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Pesrome: Hacrosmara kHura wuma 3a Lel Ja I[PEICTaBM  KOHLENIMATa 3a
MUTpallMOHHATA TOJMTUKA Ha ObJrapckara JbpikaBa B IEpHOJA MEXIy IBETe CBETOBHHU
BoriHM (1919 — 1939 r.), Gazupaliku ce Ha NMPUETUTE 3aKOHOAATEIHU MEPKH M CPEJICTBA 3a
TAXHOTO OCBIIIECTBSIBAHE.

B paMmkuTte Ha TpuTe INIaBU OT M3CIIEBAHETO CE YCTAHOBSIBA, HAa IbPBO MSCTO,
dbopMHpaHeTO Ha KOHIENIHUATA 1O NPOBEKIAHATA OT YIPABISABAIIUTE HMHUIPALUOHHA
MOJINTUKA U MO-CMHEIHAITHO MO OBJIrapcKusi 0€KaHCKH BBIIPOC, KOMTO € OCHOBHUAT O0EKT Ha
MMUTPALIMOHHOTO 3aKOHOAATEIICTBO MPe3 MEXKTYBOCHHHUSI IEPUO/I.

Ha BTOpO MscTO ce mpocniensiBa pa3BUTUETO HA Ta3W KOHLENIUS B OTACTHUTE HEWHU
HampasieHusl (BbB BPB3Ka C TPyIOBaTa, MOJMTHYECKAaTa U 0Opa3oBaTelIHATa EMUTpALNs) U
KaTo 110 B OBJATapCKOTO 3aKOHOIATEICTBO npe3 nepuoaa 1919 — 1939 r.

Ha tpeto MmscTo ce paskpuBa pealu3alnusiTa Ha KOHIEHIHMATa MO TOJUTHKATA,
CBBbp3aHa C BBTPEIIHATA MUTPAIHS U MO-CIEIUATHO C YpOaHU3aUUATa B 3aKOHOIATEIICTBOTO
Ha bearapus B nepuoja MEXay ABETE CBETOBHU BOMHU.

B Xona Ha HacTOAIMOTO M3CIEABAHE ca paslVIeJaHd OCHOBHHUTE 3aKOHH, CBBP3aHU C
MUTpallMOHHATa TOJNUTHKAa Ha Obarapckara abpkaBa Mpe3 MeXIyBoeHHUs mnepuon. Ilpes
nepuoaa 1919-1939 r. npoabikaBar 1a JEeHCTBAT MPUETUTE U B TIOCIIEACTBUE JOMBIHEHU U
M3MEHEHU 3aKOH 3a 3aArpaHudyHuTe macnopTd u Ounetu (1888 r.), 3akoH 3a emurparusita
(1908 1.), 3akon 3a HapogHoTo mpocBemenue (1909 r.). HoBompueru ca 3akoH 3a
obsexvaBaHe Ha xxuniHaTa Hyx1a (1920 r.), 3akoH 3a HackpueHue Ha crpoexute (1920 r.),
3aKoH 3a 3aceiBaHe Ha OexkaHIUTE U oOe3neuyaBaHe Ha momMuHbka UM (1920 r.), 3akoH 3a
oexxanckus 3aem (1926 r.), 3akoH 3a CEICKOCTONMAHCKOTO HAacTaHsBaHe Ha OexxanuwuTte (1926
r.), 3akoH 3a 6e3goMuunute (1928 r.), 3akon 3a amuuctusta (1932 r.), 3akoH 3a HachbpuaBaHe
Ha rpaguHapcTBoTo (1934 1.), Hapen0a-3akoH 3a BBTPELIHOTO INpeceiBaHe Ha JKUTENU OT
MOpOoWHUTE, cabo MPOU3BOAUTEIHUTE U I'bCTO HaceleHuTe obnactu B cTpaHara (1936 r.),
Hapenb6a-3akon 3a mojoOpsiBaHe Ha MOMHHBKa Ha HaceineHuero B Puno-Pononckus u

[Mupunckus xpait (1936 1.).



HanpaBeHHST B M3I0KEHUETO aHAJINW3 HAa MHUTPAIlMOHHATA MOJUTHKA B OBITapCKOTO
3aKOHOJATEJICTBO MEXy ABETe CBETOBHU BoMHHU (1919 — 1939 r.) no3BossiBa na ce oueprasit
HSIKOJIKO OCHOBHHM H3BO/JIA.

Ha mbpBO MSCTO, B OBIATapCKOTO 3aKOHOIATENCTBO, CBHP3aHO C ypEryjIHpaHeTo Ha
MUTPALMOHHUTE TIPOLECH MPE3 MEKITYBOCHHUS TIEPUOJ, OCHOBEH aKIEHT U KaTo 3HAYUMOCT,
M KaTo HEOTJIOXXHOCT, M KaTo oOXBaT ce€ TOCTaBsi BbPXY 3aKOHUTE, CBBP3aHU C
MMUTPAIMOHHATA TIOJUTHKA U TIO-CIIEIUAIHO ¢ OBITapCKus O€KaHCKU BBIPOC. brarapckure
MPaBUTEJICTBA M HAapOJHU CBOpPAHHUS Ce€ 3aHUMaBaT MPEUMYIIECTBEHO C TO3U BHJ
3aKOHOJATEJICTBO TIJIABHO Tpe3 IMBPBOTO MEXKIYBOGHHO JECETHJIETHUE, KOraTo XHJIAIU
OBITapCKU ceMEHCTBA ca MPUHYACHHM JIa HAITyCHAT POJAHUTE CU MecTa B Makenonusi, Tpakus,
JoOpymka u 3anagHUTe TMOKPAaWHWHU M Jla C€ 3acelsaT B CBOOOJHUTE 3eMH Ha Tperoro
OBIATapcKo 1apcTBO. B TakbB CIOXKEH U MPOTUBOPEUYHMB MEPUOJA OT OBIrapckara HUCTOPHS,
KaKbBTO € MEXIYBOCHHHST — BpeME Ha MpeBpaTH, aT€HTaTH, MOJIUTUYECKH yOWHCTBA U
BBCTaHUS — ChJA0ATa HA OBJITApCKUTE OCKAHIM € €IUH OT MAJIKOTO BBIIPOCH, KOUTO Ca
CIIOCOOHHM J1a OOCIMHAT BOACIIUTE MOJUTHYCCKH MAPTUU — OT Hall-JIEeBUTE 10 Hal-JCCHHTE.
He camo Ha nymu, HO U Ha JIeJI0 c€ MOCTUTA HALIMOHAIHO O00EIMHEHUE OKOJIO KOHIICTIIIUATA,
4ye OBIrapCKUTE MPECETHUIIN, OSTally U/WiIk MPOTOHEHH OT POJHUTE CU MECTa, 3aciayX,aBaT U
clie/IBa Jia MOJTy4yaT KWIKIIE U IOMUHBK OT ObJrapcKkara JbpikaBa  00IIecTBO.

Ha cnenBaio MscTO MO 3HAYMMOCT U O00XBAaT CTOM 3aKOHOAATEJICTBOTO, CBBP3aHO C
BHTPEIIHOMHUTPAIIMOHHATa U YpOAHUCTHYHA TOJMUTHKA. 3a pa3iuka OT OEKaHCKUS BBIIPOC,
MIpEeHaceJIeHOCTTa Ha TOJIEMUTE TPpajioBe Haueno cbe cTonunara Codus u u3octpuiata ce 10
KpaHOCT KUJIMIIIHA KPU3a HE BOJU JI0 MAPTUMHO U HAIIMOHATHO OOETUHEHNE OKOJIO MEPKHUTE
U Cpe/CTBaTa, ¢ KOMTO Jla CE€ pa3peli TO3U colualeH u aeMorpadcku npodnem. [Ipuunnara
— 3acAraT ce MaTepUATHUTE MHTEPECH Ha BIMSATEIIHATA MPOCIONKA Ha TOJEMUTE PEHTUEPU U
JOMOMIPUTEXKATENH, U TapTUUTe (JIEBU U JIECHU) HE YCISABAT Ja CTUTHAT 0 OOIIO CTaHOBHUIIIE,
HE HAMHUPAT U3XO0JI OT CUTYallUsITa U YCJIOBHTA 32 )KMBOT HA MHO3HMHCTBOTO OT JKUTEIIUTE UM
OCTaBaT TEKKHU, KPUBUCHU U KPUTUYHHU.

