade, im-
port-export trade, regulation, Bulgaria, occupation

Pe3iome: Tasy craTust MpefCTaBsl yYacTHETO HA ChIJIAIIEHCKH BOMHULU U oduLiepr
B KOHTpabaHgHaTa Thprosust B bearapus cien [TepBara cBeToBHA BoiiHa. Ilpe3 BoiiHaTa ca
BBbBEJEHU PA3/UYHU PETy/IALUH U PECTPUKLUN, KOUTO ca HeOOXOAMMU O'bIrapcKara MKO-
HOMHKA U THProBUs Jla FAPAHTUPAT CHAGASBAHETO C MPOJAYKTH U CYPOBUHHU Ha apMHSTa U
HaceneHuero. Cies, Kpasi Ha BOMfHaTa Tasu CUTyalus ce 3amassa, kato JJCT'OIl e uncTHTY-
LUSTa, KOSITO HabJII0/laBa U peryIupa Abp)KaBHUTe UKOHOMHYECKU CTPYKTYPU U NPOLECH.
Boitauuyre Ha ChI/IalleHUETO aKTUBHO Ce BKJIIOYBAT B KOHTPabaHAHATa ThProBUsl, 32 KOETO
criomara 0GCTOSITE/ICTBOTO, Ye He MOMAJAT B IOPUCAUKLMSITA HA G'BJrapCKOTO 3aKOHOAATE -
CTBO M KOHTPOJIBT BBPXY TsiX He e edpekruBeH. OCBeH TOBA, OPraHU3ALMOHHUTE IPOGIEMH
Ha MOTPAHUYHUTE CITY)XOU, HEPErJIaMeHTUPAHOTO IPeMHUHABaHEe Ha PAaHMLIUTE U [p. CHIIO
crioMaraT 3a pa3BUTHeETO Ha KOHTpabaHJHATa ThProBusi. B 06U TMHUY, OTAETHN BOMHULIM
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n oduiepu ce BKIIOYBAT B KOHTPAGAHLHATA THProBUs, KATO U3IO/I3BAT KAaHAINUTE U TPAHC-
MOPTHUTE BP'b3KH, KOUTO Ca KOHTPOJIUPAHHU OT BOMCKUTe Ha AHTaHTaTa, KaKTO U KOHTPOJIA
BBPXY MIOTPaHUYHHUTE PETHOHM.

The Thessaloniki truce of September 29, 1918, with which Bulgaria in fact
ceased its participation in World War I, declares that Entente troops should
occupy strategic places of the Bulgarian territory. According to Article 2 of
the truce, this occupation will be temporary and will serve only as a guarantee.
It will give rise to neither coercion nor occasional requisitions. The commander-
in-chief of the Union Army assures that without special circumstances Sofia
will not be occupied.’

In the first days of October 1918 the first Entente troops entered the Bul-
garian territory - French, British and Italian troops. Depending on the goals
and specific tasks they perform, in the next nearly two years their number
varies greatly, but there are between 10 thousand and 40 thousand soldiers
and officers (for example, as of March 15, 1919, there were 21 415 people* and
as of June 1, 15 2663). They are concentrated mainly in the Danube and Black
Sea ports, around Sofia, along the railways, in the territories which Bulgarian
neighbors are claiming and in some of the larger cities.

Several stages can be distinguished during the stay of the Entente
troops in Bulgaria:

1) The first stage covers the time when parts of the Eastern Army en-
tered the Bulgarian territory until the cessation of hostilities in the Balkans
(beginning of October - November 11, 1918). Then significant parts of the En-
tente armies pass through the country, and contingents are established in
the periphery of the country and along the railways;

2) The second stage (11 November - late December 1918) is characterized
by the occupation of the especially appointed places. Due to the continuous
relocation of Entente contingents in Central Europe, southern Russia and the
Ottoman Empire, significant military forces continued to move through the
country;

3) The third stage covers the period from the beginning of 1919 to June
the same year. This is a period of relative ‘calmness’, during which there is no
significant deployment of Entente forces;

4) In the fourth stage (June - December 1919) there were significant
deployments of occupation contingents and large troops entered from the
north. The reasons for this are political (foreign and internal) and military.
At the end of the period, the main forces of the Entente occupation troops
withdrew from the country;

' Hristov 1986, 243-244.
*SMHA, f. 24, L. 3, a.u. 63, 1. 146-148.
3SMHA, f. 24, 1. 3, a.u. 63, I. 164-167.
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5) The last, fifth stage, starts at the beginning of 1920 and ends on 9
August the same year with the ratification of the Treaty of Neuilly on the part
of Bulgaria. The presence of occupation troops in Bulgaria is formal - these
are small military units that have occupation status only from an interna-
tional legal point of view, but their real task is to prepare for the work of the
alliance committees mentioned in the Treaty of Neuilly.

During the First World War, various regulations and restrictions were
introduced in the Bulgarian economy and trade necessary to guarantee
supplies to the army and the population. After the end of the war, the situa-
tion was temporarily maintained, with the DECPP (Directorate for Economic
Care and Public Predictability) being the main institution responsible for
monitoring and regulating the country’s economic structures and processes.
The continuing regulation of import-export trade is one of the main reasons
for the flourishing of smuggling during the period when the country was
occupied by the Entente troops. This fact, combined with the lack of goods
in Bulgaria and the scarcity of goods in the neighboring countries, with the
still closed markets and trade routes, as well as the post-war economic dis-
ruption throughout Europe, creates significant difficulties for the Bulgarian
state in providing food for the population. It was only in the second half of
1919 and in 1920, when the new, excellent harvest came on the market, and af-
ter the trade routes and markets were restored, that the restrictive measures
of the state were lifted. For example, it was not until February 1920 that the
free trade in salt resumed.*

The Entente soldiers are actively involved in the smuggling trade,
which is helped by the fact that they do not fall under the jurisdiction of the
Bulgarian court and their control bodies do not always respond to the signals
of the Bulgarian authorities.

According to K. Todorov, who is a contemporary of the events, the
main reasons for smuggling are the strict customs restrictions. Due to short-
age of vehicles in Bulgaria, this trade is carried out mainly by Entente military
trucks. The Entente officers trade with many Bulgarians, who thus protect
themselves from arrest. K. Todorov emphasizes the extreme size this practice
takes.> When smuggling the requisitioned Bulgarian steamers are also used,
with the permission of the French authorities, smugglers and speculators
travel there.® The Entente troops are accused even by the National Assembly
tribunal of assisting smugglers and speculators.”

+IDECPP 1920, IV, No 25/ 4. Jun. 1920, 2.
5 Todorov 1994, 156.

¢ Prudkin 1997, 313, 341.

7SL,17 ONS, IV e. s., 921.
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Smuggling is also assisted by some organizational problems in the Bor-
der Guard service - the insufficient number of people and the poor living
conditions in which they have to fulfill their duties. Soldiers are reported
to be leaving the border posts, which are destroyed during the war, and
spending the night in the surrounding villages.?

