PE3IOMETA

HA NIPEJCTABEHM ITYBJIMKALIMY HA JOIL. JTH TEHYO JEHYEB
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TpaliHOTO MpUCHCTBUE HA KOPYMIMOHHUTE JIEUCTBUS B MOYTH BCHUKH cepu OT
CBbBPEMEHHHUS KMBOT Ha bbarapus enBa M € CciydyalHO. TeXHHTE KOpEHM ca
pa3noJIoKeH! ABIOOKO B MHHAJIOTO M 3aTOBa IUIOJIOBETE, KOMTO JaBaT JHEC, ca Taka
M300MITHU.

Hctopusita Ha ObarapckaTta KOpYIIUs € BCe Olle TBbp/Ae c1ado u3cineaBana. Ts He
€ TMOCTaBsiHa KaTO CaMOCTOSITENICH Hay4eH Mpo0JieM, a MO-CKOpO ce pasriexsa Ha ¢oHa
Ha JIpYTd TEMHU OT MOJMTUYECKOTO M CTOMAHCKOTO MUHAJIO Ha cTpaHata. He ca momaranu
L[EJICHACOYCHH YCUJIUS Ja C€ MOTHhPCAT KOPEHUTE HAa KOPYMIHATA U HEMHAaTa eBOJIIOLus,
Jla ce OLEHHU CTEeIEeHTa, O KOSATO Kopynuusta odopMms TJIABHUTE XapAaKTEPUCTHKU Ha
OpArapckusi WKOHOMHUYECKHM W COIMalieH >KMBOT. Ha mpakThka He ca wu3cienBaHU
CllydyauTe€ Ha KOpYNIHMS Cpel MO-HUCKOCTOSIIUTE [bpKaBHU YUHOBHMIM, CpEN
MpeICTaBUTEIUTE HA BJIACTTA HA OKPBHKHO U HA OOIIMHCKO HUBO.

Ilenta Ha MoHOTpaduATa € 1a ce MPEoOJesAT YaCT OT MOCOUYEHUTE HEAOCTAThIIH,
KaTo ce WACHTU(UIUPAT TIIABHUTE 3BEHA OT IbP)KABHUTE M OOUIMHCKHUTE CTPYKTYpH,
IOJJIOKEHU Ha KOPYILMOHEH HATUCK MU YMUUIUICHO Ch3JaBalld TaKkbB. Bb3 oCHOBa Ha
pa3HOOOpa3HU IIbPBUYHU M3TOUHUIM Ca MOTHPCEHH NPUYMHUTE, GOPMUTE U TEMIIOBETE



Ha pa3npoCTpaHECHUE Ha KOPYMIUATA B bbharapus B mepuojia OT CbCTaBIHETO HA IBPBOTO
Oopnrapcko mpaButenctBo (1879 r.) mo Havamoro Ha bankanckute BoiHu. [lpu
pa3paboTBaHETO HA MOCTABEHUS MPOOJIEM Ce M3X0XKJIa OT TEOPETUYHATa MOCTAHOBKA, Ue
KOpYIUHUATa € CI0XKHO M MHOIOIUIACTOBO SIBJIEHWE, KOETO 3acsAra COLMaJIHUA,
MKOHOMUYECKUS U TOJIUTUYECKHUS KUBOT. T ce neduHupa KaTo U3BbHPEIHU IIIAaHus
WIH JIpYyro O0JIaro/eTeNCcTBaHe Ha JIbpPXKABHU, ChACOHU WU OOLIMHCKU CITY>KUTEIH, B
pe3ysiTaT Ha KOETO CTpaHaTa, OCBIIECTBWJIA IUIANIAHETO, IMoly4yaBa MpedepeHInalHoO
OTHOIIICHHE.

IInpBaTa riaBa Ha MOHOTpadusATa € MOCBETEHA Ha MPEANOCTAaBKUTE U YCIOBHATA,
KOWTO TIPEAU3BUKBAT KOPYMIHATA B ClIeA0CBOOOXKIeHCKa boarapus. Kopenute Ha
paHHaTa OBJTapcKa KOPYIIHSA ca 3aJI0KEHH ABJIOOKO B MHHAIOTO, YCTPOMCTBEHHUTE
OpUHIMNK W Tpaaunuure Ha OcMaHckata mmnepus. CTpeMexbT Ha IbpKaBaTa KbM
KOHTPOJI Ha CTOMAHCKHUTE JICHHOCTH € XapaKTepHA yepTa Ha OCMAHCKUS CTOMAHCKUA MOJCIT
npe3 nenus nepuon XV-XIX Bek. YciaoBHaTa Mmo3eMiIeHa COOCTBEHOCT B ChUETaHUE C
JIMTICAaTa Ha MIOTOMCTBEHA apUCTOKPAIHS Ch3/1aBa HECUTYPHOCT CPEJI €JIUTa U TOH 3armouBa
Ja TJIeJa Ha T0CTa CH B JbpXKaBHATa WepapXus KaTo HAa M3TOYHUK 3a 3a0oraTsBaHE.
Kopynmusita craBa gact ot ,,ectecTBeHus pen’* B OcMaHCKaTa MMIIEpUs, KaTo OT Hes ca
3aceTHATH W PA3IMYHUTE 3BEHA OT JaHbYHATA CHCTEMa, apMHsTa, HepapxusaTa Ha
Bcenernckara natpuapmms. ['osiMa 4acT oT KyATypHHTE, HAIlHOHATHO-TIOJINTUYECKUTE H
MKOHOMHYECKUTE TIPOSIBU M TMOCTIKCHHS Ha OBJITApCKOTO Bb3pakiaHe ca CBBP3aHU C
pa3aBaHe Ha TOJKYINM HAa TYPCKA YHWHOBHUIIM W TpbIkd Biagunu. [lopamn
OTPAaHWYCHOTO TPEJCTABUTEICTBO Ha OBJITapuUTe B PA3IMYHUTE BIIACTOBU CTPYKTYpH
npeau 1877 r. Te ca OCHOBHO B MOJIOKEHUETO Ha JIaBaIly MOAKYIIH.