B cpaBHeHue c¢ OexaHiuTe, Cc ypOaHHM3alUsATa W C BBTPEIIHATa MUTpaIys,
3aKOHOAATEITHOTO, OTHACSINO CE JI0 EMHUTPAIIOHHATA TOJUTHKA OCTaBa ¢ mo-nepudepHa pois
mpe3 MEeXIyBOCHHUs mepuoj. TakuBa mpoOiemMu KaTo To3HW 3a emurpanture B CeBepHa U
IOxxna Amepuka, 3a 3aArpaHUYHUTE TACMIOPTH M 3a CIIEJIBAHETO B YY)KOMHA HE JIOCTUTAT
ocTtpoTaTa oT ronuHuTe npeau bankanckara BoviHa (1878 — 1912 r1.). 3aTOBa M IO OTHOIICHUE
Ha TAX C€ NpueMar caMO OTIEIHM JONBJIHEHHUS KbM Beu€ ChILIECTBYBAIlM 3aKOHH,

pa3paboTBaHM U npuemManu oie B kpas Ha XIX — Haganoro Ha XX Bek. HoBoTo u akTyanHo,



CBBP3aHO C EMUIPALMOHHUS BBIIPOC € CTPEMENKBT Upe3 3aKOHOJATEITHU MEPKH U CPEICTBA, OT
ellHa CTpaHa, ]a C€ HacChpuH rypOeTUHiiCKOTO I'paJUHAPCTBO, @, OT JIpyra — Ja ce HaChpuu
3aBpBIIAHETO Ha ObIrapckara IONUTHYeCKa (TJIaBHO JIABAa) eMHrpanus. 3aKOHBT 3a
aMHUCTUATA, pa3dupaeMo, Ipeau3BUKBa CEPUO3HU JUCKYCHH, HO BCE MaK HaJjessaBa olmiara
KOHIIENLKUS, Y€ TEe3U HAUIM ChHAPOJHUIM (C MaJKHU W3KIIOYEHMs) ClIe[Ba Ja Morar Ja ce
npudepaT y IoMa pu OJU3KUTE U CEMENCTBaTa CH.

[ToguepranuTe 0cOOEHOCTH HA PA3IJICKIAHUTE BHJIOBE 3aKOHOJATEICTBO 0O3BOJISABAT
Ch3/1aBaHETO Ha IpeJACTaBa 3a XapakTepa Ha IPOBEXJaHaTa IO TOBAa BpeME Jbp>KaBHA
MUTpallMOHHA NOoJIUTUKA. HellHuTe OCHOBHHU crienU(pUKHU ca KOHLENTYyalHO O0YCIOBEHH U ce
OCHOBABAaT HAa WICHHUTE MO3UIIMH, 3aCTHIIBAHU OT BOJCHIMTE MOJUTUYECKH MMAPTUH, U3PA3CHU
OT Haif-BUCOKaTa TpUOYHA B AbpkaBaTa — TpHOyHaTa Ha OBIATAPCKUS MapIaMEeHT.

Ha nbpBO MsACTO, IO OTHOLIEHHE Ha OeXaHLUTE Ta3u MOJUTHKA MOXeE Jla ce 00001
KaTo HachpuMTenaHa. C riiacyBaHeTO Ha 3aKOHU 3a HacTaHsABaHE Ha OeXaHLUTE B IpajloBeTe U
cemara Ha TpeToTo OBIArapcko IAPCTBO, IbpKaBaTa OTHpABS IOCIAHHUE KbM HAIINTE
CHHApOJHHUIIM 3a]l TPAHUIIA, Y€ e HAIPAaBU BCHYKO BH3MOXKHO, BKIIFOUUTEITHO H 11 M3TETJIN
MHOIOMUJIMOHEH BBHILEH 3aeM, 3a Ja TapaHTupa, uye Te3U INPOTrOHEHU M Osrallid OT pOJHUTE
CH MeCTa ObJrapu HsiMa Jia OCTaHaT 0e3 MOJCIIOH U TIOMUHBK.

CamuTe HaMMEHOBaHUS Ha 3aKOHUTE, CBbP3aHH C BHTPEIIHATA MUTPAIUS U OCOOCHO C
ypOaHM3anusATa MOKa3BaT CTPEMEX Ha Jbp)KaBaTa KbM €IHA HACHPUYHUTEIHA IOJIMTHKA IO
OTHOILIEHME Ha Te3u JjAeMorpadcku mnpouecu. OOnekuaBaHe Ha SKWIMIIHATA HYX/a,
HachbpuaBaHEe Ha CTPOEKUTE, HOTAPHAIHU AKTOBE 3a CAMOHACTAHWJIMTE c€ O€3JOMHUIM —
BCHYKO TOBAa COYM KBbM TCHJCHIMATA YIpaBISBAIIUTE (OT pa3IMYHH TPAaBUTEIICTBA) Ja
CTIOAETAT CXOAHATa KOHIICTIIINS, Y€ MAaCOBOTO NMPHUIDKIAHE H YCTAHOBSBAHE 32 MOCTOSTHHO Ha
BBHIIHU U BBTPEIIHU NPECETHUIM B TOJIEMHUTE IpagoBe Hayesno cbe ctoiumara Codus e
npoliec, KOWTO clefiBa Jja e 3aKpuJls, MOOLIPSBA U MOJKPENs OT Pa3IMYHUTE UHCTUTYIIUH U
9ype3 pasUYHU 3aKOHOJATEIHU MEPKH M CpeACTBa. BBIpOChT 3a BBTpemIHaTa MUTpanus
oJiyyaBa Mo-cepuoseH ooxsar npe3 30-te ronuHu Ha XX BEK U ChUIO0 MMa HaChPUYUTEIIEH, a
CBIIO Taka M, MOXeE Jla ce Kake, eKOJOrMYeH Xapakrep. PasmecTBaHeTO Ha HacelleHUE HE €
CaMOIIeNTHO, a € OMMT JIa Ce HeyTpalIu3upaT npoOiIeMu KaTo MPUPOAHU U COLIMATIHU OeaCTBUS
(mopou, HaBOAHEHUS, CyIlla M TJaja), 3a KOUTO C€ CMsATa, 4e ca JO0 TojisiMa CTereH
MPEIU3BUKAaHU OT MPEKOMEPHO TOoJsiMa KOHIICHTPAIMsl Ha XOpa B HEMOAXOJSINN 3a JKUBOT
MIPUPOJIHH YCIIOBUS M CBBp3aHaTa C TOBA Pa3pyIINTeNIHA YOBEIIKA IEHHOCT.

[lo oTHOIIEHHWE Ha €MUTpAIMOHHMS BBIPOC Jbp)KaBaTa IPOBEXKAAa CMECEeHa

(CI[HOBpCMeHHO HAaCbpYUTCIIHA U OFpaHI/I‘{I/ITCJIHa) MHNOJIMTHKA OTHOCHO JXCJIaCIIUTE Ja



HaIyCHaT CTpaHaTa (BPEMEHHO WJIM 3a MOCTOSHHO) HAIllM ChHAapOAHHUIM. Taka, U3X0XKIAANKN
OT TparMaTHYHUTE CH HAIMOHAIHU U JEeMOTrpa)CKM HMHTEPECH, YIPABISABAIIUTE OT
pa3IMYHUTE MPABUTEIICTBA U PEXKUMH IPE3 MEKIYBOCHHHS MEPUOJ] HAChpUYABAT CE30HHOTO
rypOeTymiicko rpaJHapCTBO U CIIEJBAHETO Ha BHCIIE OOpa3oBaHue 3aj] rpanuna. He ce
HachpyaBa oOaue MOJUTHYECKAaTa eMUrpanus, Moiay4dusia OCOOCHO 3HAa4MM OO0XBaT Cleq
npespara Ha 9 oM 1923 r. HanpoTus, upe3 3aKkoHa 3a aMHUCTHSI U APYTU MEPKH CE ThPCAT
HAYMHW 33 BpbBIIaHE HAa TE3W HAIIM CHHAPOJHUIM OOpaTHO B pojauHaTa. KareropudHo
OTpaHUYUTENIHA € JIbp)KaBHATa IOJMTHKA 0 OTHOIIEHHWE Ha ObJrapuTe, *ejlaeuly 1a ce
npecersT 3a noctosHHO B HOkHa m ocobeno B CeepHa Amepuka (CAILLl m Kanana).
Bceobmo e MHEHHETO W Ha YIpaBIsSBalld, W HA OMO3MIMS, Y€ TO3W BHJI CMHUTpAIHs HE
OTroBaps Ha HAIIMOHAITHUTE UHTEPECH U HE OMBa J1a ce jomycka (0e3 aa ce 3adpaHsiBa H3IISII0)
Jla TIoJTyyaBa IIUPOK 00XBaT U MAacOBO pa3MpoCTpaHEeHHe, 0COOEHO B Hail-OeqHUTE 00IacTu U
peruonu Ha CeBepHa brarapus.