On January 16, 1919, the chairman of the Chamber of Commerce and
Industry in Varna sent a letter to the director of DECPP, outlining some of
the reasons for the flourishing of smuggling. The cause for the letter is the
mooring at Varna port of the Greek steamer Esperia carrying soap, oil, honey,
coffee, lemons and other scarce goods: As a result of the monopolization of
imports, the importing traders cannot buy anything and are forced to watch
their smugglers export everything from a steamboat in a smuggling way (un-
derlined in the original text — author’s note) and sell it at unbelievable prices.?
The letter goes on to state that the conditions of the Varna port have changed
since it was occupied by Entente troops and the establishment of an Entente
military administration. The customs is failing to exercise effective control,
which creates the conditions for the smuggling to flourish. The President of
the Varna Chamber of Commerce and Industry recommends that actions be
taken before the main command of the occupation troops in Sofia to enable
the customs to perform their duties effectively.”

Here is another case that is indicative of the assistance provided by
the Entente troops to smugglers and speculators. This case is again related
to the Bulgarian ‘maritime capital’, which, because of its position, has estab-
lished itself as one of the centers of smuggling. French military authorities
issue open travel sheets for the Bulgarian railways to Greeks - butchers from
Varna, who open a ‘French butcher shop’ in the city and buy all the livestock
from the population in the county. This creates conditions for speculation
because the cattle are insufficient to satisfy the needs of the population and
the troops, and the control of the regional committee of DECPP is avoided.
The Greek butchers put French flags in front of the butcher shop to empha-
size their links with the French troops. In a letter dated January 1, 1919, Mir-
ski, the District Governor of Varna, asked for clarification from the Ministry
of Foreign Affairs and Religion about the extent to which the powers of the
French commandant extend.” On February 11, 1919, the Bulgarian govern-
ment sent a verbal note to the Entente Command, reporting the case and
informing about the violation of the country laws, by creating prerequisites
for meat speculation.”

8 SMHA, f. 25, 1. 2, a.u. 18, . 171, 174.

9 BHA - CMNL, f. 273, 3, a.u. 2752, 1. 44, b.
© BHA - CMNL, f. 273, 3,a.u.2752,1. 44, b.
1 CSA, f.176 K, L. 4, a.u. 157, 1. 1, 6.

2 CSA, f.176 K, 1. 4, a.u. 157, L. 5.
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In Varna, French soldiers, probably bribed or sharing some of the profits,
are helping A. Velev and his Greek assistants to escape control in the trade
in smuggled salted fish.3 The protests of the Bulgarian authorities are forcing
the commander of the Entente troops in Bulgaria, general Cretien, to give the
Entente authorities in the city detailed instructions on the prohibited trade
in foods.™

The smuggling to Dobrudzha is mainly carried out along the Dobrich -
Varna highway, but also to Balchik and Kavarna.> In addition to the soldiers
and officers from the Entente, refugees also take part in it. The ministry wrote
to gen. Chretien, who replied on 17 August that the necessary measures were
taken to prevent the smuggling trade, namely: a military post was placed
near the village of Dervent, on the road from Varna to Dobrich, which had
to stop all persons wearing the French uniform and to search their luggage
and their vehicles; a post is also positioned at the Varna station, where
a Bulgarian customs official is appointed: ‘By a county order, writes gen.
Chretien, I have called on all French military authorities not to succumb to the
dangerous proposals that the various unscrupulous speculators and smugglers
could make to them’.*® Later, on September 3, 1919, the Border Guards wanted
a post on the Ruse - Tutrakan highway, where the movement of Entente
trucks increased.” Such a post was made in October 1919.®

In January 1919, Hadzhiev, the Deputy Governor of Strumica, asked the
Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Religion (MFAR) for instructions on whether
Greek troops arriving in the area were allowed to buy meat and livestock and
bring it to Greece.” The letter of the local military chief stating that the Greek
unit is from the 36th Regiment, based in Kalkovo, Drama,* regards the same
problems. The MFAR informed twice gen. Chretien for the violation of the
border by the Greek soldiers, and on February 28, 1919 sent a verbal note to
the Entente Command in Bulgaria.”

In a letter dated January 20, 1919, the chief of the Border Guards stated
that the posts were poorly prepared and some of them morally corrupt. He
points out that the number of soldiers is insufficient and that the available
ones do not only their duties but also all the housework. He recommends

3CSA, f. 176 K, L. 4, a.u. 157, 1. 6.

4 (CSA, f.176 K, 1. 4, a.u. 157, 1. 8.

5 SMHA, f. 23, I. 2, a.u. 362, 1. 234.

6 SMHA, f. 24, 1. 3, a.u. 80, . 39.
7SMHA, f. 24, 1. 3, a.u. 80, 1. 43.

8 SMHA, f. 24, 1. 3, a.u. 80, . 46.

v (CSA, f.176 K| 4, a.u122, 1. 1.

2 CSA, f.176 K, 4, a.u.122, 1. 4.

2 CSA, f.176 K, 4, a.uaz22, 1. 2, 6-7, 10.
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measures that would prevent smuggling: first, he believes, the more impor-
tant posts need at least to be strengthened; he calls for the frequent replace-
ment of border guards as well as an increase in the number of soldiers by at
least 760. On January 25th, Army Headquarters gives orders to the divisional
area commanders that correspond to the above recommendations.*

Smuggling cases in the area of Strumica reach the parliament. At the
meeting on February 21, 1919, at the 18th Ordinary National Assembly, the
Member of Parliament G. Zankov asked about the organized smuggling of
cattle from Strumica area to Greece. The MP Georgi Potskov and activists of
the Democratic Party in the district are directly accused of being organizers
of this smuggling. In just two months, according to G. Zankov, about 200,000
head of cattle and a large amount of rice were exported through Strumica,
Petrich and Nevrokop. The question was answered by N. Mushanov, at that
time a Minister of the Interior Affairs and Public Health. He stresses on the
inability of the administrative authorities to curb smuggling, which is well
organized and generously funded. According to Mushanov, an obstacle to
effective control is that the Bulgarian administrative and customs authori-
ties are not located in Strumica area because of the restrictions imposed by
the Entente, but are around Novo Selo. In his reply, G. Zankov claimed that
smuggling was not carried out solely through Strumica, but throughout the
border line - in the Belasitsa region, where the main point was Demir-Kapia,
through Singelovo and through Nevrokop.> It is proposed that in this area,
on the Bistritsa River Bridge, an Entente post be set up to control the agree-
ment trucks crossing the Bulgarian-Greek border.>