Cnen OcBOOOXIEHUETO TpPaHO YCTAaHOBEHUTE KOPYIIIMOHHU HArjlacCu Cpej
Obarapute He ca pa3doutu. Cunata-ocBOOOIUTENIKA CHIO UM ABITOJIETHA TPAJAMIIMUS TIO
OTHOIIEHHWE HA IUTbTHATA JbpXKABHA peryianus U Hameca B HMKOHOMHUKaTa. OTTyK u
LIIMPOKOTO PA3NpOCTpaHEHHE Ha pas3IMuyHU MO pa3Mepa Cu ,,B3ITKU OT pYyCKHUs
YOpaBJIEHCKH amapat. ThpHOBCKAaTa KOHCTUTYIMS CE€ OMMUTBA Ja OrPAaHUYM KOPYHIUATA
Cpell MUHHUCTPUTE B KHSKECTBOTO upe3 wi. 155, HO HeroBata (GOpMyIHpPOBKAa HE €
Mpely3Ha W He TrapaHTHpa BbB3MOXKHOCTH 3a YCHEIIHO CBhICOHO IMpeciie/BaHe Ha
MUHHUCTpU. Jlumcata Ha SICHO periiaMeHTHUpaHW IMPABOMONIIUS Ha ChJeOHATa BJIACT B
Koncrurynusara e apyr curHai 3a CBHIIHOCTHHM JAe(EeKTH Ha IbP>KAaBHOTO YCTPOWCTBO,
TOJIEpUpAIY KOPYILHUATA U 3aTpyAHsABalM 6opOaTa ¢ Hesl. OcTpUTe NOIUTHUECKH 60pOU
1 Obp30TO yBeJIMYaBaHe HA OpOs Ha YMHOBHMIIMTE CHUIO Ch3/1aBaT OaromnpusTHa cpena
3a xopymnuus. [lonmutuyeckn oOycioBeHaTa KOPYIIHUS C€ CTUMYIUpAa M OT JIMYHUAT
pexuM Ha KHs3/map DepauHaHA, KOWTO MOCTETIEHHO C€ YCTaHOBsiBA B bbirapws.
Kopymnuusra ce tosiepupa v HerjiajHO HachbpyaBa OT MOHApXa, 3alllOTO KOPYMIIMPAHUTE
MOJIUTUIM Ca 3HAYUTEITHO MO-TIOAATIMBA Ha HETOBUTE BHYIICHUS. J[bpKaBHUTE MOPBHUYKU



3a CTPOMUTENICTBO Ha KEJIE30I'bTHU JIMHUM, BOGHHM MaTepuaid M T.H. ChIIO Ch3aBar
YCIIOBUS 32 KOPYIILIHSL.

Bropara riasa pasriexaa B XpOHOJIOTMYEH IIJ1aH MHOTOOOPa3HUTE KOPYHIIMOHHU
MPOSBH OT (POPMHUPAHETO HA IBPBOTO OBATApCKO MpaBUTENCTBO 10 Kpas Ha XIX Bek. Te
CBITBTCTBAT LisjIaTa MOJUTHYECKAa M CTONAHCKa MCTOpUS Ha KHsDKECTBO bbarapus or
(dbopMHUpaHeTO Ha MBPBOTO MPABUTEICTBO Ha 5 tomu 1879 r. 10 Kpas Ha pasriiexaaHus
nepuof. [Ipe3 mbpBUTE ceNeM TFOJAMHU OT UCTOPUATA HA KHSHKECTBOTO KOPYMNIIMOHHUTE
IIPAKTHKKM Ca BCE OILIE CKPOMHH. BbIpeku ToBa olie Mpe3 TO3U MEpUoJ ce 3adeisi3Bar
CTPYKTYPHUTE ¥ METOJUTE Ha KOPYIILHUsA, KOUTO OCTAaBaT XapaKTepHH 3a BpemeTo na 1912
r. Taka HanpuMep IIBPBOTO M3BECTHE 3a HAJIMYUE HA KOpYNUus B cBOOOAHa bbiarapus
UJBa YETUPU JTHU CJI€]] CbCTABIHETO HA IBPBOTO OBITrapcKO MPaBUTEICTBO U TO 3acsra
cbaeOHaTa cuctema. CreaBaT OCHOBATENHM CbMHEHHUS 3a KOPYIUHSA NpPU KOHIIECHMTE,
JaHbyHATa CHUCTEMa, IbPKaBHUTE MOPBHUKH 33 CHAOAsIBAHE HA apMUSATA U T.H.

C ympasnennero Ha Credpan CtaMO0SI0OB KOPYNIIMOHHUTE MPAKTUKH B bbiarapus
npuaoOMBaT yeKopeHne. To ce IBIDKU Ha 3acHiIeHaTa Jbp)KaBHA HaMeca B HKOHOMHKATA,
Ha HABJIM3aHETO Ha UYyXKJ KamuTaa monx (opmara Ha ABPKAaBHU 3a€MH, YCKOPEHOTO
KEJIe30ITbTHO CTPOUTENICTBO, ONMUTUTE 3a IHPKABHO HAChpUaBaHE HA MHAYCTPUATA U HE
Ha ITOCJICTHO MCTO Ha JIMuyHUTE KadecTBa Ha Ctepan CtamO010B, KOHTO HE MpeHEOpersa
JUYHUTE CH WHTEPECH M TE3W Ha CBOW TMOJUTUYCCKH TPHUATECIU TPU YIPABICHUETO Ha
cTpaHata. YacTHYHOTO BH3CTAHOBSBAHE HA JIECMOKPATUIHHUTE TOPSAKHU TPH YIIPABICHUETO
Ha Koncrantnn CTOWJIOB HE JOMpPHHACS 3a OrpaHMYaBaHE HAa KOPYIIHATA, KOSTO BEYe
uMa J00pe YCTaHOBEHHM MOJEIM M HAuYWHU Ha MpakTHKyBaHe. ['7aBaTa 3aBbpIBa C
Pa3BUXPSHETO Ha MCTUHCKU KOPYIIIMOHEH MU B YCIOBHUATA Ha (pUHAHCOBATa KpH3a OT
kpas Ha XIX u Hauanoto Ha XX Bek. Brnpeku KpaTKkoTO cU yrnpaBieHUuEe IpaBUTENICTBATA
Ha Tomop MBanuoB (1899-1900 r.) ce 3amecBar B mopeauua OT KOPYMUMOHHU adepu,
KOUTO MpUI00MBAT MEXIYHAPOJCH XapakTep — BaronHa adepa, xambapHa adepa u T.H.
[Ipocnenenu ca u KOPYNIMOHHUTE MPAKTUKH HA MMO-HUCKO HUBO T CTpaHa Ha JIEMyTaTH,
OOIIMHCKY PBKOBOJUTENH U T.H.