Pasrnexxnaiiku BbIIpoca OTHOCHO pa3IMYHUTE BHJIOBE MEPKH, KOWUTO IbpKaBaTa
npeArnpueMa Mo OTHOIICHHE HAa MUTpALMATa B Pa3IMYHUTE MYy NPOSBICHHS, ce 3a0eis3Ba
clieqHaTa TEHACHIIMS: KOraTo CTaBa BBIPOC 3a HAChpYaBaHE Ha OIMpPENEICHO MHUTPAIMOHHO
MOBE/ICHNUEe, aKIEHTHT MajJa BbPXY MKOHOMHYECKH, COLIMATHU U (PUHAHCOBH MEPKH, uUpe3
KOUTO JIa C€ OCHTYpAT ONpEIeeHH NpedepeHInd 3a ChOTBETHATa MHTpHpalia rpymna —
OCHUT'ypsiIBaHE Ha MOMHUHBK, Ha MOJICJIOH, TAPUYHO U MAaTEPUAIHO MOJIIOMAarate, u Jp. MoJ.; B
Clly4auTe, KOraTo JbpkaBaTa CH MOCTaBs 3a 1€ Ja OIPAHMYU ONPEJEIeH BUJ MEXaHUYHO
JBUKEHUE HA HACEJIEHUETO, HanpuMep eMurpanusata B CeBepHa AMepuKa, ce 3aiara OCHOBHO
Ha HaKa3aTeJIHW W aJMHHUCTPATUBHU MEpPKH (3aTBOp, TIJI00M, HAPOYHO YCIOKHEHHU
JOKYMEHTAJIHU TIpOLeaypyu U Ap. 1oA.). I B eauHust, U B Apyrus ciiydaii o0aue HEU3MEHHO
burypupaT OpraHU3alMOHHUTE MEpPKH, COYEHIM KOU TOYHO JbPKaBHU U OOIIMHCKHU
WHCTUTYIIMU C€ MPEIBIKAA Ja CHONI0/IaBaT 3a CHa3BaHETO W MPUJIAraHETO HA CHOTBETHHS
MUTPAITIOHEH 3aKOH.

C opraHu3alMOHHUTE MEPKH U CPEJICTBATA 3a TSAXHOTO OCHINECTBSIBAHE OOMKHOBEHO
ca CBbpP3aHM M KPUTHKUTE Ha OMNO3ULHUATA CpPEIly 3aKOHONPOEKTUTE, WHULMHUPAHU OT
ylpaBisBaliara mapTus ¥ MpaBUTENCTBO. [Ipe3 roaMHuUTE Ha MEXIYBOSCHHUS TMEPUOI B
Pa3IUYHU CITy4au Ce OTIPABSAT OOBUHEHUS, Y€ ChOTBETHATA MHCTUTYIIHS 1€ CE€ 3aHMMaBa HE C
MpUJIaraHe Ha 3aKOHa W ¢ pa3pellaBaHe Ha HIKOW OT BBIIPOCUTE HA BBHHIITHATA U BhTpPETHATA
MUTpaIys, a e ce 3aHuMaBa C ,,TapTH3aHCTBO™, T. €. C MapTUHHO OOJIAroJeTeIICTBAaHE —
MaTepuaaTHu W (UHAHCOBM OONIaru 3a NPUONMIKEHW 10 YIpaBlsBallaTa MapTHUs JIMIIA,

IIpOKapBaHC Ha HapTHﬁHO BJIMAHUC WU UHTCPCCU CPCH CHOTBCTHATA I'pylla MUTPpHUpALIA JIUIA



(Hanpumep cpexn OexaHIUTE WM Oe3AOMHMINTE) U Ap. oa. [IpaBu BrmeuatieHue, 4e Mo4TH
HsIMa CJIydail OMO3ULIMOHHUTE MapTHH A3 OTpUYAT M3I[UIO €AWH 3aKOH, a CaMO OT/eNHa 4acT
OT HEero — 0OMKHOBEHO UMEHHO OPTaHMU3alMOHHUTE MepKU. Cpes U3KITIOUSHUSATa MOXKeE /1a ce
otkpou mo3unmsta Ha BKII, kosTo, MOpM W na mpuema rmossara OT ONpeNesieH 3aKOH, He
NpomycKka Ja oOTOeNeXH, Ye CHOTBETHHAT MHUTPAIMOHEH TpobieM (Hampumep ¢
HACTaHSABAaHETO Ha OEXKAHIIUTE) MOXKE J]a CE PEIllr €MHCTBEHO U M3IISIIO CaMO 4Ype3 3aMsiHaTa
Ha KalUTAIMCTHYECKUS CTPOH ChC coUMaNMCTHYecku. B apyru ciyuam [lemokparnyeckara
nmapTusi MbK OTKa3Ba Jia MpHEME ONpeeNieH 3aKOH YaCTHYHO WM M3ISIO (HarmpuMep 3a
0€3IOMHHUIIUTE), 3aIOTO Ch3MpPa B HETO IOCETaTeJCTBO CpEIly YacTHaTa COOCTBEHOCT, a
oTTaMm u cpemry ThpHOBCKaTa KOHCTUTYLHMS. VI3BBH Te3HW OTICITHH CIIydau YIpaBISABAIld U
OTIO3UIIMSI YCIISIBAT Jja pabOTAT CPAaBHUTEIHO KOHCTPYKTUBHO U JIa HAMHPAT KOMIIPOMHUCHH U
KOHCCHCYCHH PEILICHHs Ha CIIOXHHTE 3a pa3pellaBaHe BhIIPOCH HA BHHIIIHATA U BBTPEIIHATA
MUTpaIHs MPe3 MEXKTyBOCHHHUSI IEPUO/I.

Pazbupa ce, He BCHYKO HAmMCaHO JOTYK, C€ aHAIU3Wpa U CHHTE3Wpa 3a MPbBB (a U
nocyeneH) nbT. Ho Hammie ca HIKOJIKO MPUHOCHH MOMEHTAa B M3CJIEABAHETO, KOWTO CJEIBA
na ObJaT OTKPOCHH.

Ha mbpBO MsCTO, HampaBeH € ONMHMT 3a ISUIOCTHO W3CIEBAaHE Ha OBJITapCKOTO
MUTPAIIMOHHO ~3aKOHOJATEJICTBO TIPe3 MEXIYBOCHHHUS TEpUOJ, 3a U3ACHSABAaHE Ha
MUTpaIMOHHATA TOJIMTUKA Ha OBJTapcKaTta Abp)kKaBa M Ha HEeWHaTa KOHIIETHUS B HCTOPUKO-
nemMorpadcku acmekT.

Ha BTOpOo MsCTO, TMpuUTIOXKEH € HOB aHAJIWTHYEH TOJXOJ TMpU U3CIeIBaHE Ha
MUTPAIMOHHOTO 3aKOHOAATEJICTBO — UPe3 aHAJIM3 Ha BKIIOUCHHWTE B HETO MEPKH M CPECTBA
3a TSIXHOTO OCBIIECTBSIBAHE, M3XOKIANKH OT TOYHOTO M3SICHABAaHE W Je(UHUpPAHE HA CAMHTE
MOHSATHUSA ,,MEPKH‘‘ U ,,CpPEICTBA™.