The Entente Command in Bulgaria gives orders to strengthen the control
over the Xanthi station, through which, according to the Bulgarian authori-
ties, part of the smuggling trade passes.>> Another center of smuggling, also
carried out by Entente soldiers and officers, is the Edirne highway, where the
Entente post almost never checked the carts and cars of passing passengers.>
In a report by the Border Guards on August 20, 1919, we read that the smuggling
along the Edirne - Karaagach highway was the most active in the area of the
Turkish-Bulgarian border.>

On August 21, 1919, the Council of Ministers adopted an ‘Ordinance on
the Prosecution of Smuggling Exports, Speculation and Purchasing’. In an
area of 30 km. from the border line the storage of commercially prohibited

22 SMHA, f. 25, 2, a.u. u§, L. 171-173.
3 SL,17 ONS, [Ve. s., 678-682.

24 SMHA, f. 24, 3, a.u. 8o, 1. 42.

3 SMHA, f. 23, 2, a.u. 383, 1. 520, 521.
26 SMHA, f. 24, 3, a.u. 8o, 1. 41.

27 SMHA, f. 24, 3, a.u. 8o, 1. 42.
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food is forbidden, as well as the movement of large and small cattle, with the
exception of those belonging to the local population. DECPP is entrusted
with the establishment of a special service for the search and prosecution of
smugglers and speculators. A prize fund has been established for the fight
against smuggling, which is estimated to be in the amount of BGN 100 to 1
000, as well as the receiver has the right to take a quarter from the value of
the goods seized. For the purpose of the Directorate, a budget of BGN 100,000
per half a year is provided.®® As early as January 1919, the DECPP prohibited
the purchase of livestock from the interior of the country and its transfer to
the border districts,* but apparently this measure was not effective enough
and did not lead to the cessation of smuggled exports.

One of the main goals set in Alexander Stamboliiski’s coalition govern-
ment program is to curb the growing smuggling trade.>

The smuggling trade did not stop after the withdrawal of the Entente
troops from Bulgaria. The prerequisites for it are the deficit and the regula-
tion of prices. The state’s involvement in business life, in addition to all the
positive consequences that it has, also leads to some negative effects. The
alliance control and military bodies left in the country after 9 August 1920
are also involved in smuggling. For example, the British military mission in the
capital managed to thwart the export of large quantities of silver to Constan-
tinople.> However, during the Entente occupation, the size of the smuggling
trade is extremely large. Both Bulgarian authorities and Entente military
authorities take steps to cut it off, but they have limited effect.

Any large-scale war leads to the emergence of smuggling, speculation
and the development of ‘black market’, inevitably accompanying the State’s
attempts to organize and regulate economy and trade in order to guarantee
the nourishment of the army and the population. The First World War is no
exception; by Erich von Ludendorff’s definition, it is the first total war in the
history and as such requires the mobilization of economic resources and the
fullest possible and detailed regulation of economic policy and relations. The
troops of the French, British and Italian contingents stationed on the Bulgarian
territory after the Thessaloniki truce take advantage of the fact that they are
on the territory of a defeated state, that there is despondency, disorganiza-
tion and chaos in the country caused by the results of the war. Naturally,
individual Entente soldiers and officers are involved in the smuggling trade,
and their role is rather peripheral. They were used to provide channels for
smuggling because their military units were situated at key locations in the

B CSA, f. 260K, 2, a.u. 27, L. 161-165.

29 CSA, f. 260K, 2, a.u. 22, 1. 44.

3* Radulov 1981, 80-81.

3 Varnenska poshta No 383/25. Dec. 1920.
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transport network and had control of the border areas. Probably Bulgarian
politicians are involved in organizing and patronizing the smuggling channels,
which should not be considered as surprising information. Data about the
Entente military involvement in smuggling are fragmentary, but even they
make it possible to conclude that unregulated exports are seriously damaging
the budget and affecting the country’s economy, additionally it is a prerequi-
site for the deepening food crisis.
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The image of the Bulgarian Prince / Tsar
Ferdinand in the historiography
of the Russian Empire
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Abstract: The article reveals the image of the Bulgarian Prince / Tsar Ferdinand, created
by Russian historians of the late 19th - early 20th century. The author analyses different inter-
national cases, which predetermined the researchers’ assessments of Ferdinand’s internal and
external initiatives. In addition, other factors that influence the interpretation of scientists are
outlined. Among them are political views and affiliation to a particular institution.
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Pe3iome: CraTusra pa3kpuBa NpejcTaBaTa 3a Obiarapckus npuHi/uap Pepauxang,
Cb3[]aflecHa OT PYCKUATe MCTOPHLM B Kpasl Ha 19-HAa4aJIOTO HA 20 BeK. ABTOP'BT aHaJIM3HUpa
Pa3/IMYHUA MEXAYHapOJHHU Cy4ad KOUTO IpeJoNpee/aT OLeHKUTe Ha U3C/IeloBaTeInTe 3a
HEeTOBUTE BBTPELIHONOINTHYECKH U BhHITHOIOJIUTHYeCKH NHUIATHBU. OCBeH ToBa ca o4ep-
TaHH U APYru GpaKkTOPH, KOUTO BIMUSAT BBPXY OLIEHKAaTa Ha YUeHHTE, Cpefi KOUTO Ca MOTUTH-
YeCcKHUTe UM BBb3TJIey U IPHUHAJIXHOCTTA UM KbM OIpeZieieHa MHCTUTYLIUSL.

Prince Ferdinand of Saxe-Coburg and Gotha is one of the key figures in the
Bulgarian history of the late 19th - early 20th century, who was the ruling
prince from 1886 to 1908 and the Tsar of the Balkan state from 1908 till 1918.
According to the constitutional structure of Bulgaria, the monarch was em-
powered to sustain the system of state power and implement the country’s
foreign policy. Ferdinand, due to his legal rights, influenced international
politics, and determined the development of Bulgaria. Therefore, since the
end of the 19th century his activities have attracted the attention of publi-
cists, journalists and historians from various countries of the world.

Russia associated its foreign policy plans with Bulgaria. The develop-
ment of good neighborly relations with the Balkan state fitted into the con-
cept of panslavism - an ideological basis which St. Petersburg considered
to use in order to strengthen its position in the Balkans and the European
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continent as a whole. The Russian public followed the situation in Bulgaria
and around it with a significant interest, and professional historians in the
late 19th - early 20th century published a number of works devoted to the
Balkan people.

Researchers from various countries of the world have previously
attempted to shed light on various aspects of Bulgaria and its reflection in
Russian imperial historiography.' The purpose of this study is to reveal the
image of the Prince / Tsar Ferdinand in Russian historiography and outline
the factors that influenced the interpretation of the Bulgarian monarch’s ac-
tivities by such researchers as S. S. Tatischev, D. I. llovayskiy, N. R. Ovsyany,
A. L. Pogodin, V. L. Picheta, N. V. Yastrebov, P. A. Lavrov, and P. N. Milyu-
kov.