TperaTa riaBa mpociefsBa, OTHOBO B XPOHOJOTMYEH IUIAH, KOPYIIUATa Ha
pa3IMYHUTE YNPaBIEHCKHU HUBA B nepuona ot 1900 no 1912 1.

benrapus HaBiu3a B ABaJECETOTO CTOJNETHE C TEXKKa (PUMHAHCOBA KpH3a, KOSTO
3acsara nyonumuaute guaancu. Ot 1901 go 1903 r. T8 e ynpaBnsiBaHa OT KOATUIIMOHHO
npaBuTencTBO Ha Jlemokparndyeckata u IIporpecuBHO nmOepanHata mapTuss U OT
CaMOCTOSITENHO NpaBuTeNCcTBO Ha [IporpecuBHo nubepannara naprus. [Ipe3 Te3u roquHu
MPUXOANTE B JAbp)KaBHATa Xa3Ha HamaysiBaT U TOBAa € €/lHa OT OCHOBHHMTE NPHUYMHU 32
HaMaJIsiBaHE Ha CBEACHHUATA 3a Kopymnuus. HampaBeH € M mbpBUAT ONUT 32 OCHXKJIAHE Ha
KOPYMIIUpaHU MpPEACTaBUTENM Ha LEHTpajdHaTa BIACT, NPU KONTO TpUMa MUHUCTPU
[oJiyyaBaT MpPUCHAM, HO HE 32 KOPYNUHUA, a 3a IMOJUTHUYECKH MPECTHILICHUS.



Kopynunonnust nup B bbarapus ce Bb3paxaa Npu T. HAp. BTOPO CTaMOOJIOBHUCTKO
MPaBUTEJICTBO, YyIpaBisiBalio crpaHata oT 1903 no 1908 r. ®dunHaHcoBara Kpusza €
IPEeOoI0JIsiHA, B CTpaHaTa OTHOBO HABJIM3AT UYXKJIU KallUTalIH, Bb3PAXKIAT CE AbP)KaBHUTE
MOPBYKU 33 CTPOUTEICTBO HA HHPPACTPYKTYPHU NPOEKTU U 3a NPEBBOPHAKABAHE HA
apmusita. [lo nogodue Ha Crepan CramO010B MUHHUCTBP-TIpeAcenarensaT Pavo [leTpos He
ce oTiaMuyaBa ¢ oco0eHo roisiMa moureHocT. IlpocneneHn ca KOPYHIIMOHHHTE
BB3MOKHOCTH, KOUTO Ch3/1aBa 3aKOHOJAATEICTBOTO OT TO3M IEPUOJ, pa3IUyHUTE adepu
HAa MECTHO M IEHTPAIHO HUBO U € OOBpPHATO BHUMAaHHE Ha HaH-U3BECTHUST
MEXAYHapoJeH KOpynunuoHeH ckanaan — adepara lapn u XKan.

[TocnenqnuTe nBE MPABUTEICTBA, KOUTO YIPABIsABAT Ipe3 IMEpHoJia ca TOBAa Ha
Anekcanabp ManunoB (1908-1911) mu na WBan EBctpatueB ['emoB. HezaBucumo ot
OMHTa UM Ja OCHIAT MHUHUCTPH OT MPEIXOJHUTE MPABUTEIICTBA 32 KOPYMIUs, Pa3IUYHU
MpEeACTaBUTENN U Ha ABETE YIPaBJISABAIIM MAPTUH CE 3aMECBAT CUCTEMHO B KOPYIIIUOHHU
CKaHJIaJIH.

3a 34-re TOOMHH CaMOCTOSTENIHO ChIIECTBYBaHe Ipe3 nepuoga 1879 — 1912 r. B
bearapus ce popmupa u pazBuBa cUCTEMHA KOPYIIUs, KOSITO 00OXBalla BCHUKM HUBA Ha
BjacTTa. T KOMIpOMeTHpa paHHaTa OBJrapcka JeMOKpalus, o00JaroaereiacTna
0€3CKpYIYyJIHHUTE 32 CMETKA Ha TOYTCHUTE U CIIa3BaIlUTE 3aKOHUTE TPakIaHH.

Pencho D. Penchev, How the foundations were laid. Towards an early history
of Bulgarian corruption (1878-1912), “Riva” Publishing house, Sofia, 2011, 278 p.,
ISBN 978-954-320-354-3.

The lasting presence of corruption in almost all spheres of contemporary Bulgarian
life is hardly accidental. Its roots lie deeply in the past, which is why the fruits they bear
today are so abundant.

The history of Bulgarian corruption is still not well known to the researchers. It is
not studied as a separate scientific problem, but rather is viewed against the background
of other topics in the political and economic past of the country. No deliberate efforts
were made to look at the roots of corruption, to its evolution, to assess the extent to which
corruption influences the main features of Bulgarian economic and social life. Corruption
cases among low-level government officials, representatives of the government at the
district and municipal levels have not been studied too.

The main goal of the monograph is to overcome some of these shortcomings by
identifying the main units of state and municipal structures that are subject to corruption
pressure or intentionally creating pro-corruption environment themselves. Based on a
variety of primary sources, the causes, forms and rates of corruption in Bulgaria have



been identified for the period from the formation of the first Bulgarian government (1879)
to the beginning of the Balkan wars (1912). While considering the main problem, the
author accepts the theoretical assumption that corruption is a complex and multifaceted
phenomenon which affects social, economic and political life. Corruption is defined as
extraordinary payments or other benefits to government, judicial or municipal officials, as
a result of which the party making the payment receives a preferential treatment.