Ha tpero mscro, B 0OIIOTO M3ClieiBAHE HAa MUTPALMOHHOTO 3aKOHOJATEJICTBO ca
BKJIIOYCHN HEW3CJIeIBaHM JI0Cera OT HCTopHueckara jaemorpadus (a W OT HCTOpHYECKaTa
HayKa) 3aKOHM KaTo TO3M 3a OexxaHCKus 3aeM oT 1926 1., 3a 6e3nomuunuTe ot 1928 r. 1 1p.

Ha getBbpTO MsiCTO, OT cTeHorpadckure AHEBHUIM Ha Hapoanoto cvOpaHue ca
W3IMPEHH U TIOJUIOKEHH HAa CHCTEMEH aHalu3 BCUYKU TO-BAKHU KOHIICTITYallHU JHUCKYCUHU
OKOJI0 MUTPAIIMOHHUTE 3aKOHOMPOEKTH, C YYAacCTHETO KAaKTO Ha YIpaBIISBAIlM, Taka H
OTIO3UIIHSL.

[IpencraBeHoTo W3CleABaHE € OT 3HAYCHWE W 3a CHBPEMEHHATa MUTPAIMOHHA
MOJINTUKA Ha OBJTapcKara AbpKaBa, B YCIOBHUS KOTAaTO PA3IMYHUATE MUTPAIMOHHH MPOIIECH

HpI/I,Z[O6I/IBaT BCC IIO-roJisiMa ATMHaAaMHMKa 1 Mama6.



Abstract: The present book deals with the concept of the migration policy of the
Bulgarian state in the period between the two world wars (1919 — 1939), based on the adopted
legislative measures and means for their implementation.

The three chapters of the study cover the formation of the concept of the immigration
policy pursued by the ruling authorities and in particular the Bulgarian refugee issue, which
was the main subject of the immigration legislation during the interwar period.

The formation of the concept has been followed with regard to its specific
characteristics (relating labor, political and educational emigration) and in general in the
Bulgarian legislation during the period 1919 — 1939.

The structure of the policy concept in the Bulgarian legislation is revealed regarding
the internal migration and, in particular, the urbanization in Bulgaria in the period between the
two world wars.

The study discusses the main laws related to the migration policy of the Bulgarian
state during the interwar period. During the period 1919 — 1939 the adopted and subsequently
supplemented and amended laws remain in force: Overseas Passports and Tickets Act (1888),
Emigration Act (1908), Public Education Act (1909). Newly adopted laws are: Refugee
Settlement and Livelihood Act (1920), Law on Encouragement of Construction (1920), Law
on Alleviating Housing Needs (1920), Refugee Loan Act (1926), Refugee Agricultural
Accommodation Act (1926), Law on the Homeless (1928), Amnesty Act (1932), Horticulture
Promotion Act (1934), Ordinance-Law on the Internal Resettlement of Residents from Flood-
Prone, Low-Productive and Densely Populated Areas in the Country (1936), Ordinance-Law
on Improving the Livelihood of the Population in the Rila-Rhodope and Pirin Regions (1936).

The analysis of the migration policy in the Bulgarian legislation between the two
world wars (1919 — 1939) presented here makes it possible to draw several main conclusions.

First of all in the Bulgarian legislation related to the regulation of migration processes
during the interwar period the main emphasis in terms of significance, urgency, and scope, is
placed on laws related to the immigration policy and, in particular, the Bulgarian refugee
issue. Bulgarian governments and national assemblies dealt primarily with this type of
legislation especially during the first interwar decade, when thousands of Bulgarian families
were forced to leave their homelands in Macedonia, Thrace, Dobrudja and the Western
Outskirts and settle in the free lands of the Third Bulgarian Kingdom. In such a complex and
controversial period of the Bulgarian history as the interwar period — a time of coups, unrest,

political assassinations and uprisings — the fate of Bulgarian refugees is one of the few issues



capable of uniting the leading political parties — from the far left to the far right. Not only in
words, but also in deeds. National unity was achieved around the concept that Bulgarian
migrants fleeing and/or expelled from their homelands deserve and should receive housing
and livelihood from the Bulgarian state and society.

Next in importance and scope discussed here is the legislation related to internal
migration and urban policy. Unlike the refugee issue, the overpopulation of large cities, led by
the capital Sofia, and the extremely acute housing crisis do not lead to national unification
around the measures and means to solve this social and demographic problem. The reason is
that the material interests of the influential stratum of large rentiers and homeowners would
be affected, and the parties (left and right) were unable to reach a common position, did not
find a way out of the situation, and the living conditions of the majority of their residents
remained hard, crisis-like and critical.

Compared to the legislation relating refugees, urbanization, and internal migration, the
legislation concerning the emigration policy had a more peripheral role during the interwar
period. Problems like those relating emigrants to North and South America, overseas
passports, and studying abroad were not acute in the years before the Balkan War (1878 —
1912). Therefore, with regard to these, only individual additions to already existing laws,
developed and adopted at the end of the 19th — beginning of the 20th century, were adopted.
The new and currently important fact was the effort related to the emigration issue through
legislative measures and means, to encourage expatriate gardening, and, on the other hand, to
encourage the return of Bulgarian political (mainly left-wing) emigration. The amnesty law,
understandably, provoked serious discussions, but the general concept prevailed that these
compatriots (with few exceptions) had to be given the opprtunity to return home to their
families.

The highlighted features of the legislation under consideration gives the reader an idea
of the nature of the state migration policy pursued in the said period of time.

The main specifics of the said legislation are conceptually determined and are based
on the ideological positions advocated by the leading political parties, expressed by the
highest tribune in the state — that of the Bulgarian Parliament.

First of all, with regard to refugees, this policy can be summarized as encouraging. By
voting on laws to accommodate refugees in the cities and villages of the Third Bulgarian
Kingdom, the state declared that it would do everything possible, including drawing down a
multimillion-dollar foreign loan to ensure that these Bulgarians expelled and fleeing their

homelands would not be left without shelter and livelihood.



The very names of the laws related to internal migration, and especially urbanization,
show the state's aspiration for an encouraging policy regarding such demographic processes.
Alleviating housing needs, encouraging construction, notarial deeds for self-settled homeless
people — all this points to the tendency of those in power (from different governments) to
share a similar concept that the mass influx and permanent settlement of external and internal
migrants in large cities, ledmainlyin the capital Sofia, is a process that should be protected,
encouraged and supported by various institutions and through various legislative measures
and means. The issue of internal migration gained more serious scope in the 1930s and also
had an encouraging and, one might say, ecological nature. Population displacement is not an
end in itself, but it is an attempt to neutralize problems such as natural and social disasters
(floods, droughts and famines), which are believed to be largely caused by an excessively
large concentration of people in unsuitable natural conditions and the associated destructive
human activity.

Regarding the emigration issue, the state pursued a mixed (both encouraging and
restrictive) policy relating our compatriots who were willing to leave the country (temporarily
or permanently). In this regard, based on their pragmatic national and demographic interests,
the rulers of the various governments and regimes during the interwar period encouraged
seasonal expatriate gardening and the pursuit of higher education abroad. However, political
emigration, which gained a particularly significant scope after the coup of June 9, 1923, was
not encouraged. On the contrary, through the amnesty law and other measures, ways were
being sought to return these compatriots back to the homeland. The state policy towards
Bulgarians willing to permanently relocate to South and especially North America (USA and
Canada) was categorically restrictive. It was the general opinion of both the ruling and
opposition parties that this type of emigration would not meet national interests and should
not be allowed (without completely banning it) to gain wide scope and mass size, especially
in the poorest districts and regions of Northern Bulgaria.

When examining the issue of the different types of measures that the state takes
regarding migration in its various manifestations, the following trend is noticeable: when it
comes to encouraging certain migratory behavior, the emphasis falls on economic, social and
financial measures to provide certain preferences for the respective migratory group —
ensuring livelihoods, shelter, monetary and material assistance, etc.; in cases where the state
sets itself the goal of restricting a certain type of mechanical movement of the population, for
example emigration to North America, it relies mainly on punitive and administrative

measures (imprisonment, fines, deliberately complicated documentary procedures, etc.). In



both cases, however, organizational measures invariably appear, indicating which state and
municipal institutions are intended to monitor compliance with and implementation of the
relevant migration law.