The concept of ‘image’ used in the study is considered as a form of
representation of various aspects of work-life strategy of the Bulgarian Prince
Ferdinand in the scientific works of Russian historians of the late 19th - early
20th century. Accordingly, we can discuss both images created by various re-
searchers, and the generalized image created by all the mentioned scientists.
At the same time, the representations offered by the authors are subjective
and do not correspond or only partially correspond to the realities of the do-
mestic and foreign policy of the Bulgarian monarch.

One of the early works published in the Russian Empire, which pro-
vides the information about Ferdinand, is the book of the diplomat, historian
and journalist Sergei Spiridonovich Tatishchev,> known for his conservative
views. The nomination of Coburg’s candidacy and his election as a prince in
1887 opened a series of negative events in St. Petersburg. At the same time,
the researcher is not inclined to explore the reasons for these failures in the
sentiments of Bulgarian political elites, or investigate machinations of Austrian
and German diplomacy. He focuses readers' attention on the miscalculations
and mistakes of the mission of Baron Kaulbars and Russian international poli-
tics in general. The authors of the mission could not even assume that
the citizens of the Balkan principality would give power to the Catholic.
According to Tatishchev, the situation with Ferdinand revealed the hind-
sight of the imperial diplomatic corps.3

Thus, at the end of the 19th century, in the conditions of a severance of
diplomatic relations between Russia and Bulgaria, Tatishchev actively formed
the negative image of Prince Ferdinand as a non-believer in the minds of
Russian citizens.

Even more irreconcilable position regarding the election of Ferdinand
as the prince of Bulgaria was taken by the well-known historian, a represen-

' Lapteva 2005; Mykolenko 2011; Gokov 2014.
2 Tatishchev 189o.
3 Tatishchev 1890, 487.
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tative of the moderately conservative ideology in Russia, Dmitry Ivanovich
[lovaiskiy. In his work he suggested the overthrow of the Bulgarian monarch,
sending a military corps to the Balkans and thus achieve the election of a
Russian candidate.* According to the scholars, Ferdinand came to the throne
due to the assistance of Austria-Hungary and Germany. Afterwards, he de-
fended the interests of those empires, as well as fought against the Russian
influence in the Balkans.> [lovaiskiy argued that Berlin intentionally provided
the support for the Austrian prince, who was a Catholic and a relative of the
French Orleans. It sought to hide from the world community its interest in
subsequent strengthening of its own positions in South-Eastern Europe.®

However, in the early 20th century and on the eve of the Balkan Wars,
the assessments of Bulgaria’s policy changed significantly. During this pe-
riod many publications devoted to Ferdinand of Saxe-Coburg and Gotha
appeared in Russia. And St. Petersburg embarked on a plan to develop the
union of Orthodox peoples in the region, directed against the Ottoman Em-
pire and Austria-Hungary. Bulgaria, as one of the most powerful in terms of
its military potential, was assigned a significant role in the Russian strategy
of block construction. The ideas of St. Petersburg were based, among other
things, on conviction in benevolent attitudes of the Bulgarian political elites
towards Russia. There were enough grounds for such an opinion, since the
Anti-Russian government of S. Stambolov resigned in 1894. And afterwards,
Ferdinand consistently sought to convince the imperial government in his
favorable attitudes.

One of the earliest works in Russia that generalizes the history of Bul-
garia is the book of the famous journalist Nikolai Ovsyany (1847-1913).7 A
significant part of his life is associated with the Balkans. He took part in the
war of 1877-1878 against the Ottoman Empire, served as a governor of the
Kyustendil province in 1878-1880, as well as a document manager of the Bal-
kan Peninsula Affairs Department at the General Staff Building of the Military
Ministry of the Russian Empire. From 1886 to 1893 he lived in Montenegro,
where he was a tutor to Prince Daniel. During the Balkan Wars of 1912-1913.
Ovsyany performed the duties of a member of the board of the Slavic chari-
table society in Old Serbia, where he was engaged in charity, helping local
residents who suffered during the hostilities.

Ovsyany gave a rather detailed description of the personality of the
Bulgarian monarch in his essay. The author emphasizes that Regency Council,
which headed the executive power in the Balkan state during 1886-1887, in

+ [lovayskiy 1888a, 391.

5 Ilovayskiy 1888b, 406-407.
¢ llovayskiy 1888b, 411.

7 Ovsyany 1910.
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the choice of a new prince advocated candidacy of Ferdinand under the in-
fluence of Austria-Hungary, a competitor of Russia for domination in South-
east Europe. However, the publicist is obviously trying to smooth out the
unpleasant fact for the Russian public with the following arguments. Firstly,
he draws the attention of readers to the fact that the prince was elected as
a result of a national will as well as a result of voting of the Grand Na-
tional Assembly deputies. Secondly, it emphasizes the material security and
independence of the monarch. Thirdly, it focuses attention on the family
relationship between Ferdinand and the French Bourbons (he was the grand-
son of King Louis-Philippe). Such a relation between the Bulgarian ruler and
France, Russia’s ally, influenced the public perception of the newly elected
monarch.®

One of the main aspects of Ovsyany’s work is the relationship between
Ferdinand and a member of the Regency Council Stefan Stambolov (1886-
1887), the country’s prime minister (1887-1894), who advocated for a restric-
tion of Russian influence on Bulgaria. The author emphasizes that in the early
years of his reign, the Bulgarian prince depended significantly on the influ-
ential politician who controlled the monarch’s correspondence, and, taking
into account Ferdinand’s precarious position, threatened with the expulsion
from the country or resignation, which left the inexperienced aristocrat alone
with the numerous state issues and irreconcilable Russophiles who did not
recognize Coburg as lawfully elected.?

Ovsyany characterized the resignation of S. Stambolov as the result of
Ferdinand’s desire to realize the aspirations of the people, who mostly hated
the first minister. However, according to the author, the prince prepared the
plan to remove the prime minister from power. After he had managed to
appoint Racho Petrov as the Minister of War and enlisted the support of the
army, Stambolov’s resignation was accepted on May 18, 1894.

Soon after the change of government in Bulgaria the former prime
minister was assassinated. Rumors about the involvement of Prince Fer-
dinand in the murder began to spread among journalists from around the
world. Ovsyany does not even raise this version in his work, considering that
Stambolov’s death was a revenge on him for his repression and abuse.

The publicist positively assesses the appointment of K. Stoilov as a
prime minister with his loyal attitudes to Russia, emphasizing the calm and
order that was established in the country after the change of power in Bul-
garia. According to Ovsyany, the significant achievements of the new cabi-
net were the following: the baptism of the Bulgarian heir Boris according
to Orthodox rite on February 12, 1896, the subsequent recognition of Prince
Ferdinand as a legal ruler of Bulgaria by the Ottoman Empire and other great

8 Ovsyany 1910.
9 Ovsyany 1910, 69.
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states, and the restoration of diplomatic relations between St. Petersburg and
Sofia.”