The first chapter of the monograph deals with the prerequisites and conditions that
cause corruption in post-liberation Bulgaria. The roots of early Bulgarian corruption lie
deep in the past, in the governmental and organizational principles, and in the traditions of
the Ottoman Empire. The desire of the state to control the economic activities was a
characteristic feature of the Ottoman economic model throughout the 15th-19th centuries.
The de facto lack of private land ownership combined with the lack of ancestral nobility
results in uncertainty among the elite, and its representatives began to regard their
positions in the state hierarchy as a source of wealth. Corruption became part of the
"natural order" in the Ottoman Empire, and it affected the tax system, the army, the
hierarchy of the Ecumenical Patriarchate. Much of the cultural, national, political, and
economic achievements of the Bulgarian Revival are resulted from the bribery of Turkish
officials and Greek bishopss. Due to the limited representation of Bulgarians in the
various power structures prior to 1877, they were mainly in the position of those who
were giving bribes.

After the Bulgarian Liberation, the long-established corruption attitudes among the
Bulgarians did not dissapear. The Russians who fought to Russo-Turkish war which
resulted in the liberation of Bulgaria also had a long-lasting tradition of tight government
regulation and intervention in the economy. Hence the widespread practice of different
types and forms of “bribes” by the Russian government officials. The Bulgarian Tarnovo
Constitution seeks to prevent corruption among ministers in the principality through
article 155, but its wording is not precise and does not guarantee the possibility of
successful judicial prosecution of ministers. The lack of clearly defined powers of the
judiciary in the Constitution is another signal of essential defects of the new governmental
and social system, which tolerate corruption and make it difficult to restrict it. The
peculiarities of Bulgarian political life (clientelism, nepotism etc.) and the rapid increase
in the number of officials also resulted in a favorable environment for corruption.
Politically conditioned corruption is also fueled by the personal regime established by the
Prince/Tsar Ferdinand, in Bulgaria. Corruption was tolerated and unofficially encouraged
by the monarch because the corrupt politicians were much more susceptible to his
political and other suggestions. The government orders for railway construction, military
supplies, etc. were also essential pre-conditions for corruption.



The second chapter discusses in chronological way the various corruption practices
from the formation of the first Bulgarian government until the end of the 19th century.
They form an indispensable part of the entire political and economic history of the
Principality of Bulgaria from the formation of the first government on 5 July 1879 to the
end of the 19™ century. For the first seven years of the Bulgarian Principality's history,
corruption practices were still rather modest. However, even during these years, the
methods of corruption that remained during the whole period until 1912 are clearly
visible. For example, the first corruption case in free Bulgaria came four days after the
establishment of the first Bulgarian government and it affects the judicial system. Then
we could reasonably identify suspicions of corruption in concessions, in the taxation
system, in government procurement for supplying the army, etc.

With the advent of Stefan Stambolov government, corruption practices in Bulgaria
gained momentum. This was a result from the increased state intervention in the
economy, the inflow of foreign capital in the form of state loans, the beginning of a
massive railway construction projects, the attempts to state industrial encouragement, and
last but not least the personal qualities of Stefan Stambolov, who does not neglect his
personal interests and those of his political friends while ruling the country. The partial
restoration of the democratic order under Konstantin Stoilov's rule does not contribute to
the decreasing og corruption, which already has well-established models and practices.
The chapter ends with the extremely high levels of corruption during the financial crisis
of the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Despite their brief terms in power, the
governments of Todor lvanchov (1899-1900) are involved in a series of corruption scams,
some of them with an international character - a wagon affair, a barns affair, etc.
Corruption practices at a lower level by MPs, municipal leaders, etc. are also revealed.

The third chapter traces, again in a chronological way, the corruption at different
levels of government from 1900 to 1912.

Bulgaria entered the twentieth century during a severe financial crisis which
affected negatively public finances. From 1901 to 1903, the country was ruled by a
coalition government of the Democratic and Progressive-Liberal Party and by an
independent government of the Progressive-Liberal Party. The revenues in the Treasury
have been declining over the years and this is one of the main reasons for the decrease in
corruption reports. The first attempt has been made to convict corrupt central government
officials, and three ministers were had different sentences, but for political crimes, and not
for corruption. The corruption in Bulgaria increased enormously during the so-called
Second Stambolovist government that ruled the country from 1903 to 1908. Just like
Stefan Stambolov, the Prime-minister Racho Petrov was not rather reputable. The
corruption opportunities were created by the legislation of this period. The various scams



at the local and central level have been traced and the most famous international
corruption scandal - the so-called Charles and Jean scandal - has been revealed.

The last two governments that ruled during the period were those of Alexander
Malinov (1908-1911) and Ivan Evstratiev Geshov. Despite their attempts to prosecute
ministers from previous governments for corruption, various representatives of both
governing parties were systematically involved in corruption scandals too.

During the first 34 years of independent existence a systematic corruption was
formed and developed, covering all levels of government in Bulgaria. It affected
negatively the early Bulgarian democracy, benefitted the unscrupulous at the expense of
respectful and law-abiding citizens.

2. Ilenuo /. Ilenues, /I. Ca3nos, ,,JlynaB moct. CTO roaiMHu TUIJIOMALHUS H
noautuka“, Copus, 2006, YHUBEPCUTETCKO H3AATEJCTBO ,,CTONMAHCTBO,
ISBN — 10: 954-494-718-3, ISBN — 13: 978-954-494-718-7, o6oco0enu
aBTOpCcKH yactu: cTp. 11-17, 59-74, 118-203, 06110 106 cTp.