The opposition's criticism of the bills initiated by the ruling party and government is
usually related to organizational measures and the means for their implementation. During the
interwar years, accusations were made in various cases that the relevant institution would not
deal with implementing the law and resolving any of the issues of external and internal
migration, but would deal with “partisanship™, i.e., with party favoritism — material and
financial benefits for people close to the ruling party, promotion of party influence and
interests among the relevant group of migrants (for example, among refugees or the
homeless), etc. It is striking that there is almost no case where opposition parties completely
reject a law, but only a separate part of it — usually the organizational measures. In general,
the ruling and opposition parties managed to work relatively constructively and find
compromise and consensual solutions to the complex issues of external and internal migration
during the interwar period.

Of course, not everything written so far has been analyzed and synthesized for the first
(or last) time. But there are several contributing points in the study that should be highlighted.

First of all, an attempt was made to comprehensively study Bulgarian migration
legislation during the interwar period, to clarify the migration policy of the Bulgarian state
and its concept in a historical and demographic aspect.

Secondly, a new analytical approach has been applied to the study of migration
legislation - through an analysis of the measures included in it and the means for their
implementation, starting from the precise clarification and definition of the very concepts of
"measures” and "means".

Thirdly, the general study of migration legislation includes laws that have not been
studied by historical demography (and by historical science) before, such as the one on the
refugee loan from 1926, the one on the homeless from 1928, etc.

Fourth, all the more important conceptual discussions on the migration bills with the
participation of both the ruling and opposition parties, were searched and subjected to
systematic analysis from the stenographic diaries of the National Assembly.

The present study is also important for the contemporary migration policy of the
Bulgarian state, under the conditions when various migration processes are becoming

increasingly dynamic and on a large-scale.



JIo6oB KbM HaykaTa, JI000B KBbM Hapoaa. CTyIeHTCKHTe OpPraHu3amuu u
o0equnenusi B barapus (1931-1939). C., YU ,,CB. Knument Oxpuackn”, 2018, 400 c.,
ISBN: 9789540745237.

Pestome: Kawmrata ,Jlr0o00B kbM HaykaTa, JOOOB KbM Hapoja“ € TIUIOA Ha
JIeCETro/IMIIHA Hay4YHOM3CJeIoBaTelIcka JeiiHocT Ha aBTropa. Dokycupa ce BBpXY
OBJIrapckuTe CTYACHTCKU OpraHM3aluu U O0CIMHEHUs, ChILECTBYBaNHU npe3 30-Te roAnHU Ha
XX BEK, C OCHOBEH AakLEHT BBPXY (GOpPMHPOBAHMUATA Ha CTYJEHTUTE HALMOHAIUCTH,
COLIMAJIMCTH, AHAPXMCTH, 3€MEAEIIU MU KOMYHUCTH. Pasriexnar ce opraHus3alMoOHHaTa
CTPYKTYypa, UJICOJIOTUATA U JEWHOCTTa HA OTJCIIHUTE CTYAEHTCKM OpPraHu3alliyd U IIHPOKU
obenuHeHus, 60pOUTE M B3aUMOACUCTBUATA MEXIY TSIX, aKaJEMUYHUTE U JIbPKABHUTE
BJacTU (M Haii-Bedye monuruyeckara noiaunus). He e mogmuHara m Temara 3a BBbHIIHHUTE
BIMsIHUA (0coOeHO Te3m Ha QammcTtka Mramms, xuriaepuctka ['epMaHust M OONIIEBUIIKAS
CCCP) Bbpxy crymeHnTckute ¢hopmupoBanus. Llenra e na ce mpeacTaBsaT pazauaHuTe GopmMu
Ha CTYyJEHTCKa aKTUBHOCT U MO-CIEUUATHO CTYACHTCKUTE OpraHU3allid MU LIUPOKUTE
CTYAEHTCKM OO€IMHEHHUS LSJIOCTHO M TMOOTAENTHO, Ja C€ OINpeleNsT BIUSHUETO U
3HAYUMOCTTAa MM IIpE€3 Pa3JIMYHUTE eTalu Ha OOIIECTBEHO-IOJIUTHUYECKOTO pa3BUTUE Ha
bparapus npe3 30-te roguau Ha XX Bek.

3arjgaBUeTO Ha KHUTAaTa € 3aMMCTBAHO OT HACJIOBA HA M3JaJcHMs B Kpas Ha 1937 1. BbB
BECTHUK ,,AKaJeMuK" KajeHaap 3a HoBata 1938 r., neno Ha XynoxHuKa bopuc AHremymies.
[To MHEeHHETO Ha aBTOpa UMEHHO TE€3U AYMHU Hall-TOYHO OTpa3siBaT HACTPOCHUSTA U UJICAIUTE

Ha MHO3MHCTBOTO OT OBJITAPCKUTE CTYACHTH MPE3 pa3TiIekKIaHUs IEPHO/I.

Abstract: The book "Love of Science, Love of the People" is the fruit of ten years of
research by the author. It focuses on the Bulgarian student organizations and associations that
existed in the 1930s, with a main emphasis on the formations of nationalist, socialist,
anarchist, agrarian and communist students. The organizational structure, ideology and
activities of individual student organizations and broad associations, the struggles and
interactions between them, academic and state authorities (and especially the political police)
are examined. The topic of external influences (especially those of fascist Italy, Hitlerite
Germany, and the Bolshevik USSR) on student groups has not been overlooked. The aim is to
present the various forms of student activity, and in particular student organizations and broad

student associations, as a whole and separately, and to determine their influence and



significance during the various stages of the socio-political development of Bulgaria in the
1930s. The title of the book is borrowed from the title of the calendar for the new year 1938,
published in the newspaper "Akademik" at the end of 1937, a work by the artist Boris
Angelushev. In the author's opinion, these words most accurately reflect the moods and ideals

of the majority of Bulgarian students during the period under consideration.

Konuenuuu 3a paspemaBane Ha ObJarapckusi 0e;KaHCKH BbIPOC B KOHTEKCTA Ha
Ch31aBaHETO, MIPOMEHHUTE U JONbJIHEHUATAa Ha 3aKOHA 3a 3aceiBaHe HAa OeKaHUMTE U
o0e3neyaBaHe Ha mnoMuHbka uM (1920-1928 r.). Cnucanue "Enmoxu', 32, 2,
BEJIMKOTHPHOBCKM YHHUBEPCUTET "CB. CB. KHPUJ U METOIUMN" -
YHUBEPCUTETCKO HU3JATEJICTBO, 2024, ISSN:2534-8418 (Online) 1310-2141
(Print), DOI:https://doi.org/10.54664/RLMB4154, 438-457

Pestome: OcHOBHa IIeNT Ha HACTOSIIOTO M3CIICABAHE € J1a CE PAa3KPHAT BOJCIINTE
KOHIICTILIMY 32 pa3peniaBaHe Ha OBJITapCKusi OSKaHCKU BBIPOC B KOHTEKCTA HA Ch3AaBAHETO,
MIPOMEHUTE W JONMBIHEHHUATAa HAa 3aKOHA 3a 3aceliBaHe Ha OexaHIUTe M oOe3leyaBaHE Ha
nomuHbka uM (1920-1928 r.). OcHoBHara [OKyMeHTanHa 0a3a, Ha KOSTO CThIIBa

u3cnenBanero, ca CreHorpadekure nueBHuIM Ha Hapoauoto crOpanue.

Abstract: The main goal of the present study is to reveal the leading concepts for
solving the Bulgarian refugee issue in the context of the creation, changes and additions of the
Law on the Settlement of Refugees and Ensuring Their Livelihood (1920-1928). The main
documentary base of the research is the Shorthand Diaries of the National Assembly.

MiwonxeHckoTo cbriamenne ot 1938 r. — IMonemennuk, 2018, Ne 9-10, 127-137.
ISSN: 0861-6620.