Idealizing the image of the Bulgarian prince / Tsar Ferdinand in the
eyes of the Russian reader, Ovsyany sought to show the perspectives on
building up better relations between St. Petersburg and Sofia. At the same
time, arguments of the publicist appeared to have a weak evidence basis and
a populist character.

A significant contribution to the study of the activities of Ferdinand
was made by the Russian historian, social and political activist, professor of
Warsaw (1902-1908), Kharkov (1910-1919) and Belgrade (1939-1941) universi-
ties, Alexander L. Pogodin (1872-1947). On the pages of the ‘History of Bul-
garia’* he went further than Ovsyany in his striving to create a positive image
of the prince in the eyes of the Russian public. Thus, the author, pointing to
the origin of the Bulgarian monarch, argued that Ferdinand was more French
than German by his origin. This undoubtedly influenced his benevolent per-
ception, because France, unlike Germany, at the beginning of the last century
remained the ally of St. Petersburg. In addition, the scientist compared the
head of the Bulgarian state and his predecessor, Alexander Battenberg, who
undermined his image with a desire to pursue pro-Austrian and pro-German
policies. According to Pogodin, Ferdinand was different from Battenberg due
to his excellent education and upbringing.”

Another plot, which enabled the historian to present the Bulgarian
monarch in a favorable way, is connected with the relationship of the prince
with the Prime Minister Stephan Stambolov. Pogodin indicates that already
in 1888 there was a rift between them, and the head of government seriously
considered the possibility of eliminating the monarch, who was invited to
occupy the throne a year earlier. The author even retells unreliable and un-
supported information from one of the Bulgarian political newspapers about
Stambolov’s attempts to expel Ferdinand involving Russian special services.
The scientist claimed that the Prime Minister allegedly offered 200-300 thou-
sand rubles for this service.?

The scientist divides the Ferdinand’s reign into two periods. The first
one is related to S. Stambolov’s being in power and controlled the monarch.
But the country suffered from under-development and unjustified increase
in public spending and debts.*

The second period of the prince’s reign started after Coburg had dis-
missed the prime minister (May 18, 1894). The peculiarity of this period was

© Qvsyany 1910, 69.
" Pogodin 1910.

2 Pogodin 2002, 277.
5 Pogodin 2002, 278.
4 Pogodin 2002, 279.
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the gradual power concentration in the hands of the monarch that was the
result of the growing popularity of Ferdinand among ordinary people who
did not sympathize with S. Stambolov and welcomed the change of power
in the state. Due to the prince’s first wife, Louise, who was a favorite of the
Bulgarians, the citizens of the country perceived the monarch even more
positively. At the same time, the author emphasizes the fact that the wife
of the Bulgarian ruler hated S. Stambolov, and these negative feelings of the
princess strengthened the already cold perception of the prime minister by
the ordinary citizens of the country.’

Pogodin outlined the following positive changes that occurred after
1894: the release of political prisoners from prisons, the return of emigrants,
the restoration of diplomatic relations with Russia (1896), and the recognition
of legitimate power of the Bulgarian prince by the powers-guarantors of the
Berlin status quo. From the researcher point of view, the end of the 19th - the
beginning of the 20th century was marked by progress in all spheres of the
country’s life, vivid evidence of which was the transformation of Bulgaria in
the most powerful country in the Balkans in terms of military and economic
capacity.® According to the author, Ferdinand contributed significantly to
the prosperity of the country. The historian emphasizes the personal quali-
ties of the ruler, which helped him achieve significant results. These are the
ability to lead the political life of the country, not tangling public affairs that
were essential to his predecessor, Prince Battenberg, to participate actively
in the national life with openness to his subordinates and prudence inherent
to all the Bourbons.” Pogodin highly appreciates Ferdinand’s ability to make
concessions for the sake of state interests. Re-baptism of the heir to the Bul-
garian throne, Boris, according to the Orthodox rite aimed at thawing rela-
tions between St. Petersburg and Sofia was called by the historians the sacri-
fice of the true Catholic Ferdinand for the welfare of the people.”® At the same
time, he underlines that this action of the monarch was positively perceived
by Russia, and the Bulgarian people met the subsequent restoration of bilateral
relations with real delight.”

Negative image construction of the former head of the government
and the exaltation of Ferdinand by Pogodin could be explained by the politi-
cal situation at the beginning of the 20th century. During this period, it was
extremely important for the Russian Empire to draw Sofia into the sphere
of its influence through its inclusion in the Balkan Union - the military bloc

5 Pogodin 2002, 280.
1 Pogodin 2002, 278.
7 Pogodin 2002, 279.
8 Pogodin 2002, 281.
19 Pogodin 2002, 281.
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of Bulgaria, Serbia, Greece and Montenegro, directed against the Ottoman
Empire and Austria-Hungary. Ferdinand was naively identified with the pro-
Russian course, while S. Stambolov traditionally personified the cooperation
of Bulgaria with the empire of the Habsburgs and Porto. Pogodin brought
discredit on the former prime minister and it was an attempt to denigrate his
international policy, which, by the way, found significant support, both in
the context of the Bulgarian establishment and of the common people. How-
ever, Ferdinand's economic and political achievements were clearly exagger-
ated, while Stambolov was understated. The author attributes the success
of the former head of government in stimulating industrial development,
reforming the political system, stabilizing the situation in the country to the
monarch and the pro-Russian cabinet K. Stoilov. Pogodin personally took
part in the creation of the myth about negative perception of S. Stambolov
by the Bulgarians and the popular love for Ferdinand.

Another important aspect of Pogodin’s work was the proclamation of
Bulgaria’s independence in 1908. Like Ovsyany the historian consistently
emphasizes Russia's benevolent attitude to Ferdinand’s desire to obtain the
Tsar’s crown through the declaration of independence. According to the
author, the vassal status of the principality vis-a-vis the Ottoman Empire was
nominal, but he insulted the national dignity of the Balkan people. However,
Pogodin doesn’t mention the widely known information that Sofia coordi-
nated its actions with the opponent of Russia, Austria-Hungary.>

Thus, the historian is trying to present bilateral Russian-Bulgarian re-
lations as benevolent and trouble-free. For this, he misses some important
facts and tries to emphasize the pro-Russian sentiments of the Bulgarian
government. He does not focus on the German origin of Ferdinand and his
sympathies for Germany and Austria-Hungary, but emphasizes the prince’s
kinship with the Bourbons.