[IpencraBeHOTO W3CAEABAaHE € NPBB ONUT 3a ISUIOCTHO M I'BJIHO HAY4YHO
Mpocie/siBaHe Ha JIBITUS BT KbM IOCTpOsiBaHE Ha MocTa Ha p. JyHaB. Ouepranu ca
pa3IMYHUTE UJEH W MOoAXOAW Ha bbirapus u PymbHHS KbM BbIpOca 3a MSICTOTO Ha
ObJeIIrsS MOCT, aHAJTU3UPAHU Ca PA3IMYHUTE IIEJIM, KOUTO MPECIeBaT BETE AbPIKABH.
[Torppcenn ca NpUUUHUTE 3a ABJITOJECTHUTE HEYCIIEXU MPHU OMUTUTE 3a peaiu3upaHe Ha
TO34 NpoeKT. [locoueHu ca u yclioBusATa, KOUTO B KpaiHa CMETKA MO3BOJISIBAT MOCTHT HA
p. AynaB mexny Pyce u ['fopreBo na crane daxkr. [Ipu paspaboTBaHETO Ha U3CIICIBAHETO
€ MOJ3BaH 10 BB3MOXKHOCT HaW-IBJIHO JOCTBITHHUAT, MPEAUMHO OBITapCKH, U3BOPOB
Marepual.

BbenpochkT 3a cTpouTencTBO Ha MOCT Haja peka JIyHaB Mexay ObIATapcKus u
PYMBHCKHSI OpsAr € TOCTaBEH OIle B TOJMHUTE Ha TYPCKOTO BiaauudectBo. Crepn
Kpumckara Boiina ot 1853-1856 r. HempekbCcHATO OUTYBa B TUIIJIOMAIMATA U MTOJTUTHUKATA
Ha OaJKaHCKUTE W Ha JIPYTU €BPOMEHCKH IbpkaBU. B wu3cieaBaHeTo ce pa3KpuBaT
JTUTIJIOMATHYECKUTE IEUCTBUSL U PA3TUYHUTE MOJIUTHUECKU UTPU U UHTEPECH, MPecHYalln
ce mpe3 mpu3Mara Ha BbIpoca 3a MocTa Haja peka [lynas. llenutre u 3amaunrte Ha
ObaTapckara BHTPEIIHA M BBHIHA MOMUTHKA ciell OCBOOOXKICHUETO 10 O(DUIIHATHOTO
OTKpUBaHe Ha Mocrta npe3 1954 r. ce npomeHsaT.. IIpoMeHAT ce ChIO3HUIUTE U
MONUTHYECKUTe TpaHulr. CTpeMeXbT Ha CTOIMAHCKAaTa TMOJUTHKA Ja Ce€ MOJCpPHU3UpPA
ObITapcKaTa UKOHOMHUKA M JIa C€ JOCTUTHAT Pa3BUTUTE EBPOIEHCKH JIbPKaBH OCTaBa.
Toil € OTCTOsSIBaH MOCIEA0BATEIIHO B 3aBUCUMOCT OT KOHIOHKTYpaTa U Bb3MOKHOCTHUTE Ha
OBJITAPCKUTE MOJTUTUYCCKU CUITU U U3IIBYBAHHUTE OT TAX MPABUTEIICTBA.



WnesTa 3a cTpouTencTBo Ha MOCT MexAy PymbHuUs n bparapus nperbprisiBa abira
U CIIO)KHa €BOMIONMS B Kpas Ha 19 u mpe3 mepBure nBe necetwnetus Ha 20 Bek.
PaznuuHuTe NpoTHBOpEUMS MEXAY OTACTHH OalKaHCKH JbpXKaBH U €BPONECHCKU BETUKU
CHWJIM BPEMEHHO OTJIarar IPUCTBIIBAHETO KbM CTpPOUTENCTBO. B Hawanoro Ha 1918 1.
bearapus mpaBu omuT Ja ce BB3IOJI3BA OT BPEMEHHO 3aTPYJHEHOTO IOJIO)KEHHE Ha
PymbHUS M fna W HalloXXW CTpoMTeNcTBOTO Ha MocTa. OT Bykypem obaue ymeno ce
BB3IOJA3BAT OT BOEHHATa KOHIOHKTypa U oOTJaraT 3a HEOIpPEIeJeHO BpeMe
CTPOMTEJICTBOTO HA MOCTA.

B nepuona mexny nBere cBeToBHU BoHU 1919-1939 r. ce pasrpbina nuHaMu4Ha
JTUTIIIOMAaTHYeCKa JIEWHOCT BBB BPB3Ka ChC CTPOMTEICTBOTO Ha MOCT HaJ peka JlyHaB u
XKene3onbTHATa HMHPpacTpykrypa Ha bankanute. OrpaHMYeHUTE IUIIOMATHYECKHA U
CTOTMAHCKA BB3MOXXHOCTH Ha bbarapus 3aTpyaHsBaT MOCTUTAHETO Ha CIOpa3yMEHHUE 3a
CTPOUTENICTBOTO Ha MOocTa. He3aBucMMO OT TOBa ycwiusaTa Ha ObJIrapckara JUIIOMAaIlus
10 TO3H BBIIPOC Ca YIIOPUTH U TOCIETOBATEITHH.

Enga B roamnure Ha Bropara cBeTOBHa BoOiHa moja erupatra Ha ['epmanusd
bbarapust u PymbHUA ycnsBat aa ce cropasyMesr 3a U3rpaxJaaHeTo Ha MOCT Mexay Pyce
u I'ropreBo. ToBa oOade He ce OCBIIECTBSIBA TMOPATX XOJa HAa BOCHHHTE JEHCTBHS H
HaJBUCHAJIaTa OMACHOCT HaJ bbirapus u PyMbHUSA KAaTO CHIO3HWYKU HA JbPHKABUTE OT
octa Pum-bepnun-Toxkno.

Cnen Bropara cBeTOoBHA BOifHa ObJrapckaTa JUILIOMAIUS YMENIO €€ BB3IOJI3BA OT
MOJIMTHYECKaTa NpoMsiHa B EBpoma MU OT MOMEHTHM KOHIOHKTYPHHM TNPOTHUBOpEYMs 3a
MOCTUTAHE Ha CIIOpPa3yMEHHUE MEXJy BCHYKH 3aUHTEPECOBAHM IbpkaBU OT M3TouHus
0JIOK 3a CTPOMTENICTBOTO Ha MOCT Haj peka [[yHas. IIpe3 1954 r. ctpoutencTBoTo Ha
MOCTa 3aBBbPILBA.