Pestome: Hacrosimata ctatus uma 3a Iiell Ja MpeACTaBd OOLIUTE TEHJICHIMU B
pazBuTHeTO Ha bparapus npeau, nmo BpeME M HEMOCPEACTBEHO ciell MIOHXEHCKOTO
cbriamenue otr 1938 r., ¢ aklleHT BbpXY NO3ULMUTE U IEHCTBUATA HA PA3IMUHUTE MIIAJIEKKU
(r7IaBHO CTYNIEHTCKHU) TPYINU U OPraHU3AlMHU 10 TIOBOJI pa3pa3winTe ce npe3 eceHra Ha 1938 r.

u riposierta Ha 1939 r. MeXTyHApOIHU CHOUTHS.



Abstract: This article aims to present the general trends in the development of Bulgaria
before, during and immediately after the Munich Agreement of 1938, with an emphasis on the
positions and actions of the various youth (mainly student) groups and organizations on the
occasion of the international events that broke out in the autumn of 1938 and the spring of
1939.

Bwarapckara ,,aupuxkupana aemoxpauusa® (1937-1939) B nueBHuka Ha Bacua

MuTtakoB. — Ilonegeanuk, 2019, Ne 1-2, 131-135. ISSN: 0861-6620.

Pestome: B HacTosmaTa ctaTus ce pasriexkia caMo I'bpPBUAT NIEPUOJ OT JHEBHUKA Ha
Bacun Murakos (1937 — 1939 r.), xoiito Toii Boau ot 1937 no 1944 r. B nu3cneasanero ce
IIOCTaBsl AKLEHT Ha 3aCerHAaTUTE B JHEBHMKA BBIIPOCH, OTHACSIIM CE€ O XapakTepa Ha
ylpaBisBalus pexuM B bearapus M ceobreTBamiaTta o  0OIIECTBEHO-NOJUTHYECKA
o0CTaHOBKa. AHaIM3bT HAa HEWHUTE KIIOYOBHM MPOSBICHUS JaBa OCHOBaHME Ha Bacui
MurakoB 1a roBOpH 3a ,,peKUCHpaHa JeMOKpauusa™ B bwirapus npes BTopara I0JOBHUHA Ha

30-te ronuau Ha XX BEK.

Abstract: This article examines only the first period of Vasil Mitakov's diary (1937 —
1939), which he kept from 1937 to 1944. The study focuses on the issues raised in the diary,
relating to the nature of the ruling regime in Bulgaria and the accompanying socio-political
situation. The analysis of its key manifestations gives Vasil Mitakov reason to speak of

"directed democracy" in Bulgaria in the second half of the 1930s.

»laM HMame JIOKBH KpPbB...“: CTyAeHTCKHTEe NPOTEeCTH cpelry AJIeKCaHIbp
IlankoB M oTpaxeHHeT0 MM B napjamMeHrapHute npenusi (16-18 nexemspm 1931 r.).

Hcropuuecko onaeme, 2018, Ne 1-2, 49-64. ISSN: 1311-0144.

Pestome: Cratusara uma 3a 1ed Aa NPECTaBH OT HOB BI'bJI CHOUTHATA OT JIEKEMBpU
1931 r., koraro cryaeHTute oT CoOpUilCKUsI yHUBEPCUTET MACOBO C€ MMPOTUBOIOCTABSIT CPEILY
3aBpPBIIAHETO KATO MPEnojaBaTesl Ha OUBIINS MUHHUCTHP-Tipeacenaten Anekcanapp l{ankoB
M CTUTAT JI0 OKECTOUYEH KOH(MDIMKT ¢ moymmusITa. 3a MphB BT € HANPaBeH 00CTOEH Tperyie]]
Ha mapiameHtapHute nedatu (ot 16-18 mexemBpu 1931 r.), oTpassBamu pasurpainTe ce
CIICHH Ha HacWiIHe BbB M OKoio Anma Matep. Bb3 ocHOBa Ha TaHHUTE OT CTeHOrpadcKuTe

nHeBHuIM Ha IIbpBara penoBHa cecusst Ha XXIII OHC, ctpemeiiku ce KbM MaKCHUMallHa



00EKTHUBHOCT, ca MPEACTABEHH TIETHUTE TOUKH Ha Pa3IMYHUTE MapiiaMEHTapHU IPYIH, KaKTo
M Ha MHUHUCTPU OT MpPaBUTEICTBOTO Ha Hapoanus OJOK, KOUTO CBHIIO H3Pa3siBAT CBOETO
MHEHUE Ipen Jenyratute. M3cienBaHuaT TOKyMEHTaIeH MaTepual MOKE J1a JOIpPUHECE 3a
U3sSICHSIBAaHE Ha HalperHarata oOCTaHOBKA, NMPHU KOATO C€ OKa3Ba CTpaHara ciiel]] Kpas Ha

croBopuctkus pexxum (1923-1931 1.).

Abstract: The article aims to present in a new light the events of December 1931,
when the major part of the students of Sofia University stood against the return (as a
professor) of the former Prime-Minister Alexander Tsankov and faced a cruel conflict with
the police. Now for the first time a detailed review of the debates in the Parliament (16-18 of
December, 1931) is made here, reflecting the scenes of violence in and around Alma Mater.
On the basis of the stenographic logs of the First Regular Session of XXIII of the Ordinary
National Assembly and in the efforts for maximum objectivity here the points of view of the
different parliamentary groups have been presented as well as these of ministers from the
government of the “People’s Block™, which also express their opinions before the members of
Parliament. The documentary material, object of this research, may contribute for the
clarification of the complex situation, in which the country happened to be at the end of the
“Sgovor” regime (1923-1931).

»/100Bbp YHHBEPCUTETCKH KOHCEPBATU3IBM“? AKAIEMUYHUAT CbBET U CTYJACHTHTE

npe3 30-te roqunu Ha XX Bek. Munaio, 1, 2020, ISSN: 0048113996, 67-82.

Pestome: Hactosimara craths mMa 3a men Aa MPOCIETN W aHAIU3UPA CIOKHHUTE
OTHONICHUS MEXJIYy YHUBEPCUTETCKUTE BIACTU (B JHIETO HAa AKaJeMHUYHUS CHBET) U
CTYIEHTCTBOTO (TO-CIEINalHO HEroBaTa akTHBHA, OpraHu3upaHa 4act) B bwarapus npe3 30-
Te ToguHa Ha XX BeK. OCHOBHO BHMMAaHHE B W3CJICJBAHETO CE OOpBINA HA OTHOIICHHSTA
MeX Ty AKaJeMHYeH ChBET M CTYICHTH 110 BpeMe Ha MaHJIaTUTE Ha pekropute borman ®Owmion
(1931 — 1932), 3axapu Kapaormanos (1932 — 1933), Jlroben ukos (1933 — 1934), Bacun
Moo (1934 — 1935) u Muxaun ApHaymos (1935 —1936).

Abstract: This article aims to trace and analyze the complex relations between the
university authorities (in the person of the Academic Council) and the student body
(especially its active, organized part) in Bulgaria in the 1930s. The study focuses on the

relations between the Academic Council and students during the terms of office of the rectors



Bogdan Filov (1931 — 1932), Zahari Karaoglanov (1932 — 1933), Lyuben Dikov (1933 —
1934), Vasil Mollov (1934 — 1935) and Mihail Arnaudov (1935 — 1936).

Sofia Students’ Temperance Society — Establishment And Activity In Relation
With The Reduction Of Population Mortality In Bulgaria (1922-1939). Nasselenie
Review, 3, 2020, ISSN: 0205-0617, 477-487.

Pestome: Hactosimara crarus npenctaBst copuiickoro CTYAEHTCKO Bb3AbPIKATEIHO
npyxectBo (CBJl) B koHTekcTa Ha 60pOaTa 3a MOHM)KaBaHE CMBPTHOCTTA Ha HACEJICHUETO B
bearapust B rogMHHUTE MEXAY ABETE CBETOBHU BOWHM. BBB Bpb3Ka C TOBa ce€ H3CienBaT
uJeuTe, opraHusanuaTa u nomyiasipHocrra Ha CBJl, kakTo U BIUSHUETO My 3a MOHHYKaBaHE
CMBPTHOCTTAa Ha HACEJIEHHETO B cTpaHara. [IpoyyBaHeTo ce OCHOBaBa NpeAu BCHYKO Ha
CBEZICHHUsI, U3BJIECUYEHU OT cllOMEeHM Ha aevnu Ha CBJ/I, oT maTepuanu Ha ApyKeCTBOTO, KaKTO

U Ha JIaHHU, cbOpaHu oT apxuBa Ha MBP.