Some positive features are given to Ferdinand by the famous historian,
publicist, public and political activist, leader of the Constitutional-Democratic
Party of Russia Pavel Nikolayevich Milyukov. In one of his articles, published
in 1910 in a special collection of papers,” the researcher characterizes the
Bulgarian prince as a clever politician and diplomat who had the courage and
intuition.*

After the Balkan wars, which resulted in a national catastrophe for Bul-
garia, Sofia began to build up better relations with Germany and Austria-
Hungary. However, even the obvious changes in the course of the Balkan

2 Pogodin 2002, 282.
2 Milyukov 1910.
22 Milyukov 1910, 329.
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kingdom, as well as the spread of the negative rhetoric of Russian press> in
terms of Bulgaria, did not significantly change the attitudes of the majority of
Russian historians to Ferdinand. Some of them, such as Ilovaysky, continued
to characterize its activities negatively, noting that after his election to the
throne in 1887, Kobour intended to weaken the influence of Russia in the Bal-
kans.>* Others, as before, endowed the Bulgarian monarch with positive fea-
tures. So, in his works® the former student of Moscow University, a teacher of
higher female courses and the member of Practical Academy of Commercial
Sciences, a scientist from the Serbian-Ukrainian origin Volodymyr Ivanovich
Picheta saw Ferdinand as a clever and cunning politician, but he also points
out his indecisiveness in choosing methods of political struggle.>® The author
is the one among Russian researchers who supported a fully justified version
of the involvement of the prince in the assassination of Stambolov.*

The researcher outlines Ferdinand's desire to resume diplomatic rela-
tions with Russia in 1896, as well as his aspiration to implement Macedonia’s
accession to Bulgaria with the assistance of St. Petersburg, to proclaim the
independence of the country and get the royal crown, abolishing the vassal
dependence from Porta.*® He also notes that after the Russo-Japanese War of
1904-1905, the Bulgarian monarch, disappointed with the military capabilities
of St. Petersburg, began to develop relations with Austria-Hungary.> Along
with this, the scientist suggests that the Russian Empire continued to fulfill
different requirements and ambitious of the Bulgarian monarch. Russians
helped to implement the declaration of independence of Bulgaria in 1908 and
to solve the complex issue related to the East Rumelian railroad, create the
Balkan Union under the aegis Russian Empire directed against Porta.>®

Indentifying the reasons for the Bulgarian national catastrophe of 1913,
Picheta points out that Ferdinand under the influence of the Dualist Empire
government, issued a decree launching hostilities against the Serbian army.
Along with this, the author objectively assesses the mood of the citizens of
the Balkan countries and outlines the Bucharest peace treaty, which deprived
Bulgaria of big part of Macedonia and South Dobrudza, harassed the govern-
ment and threw it in the arms of Austria-Hungary and Germany, which
turned the society against Russia, that was perceived as the main culprit for

3 Mykolenko 2003.

24 Jlovayskiy 1914.

5 Picheta 1914; Picheta 1914/1915.
26 Picheta 1914/1915, 20.

7 Picheta 1914/1915, 21.

28 Picheta 1914, 31.
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3 Picheta 1914, 31.
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humiliating Sofia on the international scene.» However, the author notes:
Ferdinand didn’t understand that Austria-Hungary, unlike Russia, would not
contribute to the Bulgarian aspirations to annex Macedonia.>* According to
Picheta, in 1914 the country did not determine its foreign policy course, while
wily and thin Ferdinand seemed to begun to revise his Anti-Russian position.
So, the scientist suggests that the upcoming events would demonstrate the
intentions of Bulgaria® and the attitude of this Balkan country to the Russian
people.*

After the start of the First World War and the ultimate accession of
Bulgaria to the Central Powers, the work of the famous St. Petersburg Slavists,
historian Nikolai Vladimirovich Yastrebov, and philologist and linguist
Petr Alekseevich Lavrov,>> was published. Despite the fact that the Bal-
kan country became an enemy of Russia in an armed conflict, the authors
positively characterize the Bulgarian prince, and regard him as a wily and
clever person who, due to the instructions of Stambolov, quickly explored
weaknesses and strengths of the Bulgarian people's character and managed
to establish a regime of the personal rule based on skillful use of inter-party
struggle in his interests.>

Researchers also state the fact that Ferdinand received the royal crown
in 1908 and was empowered by Great People’s Assembly to sign international
treaties without the consent of the Parliament in 1911, avoiding any assess-
ment of those events.?” Instead, the researchers underline the support given
by Russia to Bulgaria’s aspiration to abolish the vassal dependence on the
Ports and join Macedonia.

Yastrebov and Lavrov didn’t show their inclination to accuse Ferdi-
nand of a national catastrophe that the country experienced in 1913. Simi-
larly, scientists do not associate the unification of Sofia with the Triple Alli-
ance, which was hostile to Russia in 1915, with the aspirations of Coburg to
take revenge for the defeat in the Second Balkan War. Scientists give rather
abstract conclusions about the lack of a clear understanding of Bulgarian
interests, goals and tasks, and also prefer not to give a clear assessment of
the cooperation of the kingdom with Germany, Austria-Hungary and the
Ottoman Empire during the First World War, referring to the inability to
characterize this event objectively, impartially and scientifically.?®

3 Picheta 1914, 32.

3 Picheta 1914/1915, 24.

3 Picheta 1914, 32.

3+ Picheta 1914/1915, 27.

3 Yastrebov 1916.
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Thus, our study showed that the main factor that influenced the
Russian historians' interpretation of the activities of the Bulgarian Prince /
Tsar Ferdinand was the international and the political situation. Thus, the
restoration of diplomatic relations between Sofia and St. Petersburg, as well
as the participation of Bulgaria in the formation of the Balkan Union under
the auspices of Russia, predetermined the prevalence of positive assess-
ments of the internal and external politics of the Bulgarian monarch. The
period of the break in bilateral relations (1887-1896) was characterized by
the fact that negative traits dominated the image of Ferdinand. However, it
should be noted that Russian historians, unlike journalists and publicists,
more often refrained from extremes in the assessments of the monarch,
noting the variety of different components of the prince / tsar’s image. This
is well illustrated during the period from 1913 to 1917, when the Russian
press attacked Bulgarian power with the criticism for their unhidden plans
to strengthen relations with Berlin and Vienna. The majority of historians
gave moderate assessments of Coburg’s actions, with an emphasis on his
deceit, hypocrisy.

Exploring the influence of scientists’ political views on their interpreta-
tions of the activities of Bulgarian monarch, it should be noted that research-
ers with more conservative views tended toward a negative characteristic of
Ferdinand, and liberal ones showed neutral or even positive attitudes. In this
context we consider the works of different representatives of the right trend
of the Russian scientific thought - D. I. [lovaisky and S. S. Tatishchev, as well
as the famous liberal P. N. Milyukov. There is an obvious aspiration of the
university professorate to create more neutral image of the Bulgarian prince,
in contrast to the scientists involved in political battles related to certain
parties. This trend is well illustrated by the works of N. V. Yastrebov, P. A.
Lavrov, V. I. Picheta and A. L. Pogodin.
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The control over the strategic resources —
the cause of the Persian Gulf crisis 1990-1991

Vladislav Lazarov

Abstract: The strategic resources of each country, naturally, specify the economic and
political orientation of the country and determine the major national and international secu-
rity challenges. This paper focuses on the current security challenges related to the changing
resource management and respectively to the changing security environment as a result of
resource depletion. The resource security becomes a leading objective of the security policy
and a major factor in the international relations.