B 3akmiouenme Moxke 1ga ce TBBPAM, uY€ HE3aBHCHMO OT XapakTepa Ha
MOJUTHYECKUTE PEKUMHU, HYXKIUTE Ha OBJITapcKOTO CTOMAHCTBO W HA JIBPIKABHUTE
3aWHTEPECOBAHM OT IMOCTPOSIBAHETO HAa MOCTa HaJ peka J{yHaB, 00eTUHSIBAT YCHIIUATA MM,
KOUTO Ca TOCJEI0BATEeIHH, KOTaTO CTaBa BBIPOC 32 PEIIABAHETO HA TO3U CTOTOIUIICH
OaTKaHCKU M €BPOIEHUCKH MPOOIIEeM.

Pencho D. Penchev, D. Sazdov, “Danube Bridge. 100 Years of Diplomacy and
Politics”, Sofia 2006, “Stopanstvo” University Press, ISBN — 10: 954-494-718-3,
ISBN — 13: 978-954-494-718-7, Penchev is the author of pp. 11-17, 59-74, 118-203.

The research presented here is the first attempt at a complete and thorough
scientific follow-up of the long road to the construction of the Danube River Bridge
between Bulgaria and Romania. The different ideas and approaches of Bulgaria and



Romania to the question of the location of the bridge are outlined, the different goals that
the two countries were pursuing are analyzed too. The reasons for the long-term failures
in attempts to realize this project have been sought. The conditions that ultimately allow
the Danube bridge between Ruse and Giurgiu to become a fact are also indicated. The
study relies on the primary sources mainly of Bulgarian origin.

The idea of building a bridge over the Danube between the Bulgarian and
Romanian coasts was raised in the years of Turkish rule over Bulgaria. After the Crimean
War of 1853-1856, it was an almost permanent part of the diplomacy and politics of the
Balkans and other European countries. The study reveals diplomatic actions and the
various political games and interests that intersect through the prism of the question of the
Danube Bridge. The goals and tasks of Bulgarian domestic and foreign policy after the
Liberation (1878) until the official opening of the bridge in 1954 were not constant. Allies
and political borders were changing. The pursuit of the economic policy to modernize the
Bulgarian economy and catch-up with the developed European countries remained. It has
been consistently asserted depending on the domestic and international situation and the
potential of the Bulgarian political parties and governments.

The idea for a bridge construction between Romania and Bulgaria underwent a
long and complex evolution in the late 19th and first two decades of the 20th century. The
various contradictions between individual Balkan states and European great powers
temporarily delayed construction work. At the beginning of 1918, however, Bulgaria tried
to take advantage of Romania's temporarily difficult military and political situation and to
force its government bridge construction. However, Bucharest skillfully exploited the
military situation and delayed the construction of the bridge.

During the Interwar period 1919-1939, a dynamic diplomatic activity was launched
in connection with the construction of a bridge over the Danube and the Balkan's railway
infrastructure. Bulgaria's limited diplomatic and economic potential made it impossible to
reach an agreement on the bridge construction. Nevertheless, the efforts of Bulgarian
diplomacy on this matter were stubborn and consistent.

In the years of World War Il, under the auspices of Germany, Bulgaria and
Romania were able to agree on the construction of a bridge between Ruse and Giurgiu.
However, this was not achieved due to the course of military actions and the looming
danger of Bulgaria and Romania as allies of the Axis powers.

After the end of the Second World War, Bulgarian diplomacy skillfully benefited
from political change in Europe and from momentary contradictions to reach an
agreement between all interested countries in the Eastern Bloc on the construction of a
bridge over the Danube. In 1954 the construction of the bridge was completed.



The authors argue in conclusion that, regardless of the nature of the political
regimes, the requirements of the Bulgarian economy and the countries interested in
building the bridge over the Danube were constant. For this reason, their efforts were
consistent when it comes to solving this centenary Balkan and European issue.

1. CTATUU U CTYJAUU/PAPERS and STUDIES

1. Penchev, P., N. Nenovsky, Money without a State: Currencies of the Orthodox
Christians in the Balkan Provinces of the Ottoman Empire (17th — 19th
centuries). Review of Austrian Economics, 2016, 29(1), DOI 10.1007/s11138-
014-0281-9, ISSN: 0889-3047 (Print) 1573-7128 (Online).

The paper presents a historical and theoretical analysis of the issue of local currency
(coins and paper money), undertaken in various forms by the Orthodox Christians in the
Balkan provinces of the Ottoman Empire (XVI1 —XIX centuries). The paper has two main
goals. The first is to enrich the discussion on the diversity and complexity of monetary
practices in historical perspective by including experience of the Ottoman Empire. The
second is to contribute to a better understanding and rethinking of the economic and
social processes in the Ottoman Empire which helped its centuries-long resilience and
vitality. In fact, the monetary architecture of the Ottoman Empire was relatively complex.
Despite the tension between its different monetary areas and layers, on the whole it
managed to ensure flexibility, sustainability, and efficiency in the long-run.

2. Penchev, P., N. Nenovsky, The evolution of the German Historical School in
Bulgaria (1878-1944). In: The German Historical School and European
Economic Thought, Chapter: 12, Publisher: Routledge, Editors: Jose Luis
Cardoso Michalis Psalidopoulos, pp.204-222. ISBN 978-1-138-94050-5.

The ideas of the German Historical School were disseminated in Bulgaria with some
delay due to the general economic, social and ideological falling behind of Bulgaria when
compare to the developed western countries. In the different stages of their influence, they
commingled with ideas and characteristic of different national traditions in economic
thought and with various other schools and trends such as classical liberalism,
guantitative monetarism and the Austrian School of economics. The main representatives
of the Bulgarian were responsible for the most important economic policy decisions and
they illustrates that there was no dramatic contradiction between liberalism and the ideas
of the German Historical School. The German Historical School's main elements such as
organic and multicausal development and stage character and evolution, which are



broadly consider as a general theoretical model for newly emerging and backward
economies suited well the interests of the basic social groups and the intellectual views of
the newly formed Bulgarian elites.