Abstract: This article introduces the Sofia Students’ Temperance Society (STS) in the
context of the struggle for reduction of the mortality of the Bulgarian population in the years
between the two world wars. In this connection the ideas, organization and popularity of the
STS are being investigated, as well as its impact on the reduction of the mortality of the
population in the country. The research is based predominantly on information taken out of
memories the STS activists, from materials of the society itself as well as on data collected in

the archives of the Ministry of Interior.

3aKOHBT 32 CeJICKOCTOMAHCKO HACTaHsAIBaHe HA OeKaHIUTe — MEPKHU 3a
pa3pemiapaHe Ha 0e:KaHCKHMSI BBIIPOC M CPeACTBA 32 TAXHOTO ocbluecTBsBaHe (1926 —
1937 r.). U3Bectusi Ha UcTtopuueckn my3eii - Krocrenaui, 23, 2023, ISSN:0861— 4342,
385-400.

Pestome: HacTosimioro nscneaBane uma 3a 1ell 1a yCTAaHOBU OCHOBHUTE BHJI0BE MEPKH
U CpeACTBa 3a TSIXHATa pealu3anus, KOUTO ca Habens3aau 3aKOHOTBOPIMTE B 3aKOHA 3a
CEJICKOCTOIIAHCKO HACTaHsBaHE Ha O€XAHIUTE M HETOBUTE M3MEHEHMs W JIOMBIHEHHUS TIpe3
nepuoga 1926 — 1937 r. 3a peanuzanusara Ha KOHLENIUATA 32 MUTPALIMOHHATA MOJIUTHKA HA
Obnarapckata IbpkaBa. BbB Bpb3Ka C TOBa C€ pa3riiexkJa U BBIPOCHT 3a HAYYHOTO

nepuHUpaHe Ha KIIOYOBUTE MOHATHUS ,,MEPKU*‘ U ,,CPEACTBA™.



Abstract: The present study aims to establish the main types of measures and means
for their implementation, which were identified by the legislators in the Law on Agricultural
Accommodation of Refugees and its amendments and supplements during the period 1926 —
1937 for the implementation of the concept of the migration policy of the Bulgarian state. In
this regard, the issue of the scientific definition of the key concepts of "measures” and

"means” is also considered.

3akoHbT 32 OexaHckHMs 3aeM 0T 1926 r. m KOHUenuUMATA 32 HACTAHSIBAHE HA
Obarapckure Oexanuu — B: ,bagkanute — e3uKk, ucTOpHMA, KYJATypa* wu3gaHue,
noaabpxano or Punosorunvyeckuss u Ucropuueckus gpaxyarer Ha BTY ,,Cs. cB. Kupua
u Metoauii® (http://journals.uni-vt.bg/balkans/bul/ ). Beiuko TbpHoBo, 2023, TOM 8,
opoii 1, (

https://journals.uni-vt.bg/balkans/bul/vol8/issl/ ) ISSN: 2535-1346 (Online),
ISSN: 1314-4065 (Print), 157 - 176 (https://journals.uni-
vt.bg/balkans/bul/vol8/issl/artl6 )

Pestome: Crynusatra mma 3a L€l /a2 U3SICHM KaK C€ pealu3upa KOHILENUIUATa 3a
HacTaHsABaHE Ha OBJIrapcKUTe OCKAHIIM B KOHTEKCTA Ha riacyBaHus npe3 1926 r. 3akoH 3a
O6exanckuss 3aeM (3b3) mox mokposurencrtBoro Ha OOmectBoro Ha Hapoaurte (OH).
W3cnenBanu ca npeagokeHuTe OT MpaBUTeICTBOTO Ha AHapel Jlsmues (1926 — 1931) HoBH
CpeICTBa 3a peanu3alis Ha KOHLEMNIMATa 3a MOCTOSHHO HacTaHsIBaHE Ha OBJITapcKuTe
OexaHIM Ha Teputopusata Ha Tperoro Obarapcko napcrso. Pasrimeganu ca KpUTHKHUTE U
ITEpHATUBHUTE TNPEIJIOKEHUsI Ha MPABUTEIICTBEHHUS IPOEKT, KOWUTO IPOTHUBOIOCTABS
napjaMeHTapHaTa OIO3WIMs, TJaBHO B JMLeTo Ha JleMokpaTuueckaTa mapTus,
Hanmonamnmmbepannara naptust u boarapckust 3eMenencky HapoJieH cbio3. Hampasen e onut
3a OLIEHKA JOKOJKO 0OOCHOBaHM U €()EKTHBHM Ca BB3IVIEIUTE HA YIPABISABALIM U OMO3UIIMS
OTHOCHO pa3pelIaBaHeTO Ha ObIArapckus OEKaHCKHM BBIIPOC B KOHKpPETHaTa HCTOpUYECKA

cuTyauus ot cpenarta Ha 20-te ronuHu Ha XX Bek.

Abstract: The study aims to clarify how the concept of housing Bulgarian refugees is
being implemented in the context of the 1926 Refugee Loan Act under the auspices of the
UN. The new means proposed by the government of Andrey Lyapchev (1926 — 1931) for the

realization of the concept for permanent accommodation of the Bulgarian refugees on the



territory of the Third Bulgarian Kingdom are studied. Criticisms and alternative proposals of
the government project, which are opposed by the parliamentary opposition, mainly in the
face of the Democratic Party, the National Liberal Party and the Bulgarian Agrarian People's
Union, are presented. An attempt has been made to assess the validity and effectiveness of the
views of the government and the opposition on resolving the Bulgarian refugee issue in the

specific historical situation of the mid-1920s.

O0BUHEHH B MOAOYAUTEJCTBO KbM Bpaxaa u ompasa. CbaeOHH npeciieIBaHUs
cpemy ObJarapcku cryaeHTH npe3 30-te roamau Ha XX Bek“. McTropuyecku mperJien,

2019, Ne 1, 85-109. ISSN: 0323-9748.

Pestome: CraTusta uma 3a 1ell Ja npeiacTaBy ChJACOHUTE MPECIICIBaHNS, HA KOUTO ca
MO/JIOKEHU JIeBUTE OBJrapcku cryaeHTu mpe3 30-te roamnu Ha XX Bek. M3monm3Banu ca
OCHOBHO JJOKYMEHTH OT apxuBa Ha Co(MUUCKHUS OKPBIKEH ChJ, B KOUTO 0s1Xa OTKPUTHU JTaHHU
3a 0o6mo 20 3aBefeHu nena cpemry Bb3nuTaHum Ha Coduiickus yHuBepcureT. ChaeOHHUTE
JIeNa ce BOAT OCHOBHO Ipe3 ImbpBata nosioBuHa Ha 30-Te rogunu (1931 — 1936) u ca enna ot
dbopMuTe Ha AbpKABHA PEMPEcUsi CPelly MO3UIMHUTE, KOUTO OTCTOSBAT OMO3UIMOHHHUTE Ha

BJIACTTA JICBU CTYACHTCKU (bOpMI/IpOBaHI/ISI Ipe3 TO3U ICPUO.

Abstract: The article aims to present prosecutions against Bulgarian leftist students in
the 1930s. Documents from the archive of the Sofia District Court were used, which revealed
data on a total of 20 lawsuits against Sofia University graduates. The lawsuits are mainly
conducted during the first half of the 1930s (1931-1936) and they are one of the forms of state
repression against the positions of the opposition left-wing student formations during this

period.

Konuenuuu 3a paspemanBane Ha ObJarapckusi 0e;KaHCKH BbIPOC B KOHTEKCTA HA
Ch3/1aBAHETO HA 3aKOHA 32 CEJICKO-CTONAHCKO HACTAHABAaHe HA Oe:xxaHumMTe npe3 1926 r.
— B: COopHuxk or HayyHa KkoHdepeHuusi ,,Murpanuu, OOIIHOCTH MW KYJTYPHO-
HCcTOpUYecko HaciaeacTso” . Pex. koua. Ileiikoscka, II. M. TemeBa, M. Maesa,
H.®unaunosa, Ctr. JumurtpoB. Axkan. usa. ,Ilpodg. M. Jdpunos'. Copus, 2021, ISBN:
978-619-245-131-8, 287-310.