Key words: resources, national security, Persian Gulf, international relations,
challenges

Pesrome: [1o cBosiTa CHLIIHOCT CTpaTETMYECKUTE PECYPCH Ha BCSKA e/lHa Abp)KaBa OIl-
pezenaT HelHaTa HKOHOMHYEeCKa U MOJIUTHYeCKAa HaCOUYEeHOCT U TIPeJoNpee AT OCHOBHHUTE
MpeAU3BUKATE/ICTBA BHB BPHh3KA C HALMOHA/IHATA U MEXAYHAapOJHA CHUTYpHOCT. B mokmaza
Ce aKLeHTHpa BbPXY MpeJu3BUKATENICTBA TIPeJ, CATYPHOCTTA BbB BPb3Ka C MPOMEHSIIOTO Ce
PeCypCHO yrpaBieHUe U PeCIIEKTUBHO MPOMEHSIIATA Ce CpeJa 38 CUTYPHOCT B CJIeICTBHE Ha
pecypcHOTO n34deprnBaHe. PecypcHarta o6e3neyeHOCT ce MPeBpblIa BbB BOJeEIlA 1ie/l Ha TOJU-
THUKATa 3a CUTYPHOCT U B OCHOBEeH $aKTOP Ha MEKIYHAPOSHUTE OTHOLIEHHSI.

Countries, though using different means, pursue similar goals since ancient
times. The main and radical objective of their geopolitics is the fight for and
control over resources. The rest are just methods and means applied by the
global players in the endless competition. And if Brzezinski’s legendary axiom
for ‘the grand chessboard’ could be used as a matrix in the international
relations, the world is ‘playing a geopolitical, resource chess game with no
end’.! It has its own history, divided into periods, stages, it evolves, but the
main players on the international stage are generally the same - possessing
and controlling the strategic resources.

! Starikov 2014.
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Assuming that countries pursue a policy of their own interest then
tensions are always emerging, leading to conflicts and the pursuit of resource
domination is clearly visible. Resources need markets and markets need
resources. In view of the complex and intertwined interests and dependencies
of the producer-consumer chain, it would be beneficial the international
relations to be in the spirit of consensus and stability. Unfortunately, this is
not the case even today.

There is a consensus in science that resources are always limited and
have the potential for a conflict. There are no resources without an owner. By
origin they are always under someone’s control. The aspirations of every global
player is to control their own resources and use them for their own benefit.
Each of the above mentioned axioms is purely geographical and concentrates
at several particular locations throughout the world. The Persian Gulf'is one
of them, not only because 65% of the world’s oil reserves are concentrated
there in five countries.

At the beginning of the 1990s, the Gulf War, the collapse of the Soviet
Union, and the end of the Cold War changed the system of international
relations. Whether the world became more secure with the end of the USSR
is a dubious question, but it seems that security issues have given way to the
interest in the economy and the first active steps of today’s globalization.

Renowned scholars give different accounts for the formation of the
countries’ security policy - ‘civilization identity’ according to S. Huntington,
‘economic globalization’ according to Freidman, ‘demographic problems and
chaos’, according to Kaplan, and according to Michael Claire ‘the importance
of resource competition should be accounted’.> The new geography of
conflicts is the war for resources.

The Persian Gulf crisis, although planned a long time ago (Kuwait has a
specific status ever since the Ottoman Empire, in the thirties of the twentieth
century Iraq had its own claims for the first time and later in the sixties of
the same century), began with the invasion of the Iragi Army on o2 August
1990 without encountering organized resistance, using the available road
network. Namely, the fight to control the strategic oil resource was the main
geopolitical objective of Iraq, regardless of the allegations of some circles for
territorial claims or other anthropogenic factors. ‘We should not disregard
the ‘oil motive’. He (Hussein) linked his destiny to Iraq’s treasure of oil. He
believed that taking up his stand on that he could ... become a general Arab
leader’3

It is a paradox that the country subject to aggression has so far been a
supporter of the neighbor’s foreign policy, and continues to supports it, even
invariably credited it during its conflict with Iran.

2 Kler 2003.
3 Primakov 2007.
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From a geopolitical point of view, Iraq needs a quick, successful and
victorious intervention, strategic in nature. After the relatively unsuccessful
war with Iran, the country spent or borrowed nearly 100 billion dollars
(Bulgaria did not receive its payments due amounting to 1 billion dollars).
Its direct debt to non-Arab creditors is about 35 billion dollars, mainly to
commercial companies but with governmental commitment. With the
invasion of Kuwait, Iraq pursues several strategic goals: attaining a leading
role in the Arab world, a dominant position in the region, i.e. a regional
resource-economic and subsequently military leadership.

The accumulation of Kuwait’s resources gives Iraq the opportunity to
control 20% from the production OPEC and to possess 20% of world’s oil
reserves, which automatically makes it an influential leader of world prices.
With an eventual prelude to annexation of the military weak at the time
Saudi Arabia, there was a genuine risk of control over all Arab oil. The events
that took place in the Persian Gulf turn the first crisis after the Cold War into
an international geopolitical oil crisis’.4

The geostrategy of Iraq generated powerful resistance and an unprece-
dented response from the international community. The local status quo was
affected; there was a threat to the global players’ interests. Iraqi leadership’s
anticipations that Kuwait’s quick annexation will present the global leaders
with a fait accompli and the country will be subjected to censure or temporary
embargo as a punitive measure were not justified.

The massive negative reaction of the Arab world to the aggression was
unanticipated as well. The analysis of the events at the time indicate that the
deferment of a prompt (forceful) solution to the situation increased Iraq’s
chances of political success in its initially aggressive campaign. The compact
diversity of many allies, thirty-three in number, different in origin, interests,
significance, and civilization identity, implied effective and quick action.

The geopolitical situation in the world was also new. Iraq relied on
the mediation of the Soviet Union; yet, the attempts of influence of the
Soviet Union, according to its geopolitical power in the world at the time,
were unsuccessful. According to the future prime minister of Russia, ‘the
USA as an active participant in the events had already made their choice ...
they wanted to punish Baghdad. The latest types of weapons were tested in
laboratories, while on the martial field ... a unique fact ... a broad anti Iraqi
coalition rose up, which included not only the traditional partners but also
other countries, including Arabic. Baghdad had siezed with fear everyone...
The situation among the Soviet leadership was contraversary where a part of
them were trying to prevent a war, while the other part stood on the opposite
position...".5

4Yergin 2011.
5 Primakov 1999.
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Iraq was, therefore, fighting for additional 10% of the world’s oil
reserves and extraction that would provide their economic security for further
geostrategic goals and ambitions. By means of blitz operation Iraq would
guarantee itself another segment of the geopolitical map of the world, another
burden in the global economy. As a dominant oil producer country in the
world and by means of active militarization, hypothetically with the purpose of
providing security, the path to nuclear potential was open and, in some logical
sense, standard. Iraq, holding nuclear and chemical arsenal and possessing
a large share of strategic natural-mineral resources, would automatically be
transformed into a regional leader with global aspirations and ambitions.