3. Ilenues, Il., brarapckoro Br3paxkaane — MUTOBe, OCTHKEHHSI M YPOLH — CII.
Hcropus, 2018, k. 2, ctp. 179-194, ISSN 0861-3710 (Print)

The article tries to unveil some of the myths of the Bulgarian Revival period and on this
basis to point out its true achievements. The most important accomplishment, according
to the author, is the ability of the Bulgarians to organize themselves without being guided
by some central government.

4. Penchev, P., N. Nenovsky, Reconstructing Eclecticism: Bulgarian Economic
Thought in the Ottoman Empire in the Nineteenth Century. History of
Political Economy, v. 37, n. 4, December 2015. pp. 631-664, ISSN 0018-2702,
EISSN 1527-1919

This article deals with the explanation and reconstruction of the theoretical and
methodological eclecticism typical of Bulgarian economic and social thought. This
eclecticism brings together extremely opposite and mutually exclusive theoretical and
methodological elements such as classical liberalism, physiocracy and mercantilism,
protectionism, economic nationalism, Orthodox ethics, common sense, and a
contradiction between economic policy objectives and means, among others. For this
reason it is usually considered as immature economic thinking that is very hard to get
ahold of within a logical framework. We propose an original theoretical reconstruction of
eclecticism in Bulgarian economic and social thought from the Ottoman period by trying
to bring its main components into a whole. Within this model we identify two main
objectives of the economic studies from the period (national identity within the wider
process of modernization and civilization), the main vehicles (liberalism, protectionism
and economic nationalism, ethical principles, and sound reasoning), and two purely
methodological features, the strong presence of French authors (and German to some
extent) as well as extreme methodological diversity. The reconstruction of eclecticism is
done in a comparative perspective with other European countries and regions.

5. Penchev, P., M. Erdem Ozgur, The Role of the State in the Economic Policy
and Thought of Bulgaria and Turkey during the Interwar Period, History of
Economic Thought and Policy, 1, 2019, pp. 51-66, ISSN 2240-9971 , ISSNe
2280-188X

This paper focuses on the role of the state on the economic policy of Bulgaria and Turkey
during the interwar period. The idea of state/government intervention in the economy has
a long tradition in the Balkans. This tradition was influential among both politicians and
intellectuals in Bulgaria and Republican Turkey. The comparative perspective of the



paper reveals the similarities, but also the differences, in the approach towards the most
important economic issues of the Turkish and Bulgarian elite classes. The Bulgarian and
Turkish interwar experience demonstrates that the interventionist idea was highly
adaptive and well accepted by the political and economic elites of the two countries.
Although the economic environment of the 1920s was different from that of the 1930s,
state intervention was pervasive.

6. Ilenues, Il., Bopuc bpyukyc u TeopeTHYHUAT aedaT 3a conmaausma. B: cim.
NxoHoMuYeCKH M CONUAJHU ajiTepHaTuBH, 2014, kH. 2, cTp. 111-128, ISSN
1314-6556.

The paper discusses the contribution of the Russian economist Boris Brutzkus to the
socialist calculation debate during the 1920s and 1930s. He was among the first
economists to prove that the socialist economy could not be organized on a rational basis,
because under common ownership of the means of production economic calculation is
impossible. In his published theoretical works in Russian and in English Brutskus
debunks some of the basic ideas of Marxism and in doing this he uses arguments that
others (far more famous) critics of the socialist economic system (Ludwig von Mises and
Friedrich Hayek) reached much later. Among the main contributions of Brutzkus are his
views on the role of entrepreneurs in a market economy and the inability central authority
to collect and process the huge amount of data required for allocation of production
between different industries.

7. Penchev, P., The “Alternative” Socialism of Professor Alexander Tsankov.
Economic Alternatives, 2014, 2, pp. 61-75, ISSN 13127462.

The paper presents the economic views and political activities of one of the most
influential Bulgarian political economists—Alexander Tsankov. They were strongly
influenced by his socialist worldview. The socialism of professor Tsankov is alternative
only if one accepts the self-definition of Marxism as the sole scientific socialism. Then
any deviation from orthodoxy should be considered as alternatives to scientifically based
ideas. In the context of what is seen as socialism during the nineteenth and almost up to
the end of the twentieth century, the views of professor Tsankov are not a departure from,
but a variant of the socialism. He combined the elements which are characteristic of social
democracy and conservative statist (and hence nationalistic) socialism.

8. IlenueB, Il., bniarapckuTe HKOHOMHUCTM M WHAeUTe 3a OajKaHCKa WU
eBpomneiicka cronancka nHrerpanus (1878-1944 r.). B: U3BecTusi Ha HeHTHpPa
3a CTONAHCKO-MCTOPHYeCKH u3cjeaBaHus, T. I, I'paackoro cromancTBo B
ObJrapckuTe 3eMu npe3 Bekonerte, 2016, crp. 56-84, ISSN 2534-9244.

During the period of the so-called first Bulgarian capitalism (1878-1944) one of the most
interesting problems that preoccupies the economists in the country is linked to the



perspectives and consequences of the economic and political integration of Bulgaria and
the other Balkan or European countries. They approached this issue with a large dose of
realism. On the one hand, they are driven by a clear sense of backwardness, limited
capacity and resources of the Bulgarian economy, suggesting the inclusion of the country
in a larger market, but on the other they are not dramatically affected by the illusions of"
civilizational choice" that must be made.

9. IlenueB, Il., 3a cbIIHOCTTA M CMHCBJA HAa CTOMaHckaTra ucropusi. B:
H3BecTuss Ha LleHTbpa 3a CTONMAHCKO-UCTOPUYECKHM wu3cjaeaBaHus, T. I,

Pa3HooOpa3nero B ObJArapcKoOTO CTONAHCKO.HCTOPHYECKO pa3Burtue, 2017, c.
9-35, ISSN 2534-9244.