Pestome: Cratuara uma 3a meia Ja ce mnpoydaT M oOOOIIAT KOHLENLIUUTE 32
pasperiaBane Ha Obirapckus OSKaHCKH BBIIPOC B KOHTEKCTa HA CH3/IaBaHETO Ha 3aKOHA 3a
CEJICKO-CTONAaHCKO HactansBaHe Ha Oexannure (3CCHB) uype3 cpencrBara Ha 3aema,
OTIIyCHAaT CbC chriacueTo Ha OOIIECTBOTO Ha HapoauTe. BB Bpb3Kka ¢ TOBa ce M3ACHABA
MO3MIKATa Ha TpaBUTENCTBOTO Ha A. JlsmueB (kato mHunmarop Ha 3CCHB) n konnernusTa,
KOSATO CTOM 3aj Tazu nosuuus. lIpeacraBsar ce M mo3uLMMTE HA NapiaMEHTapHUTE T'PYIH,
KOUTO B3UMAT ydacTue B oOchxkaaHusATa no 3akoHonpoekra 3a 3CCHDB u no xakBo TexHUTE
KOHIIETILIMY 32 pa3peliaBaHe Ha 0€XaHCKUsS BBIPOC ChBIAAAT (M ChOTBETHO — C€ Pa3jIMyaBaT)
OT Te3M Ha BTOPOTO CrOBOPUCTKO mpaBuTescTBO. OCHOBHAaTa [OKyMEHTalHa Oa3a Ha
uscnensanero ca Crenorpadcekure aueBHUIM Ha HapoaHoto cwrOpanue. B Tsx ca orpasenu
MotuBUTE 1O ch3gaBaHeTto 3CCHDB, kakTo M KOHUENIMHUTE Ha BOJCIIUTE MOIUTUYECKU
NapTUU — YIpaBisABaIllM M ONO3ULMOHHM — 32 pa3pellaBaHeTo Ha ObIArapckus OexaHCKH

BBIIPOC KbM cpenara Ha 20-Te ToauHu Ha XX BeK.

Abstract: The article aims to research and summarize the concepts for resolving the
Bulgarian refugee issue in the context of the creation of the Law on Agricultural
Accommodation of Refugees (LAAR) through the loan, granted with the consent of the
League of Nations. In this connection the position of the government of Andrei Lyapchev (as
the initiator of LAAR) and the concept behind this position are clarified. The positions of the
parliamentary groups which take part in the discussions on the Draft Law and in what aspects
their concepts for resolving the refugee issue coincide (or respectively differ from ) those of
the government, are also presented. The main documentary bases for the study are the
Stenographic Diaries of the National Assembly. They reflect the motives for the establishment
of the LAAR, as well as the concepts of the leading political parties — ruling and opposition

ones — for resolving the Bulgarian refugee issue in the mid-1920s.

Mepkun 3a paspemiaBaHe Ha ObJArapckusi 0eKaAHCKH BBIPOC U CpPeACTBAa 3a
TAXHOTO OCBHIIECTBSIBAHE B KOHTeKCTa HAa 3aKOHA 3a 3ace/iBaHe Ha Oe:KaHIUTe M
ode3neuyaBaHe Ha moMuHBKa um (1920 — 1937) — B: ,Murpamusi u oO0IIECTBEHO
pa3BuTHe. MaTepuaiau OT HAIMOHAJIEH HAYyYeH MPoeKT Ha MHCTUTYTA 32 HCTOPUYECKH
uscjaenBanus KbM bbiarapckara akagemusi Ha HaykuTe®, Tom 2. Pen. koJ. IleiikoBcka,
II. . Temesa, P. CrosinoBa, M. Maesa. M3natencrBo: MHCTHTYT 32 MCTOPHYECKH
u3cjaenBanus npu bwrarapckara akagemusi Ha Haykute. Codus, 2022, ISBN: 978-954-

2903-54-3, 108-134.



Pestome: Cratusita m3ciiejBa MEPKHUTE 3a paspelliaBaHe Ha ObIrapckusi OeKaHCKU
BBIIPOC M CpeACTBaTa 3a TAXHATa peajdu3alus B KOHTEKCTa HA HWHUIUUPAHUS OT
npaButencTBoTo Ha B3HC 3akoHn 3a 3acenBane Ha OeKaHIIUTE M 0Oe3leUaBaHe Ha MOMUHBKA
(33BOII) ot 1920 r., KaKTO ¥ HETOBUTE U3MECHEHMS, JOITBIHEHUS U MPUIIOKCHH TIPABUITHHIIH,
TJIaCyBaHM W mpueTH B nepuoaa ao 1937 r. [lpennarat ce Haydnu ASPUHUIIUU 32 TOHITHSITA
»MEpKU‘ U ,,cpencra”. OTaerIeHO € BHUMAHUE U Ha BB3TJIEAUTE HA ONMO3ULUOHHUTE MapTUU
[0 OTHOILIEHHE Ha MPEAJOKEHUTE MEpPKH U CpPEICTBAa 3a pa3peliaBaHe Ha OBIrapckus
O0exxancku BbhIpoc. OCHOBHA JOKyMeHTaiHa 0aza Ha u3cienaHeTo ca riacyBanus 33bOII,
KaKTO W HETOBUTE WM3MCHCHWS, TOMBIHCHHUS W TPUIOKEHU TMPABUIHUIM, OOHApOIBaHU B

,»JIbpKaBeH BECTHHK ", a cbII0 Taka CteHorpadckuTe nHeBHUIM HAa HapoaHoTo chOpanue.

Abstract: The article examines the measures for resolving the Bulgarian refugee issue
and the means for their implementation in the context of the Law on the Settlement of
Refugees and Securing Livelihoods (LSRSL) initiated by the government of the Agrarian
Union in 1920, as well as its amendments, supplements and attached regulations, voted and
adopted in period until 1937. Scientific definitions of the terms "measures™ and "means" are
proposed. Attention is also paid to the views of the opposition parties regarding the proposed
measures and means for resolving the Bulgarian refugee issue. The main documentary basis
of the study are the voted LSRSL, as well as its amendments, supplements and attached
regulations, published in the State Gazette, as well as the Stenographic Diaries of the National
Assembly.

EMHTpanHoHHUAT BBIPOC B ObJrapckoro 3axkonogareicrso (1919 - 1939 r.) -
KOHLENIMHU, MEPKH U CPeICTBAa 32 HEroBoTo paspemaBane. [lemorpadcku npodiemu
npe3 BeKoBeTe — W3MepeHUusi M mnepcnekTuBu. — B: COopHuk ¢ JokjIagu oT
Hauunonannara HayuyHa KoHdepeHIUs ¢ MeKAYHApPOAHO yuyacTue Buaun, 23-24 HoemBpu
2023 roauna, Permonasnen ucropuyecku myseii - Buaun, 2024, ISBN:978-954-25-0406-1,
117-152.

Pe3rome: ]_[CJ'I Ha HACTOAIOTO H3CJICABAHC € Jla C€ YCTAHOBU BOJACIUIATA AbPIKABHA

KOHIICTIIIHS TI0 OTHOIIICHWE Ha eMurpanusata ot beiarapus npe3 mexxayBoenHus nepuoa (1919



— 1939). BB BpB3Ka ¢ 1MocTaBeHara Iel 1€ Ce pa3riieaT OCHOBHUTE 3aKOHOJATEITHH MEPKH,
KOUTO Ch3/1aBa ObIrapckara JAbp)KaBa MO OTHOIICHHE HAa HANyCHAIHMTE (WM JKENacIIuTe 1a

HaIyCcHAT) cTpaHarta OBJIrapCKU MOJaHUIIH.

Abstract: The aim of the present study is to reveal the leading state concept regarding
emigration from Bulgaria during the interwar period (1919 — 1939). In connection with the set
goal, the main legislative measures and means for their implementation, created by the
Bulgarian state in relation to Bulgarian citizens who have left (or wish to leave) the country

will be examined.