Under these circumstances, the influence of the global players in the
region would be at stake or would be too expensive or risky. In this respect,
the war for control and possession of the strategic oil resources becomes
the center of events. The implementation of such projects in the past and
today is a proof of far-sighted geopolitics conducted by countries with a
strategic goal - ‘a permanent presence not only on the political but also on
the geopolitical map of the world’.®

Such a demand for membership in the global world leaders club worried
not only the superpower country USA but also the regional players. On the
basis of the common threat, an unprecedented consensus was reached among
the international community (unattained by that time, and even later).

The aggressive behavior of Iraq is a violation of the tacit principle that
an Arab state has no right to attack another Arab state and the controversial
issues should be resolved between them. The reaction of most Arab leaders
showed that shifting the tectonic regional layers did not suit them. As it could
be seen, the leading motive of the coalition was not to disrupt the existing
balance in the region. The pursued strategic objectives were different. They
varied from continuous settlement and influence over the region as well as
a full victory over the aggressor, to withdrawing only the Iraqi army from
Kuwait and restoring its independence.

The coalition, however, succeeded in giving legitimacy to its purely
‘doctrinaire’ actions. While diplomatic efforts to regulate the conflict were
taking place, the United States were gathering powerful military forces in the
region, followed by their Allies. The attempts of Iraq to contravene by stirring
up religious discords inside the Coalition, using hostages as a shield, violation
of the Geneva Convention, as well as attempts to improve its relations with
Iran, proved unsuccessful. The threats of attack on Israel and the oil wells in
Saudi Arabia had only a consolidation character. The so-called ‘Israeli card’
for the Arab countries to leave the Coalition was played in vain.

5 Mitchev 2005.
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The attempts to bring pressure on Iraq by demonstrating force failed
as well. The long-term impact of the USA and their Allies on the processes in
the Middle East and the Persian Gulf was undertaken by quick hits leading to
strategic superiority and neutralization of the defense infrastructure of the
enemy.

On 29 November 1990 the UN Security Council adopted a resolution
authorizing the use of force by all necessary means after 15 January 1991 to
compel Iraq to withdraw its forces and restore the independence of Kuwait
and its regime. The routes for the ‘First War in the Persian Gulf’ were open.

By launching air strikes and short-term ground operations, the Iraqi
army retreated from the territory of Kuwait. These events remain in the history
as Operation Desert Storm. More than a thousand take-offs took place on the
first day. The military infrastructure was the main target and, sometimes,
civilians targets were aimed at - primarily in the capital Baghdad. The Persian
Gulf War is known in the history as ‘a television event’; a large part of the
battle zone was broadcast live on television for the first time. Despite some
allegations of bias toward government propaganda, the media let the public
be quite informed and engaged in a debate on various details, form an idea
for setting out such a campaign, as well as its results.

The Gulf War turned out to be a major tactical and technical foundation
for conducting modern military operations mainly in the technological
field - specifically in the use of Air Force, missiles and missile defense systems,
space data exchange systems, radio intelligence, etc. The key of the tactics
was the attempt to minimize human casualties. Thus, ground operations
were secondary from military point of view.

Western societies are neuralgic to the loss of living power. The memory
in the USA for Vietnam is not remote. This war, however, sets the matrix for
all subsequent NATO military missions and operations with minimal human
risk in regard to the human factor. All subsequent campaigns -again Iraq,
Afghanistan, Yugoslavia, are based on the experience from the Gulf War. The
concept of using limited military force is the key foundation in the military
strategy of the coalition during the crisis. In other words, a framed military
campaign that does not lead to utter defeat of the opposing side, but limits
its possibilities of becoming a military threat. Rocket systems and types of
weapons were displayed for the first time in real combat during the conflict,
which later would be implemented as a serious segment in the international
arms business.

The surrender of Iraq, failing its resistance, was announced on 27 Feb-
ruary 1991. Part of the conflict research, entirely from military and political
point of view, qualify it as ‘incomplete’ considering the fact that the regime

7 Maier 2009.
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remained in power for many years after it, and demonstrated hostility and
negative attitude towards its energy resource consumers - the democratic
countries.

Assuming that the dynamics of each military-political operation is
determined by regional features and national characteristcs, and the cost by
the resources and technological potential of the enemy, it can be concluded
that the political and purely financial side of the Persian Gulf crisis is serious.
The responsible state factors from the USA and UK have managed to collect
‘about 4/5 from the expenses’.®

The political outcome does not guarantee lasting peace. The Middle
East has not become more stable since the crisis. The events give impetus of
Iran to a leading position in the region. Directly or indirectly, Turkey, Israel and
to a certain extent Egypt and Syria gain profit based on their behavior. The
USA permanently and legally set presence in the region. The crisis brought up
another strategic issue to the agenda - the resource supply security outside the
national borders of the consumer countries, and how to implement legitimate
international community actions to discredit and respond to the aggressive
geopolitical ambitions, as well as to guarantee the consumer needs of strategic
resources.

The USA, as the world’s largest consumer, has established a permanent
military infrastructure to carry out direct control over the Persian Gulf to
ensure security of supply.

An important consequence from the crisis is that a future conflict
potential was set. Saddam Hussein remained in power. Despite its weakened
positions and the US supported domestic conflicts with the Kurds in the
north and the Shiites in the south, the regime demonstrated sustainability
in the newly created geopolitical environment. Apparently, the Coalition
leaders had achieved only some of their strategic objectives from political
point of view. This in turn imposed a second operation years later to change
the political geography in the Persian Gulf with the purpose of ensuring the
required by the Western and the US economy and foreign policy resources
needs.

It can be concluded that the Persian Gulf crisis within 1990-1991
outlined the foundation structure of the modern international relations. It
proved that modern conflicts have multi-dimensional characteristics, but the
genesis lies namely in the attempt to control and dominate over the traditional
resources by which objectives are fulfilled and resolutions of strategic issues
are resolved. This in turn, automatically, classifies them as strategic.

Each global force strives for control and management of strategic
resources. And each such force collapses when the maintenance cost of

8 Calvocoressi 2013.
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its expansionary claims exceeds the revenue. The effect of control over the
territory, population, and resources of a given country does not generate
sufficient mobile goods and benefits. Such was the fate of the empires - the
Roman, the Byzantine, the Ottoman, the Russian, the British Empires, the
USSR in different historical periods.
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