The paper discusses the main characteristic features of economic history. The author
makes an attempt to highlight the meaning and social importance of research in this field.
These problems are placed in the light of the achievements and shortcomings of the
economic history in Bulgaria. The author argues that the cliometric studies of economic
history, valuable as they are, are not sufficient to reveal the main trends in world
economic development. In terms of meaning, economic history research only makes sense
If it brings some benefit to society.

10. Menues, I1., UkoHOMHYeCKHTE MOCJeIUIH OT 1eBeTOHCKHUA npeBpat 1923 r.
B: cn. Ucropuyecku nmperJen, 2005, k. 3-4, c. 34-59, ISSN 0323-9748.

The economy in Bulgaria after the Il World War are shattered. The country has to face the
obligations from the Neuille treaty. The development is hindered by the numerous
casualties in the wars and the thousands of refugees. Very bad efect on the economical
state has the detachment of South Dobrudja and West Thrace. The detached agricultural
government (1920- 1923) approves some steps to overcome the post-war crisis. But the
coup d’etat on 09.06.1923 the government of Alexander Stamboliyski is overthrown. The
new prime minister — Prof. Al. Cankov strives to strengthen his influence in the interior
and international politics. And the same time the “rebellions” have to show accomplish
their ideas in the social-economic sphere. The current research has to encounter and
analyze the resemblances and the difference between the government of Alexander
Stamboliyski and the first government of the “Democratic Agreement”. A comparison is
made between legislation concerning the agrarian reform, the tax policy, labour duty and
other economical stages of development of both governments. To accomplish this task the
author relies on sources and uses the achievements of modern historical science.

11.Menues, II., Koncrpyumpane Ha mna3apHa ajJTepHaTuBa 3a ObJrapckara
HUKOHOMMKA Ipe3 Mmepuoaa Me:KAy JABeTe CBeTOBHU BoMHHU. B: M3BecTtusi Ha

IenTbpa 3a cromaHcko-ucropuvecku usciaeasanus, 1. III, 2018, c. 33-48,
ISSN 2534-9244.



In general, the perspectives for the Bulgarian economic development during the interwar
period were dominated by the ideas of dirigisme. Based on published research of
Bulgarian economists the author reveals their market oriented ideas, which were an
alternative of the mainstream economic thought. It consists of two basic elements. The
first one is-labor-intensive, market-oriented agriculture and joint-stock companies to carry
out large-scale initiatives. The second one is an economic policy based on cooperation
and support of the private initiative by the state.

12.lenyes, II., [To1eMu4yHO 32 HKOHOMHUYeCKHUTe nmocjaeauuu ot Pycko-Typckara
Boiina (1877-1878 r.). B: cn. UcTtopuueckn nperJien, 2008, ku. 4, crp. 49-74,
ISSN 0323-9748.

The long-termed economic consequences from the Russian-Turkish war for liberation
(1877-1878) can not be estimated for Bulgaria only from one side - positive or negative.
The elimination of the Turkish rule did not lead automatically to acceleration of the
Bulgarian economic development and Bulgaria remained one of the poorest countries in
Europe. A number of fundamental features of the Bulgarian economic development after
the Liberation remained unchanged after 1878. The growth registered in the end of XIX
and the beginning of the XX century in some separate departments is not unique of the
Balkans, and refers for all states of the region. The crisis phenomenon in Bulgarian
economic, such as bankruptcy of some pre-industrial productions, the partitioning of land
property etc., are in fact development of tendencies, that started long before 1878, and are
not direct consequence of the War for Liberation. The Liberation did not push Bulgaria
out of the league of the poorest and poorly developed states, but at the same time, the
thesis that the Russian- Turkish war was the cause for the unsatisfactory economic
presentation of the country in the following decades is not acceptable too.

13.lenues, II., Bbarapo-rypckoro cnopazymenue ot mapt 1904 r. u HeroBoTo
npuio:xkenue. B: U3Bectusi Ha 1bp:kaBHUTE apxuBH, T. 87, 2004, 32-53, ISSN
0323-9780.

The study is devoted to one of the most important Bulgarian diplomatic move after the
llinden uprising. Bulgarian-Turkish agreement since 26" of March 1904 is profitable for
both countries. Sofia attempts to obtain concrete relief for the Bulgarians distressed by
uprising. In Istanbul the agreement was perceived as a possibility to avoid or eased the the
impact of the Great Powers on the Ottoman Empire. The most serious personal merit for
the agreement belongs to the Bulgarian diplomatic agent in Turkish capital city Gr.
Nachovich. The agreement reflects his views for receiving little but clearly defined
national privilidges for Bulgarians from Macedonia and Odrin Trace.

The agreement implementation gets in a row of difficulties. In spite of them the Bulgarian
Principality successfully intervened for the liberation of almost all political prisoners in



the Empire. At least 1840 persons were released by exile and by the prisons. About 16
000 Bulgarian refugees were accepted back by the Ottoman Empire. The agreement
decreased the tension between Turkey and Bulgaria.

14.Tlenyes, I1., KbM KOHCTHTYIMOHHATA CTPYKTYpPa Ha ObJrapckara JbpiKaba.
AmnoJiorus 3a TopHoBckaTta koHcTuTynusi. — B. Cn. busnec u npaso, op. 2,

2018, c. 25-42, ISSN 2603-3437

The Bulgarian Tarnovo Constitution of 1879 is subject to many and often well-founded
criticisms in the modern Bulgarian historiography. This article, however, highlights two
fundamental principles of classical liberalism introduced in the constitution and often
supported by the so-called conservatives in the Constituent Assembly. These fundamental
principles are the inviolability of private property and the minimal state. Their presence in
the constitution is the reason for its apology.

15. Penchev, P., The opportunistic national-populism of the Bulgarian political
party Ataka in a historical perspective. In: L'Europe a Contre-Pied: Ideologie
Populiste et Extremisme de Droite en Europe Centrale et orientale, Edition:
first, Publisher: L'Harmattan, Editors: Traian Sandu, pp.75-89, ISBN 978-2-
343-05990-7.

Bulgarian nationalism, as any other nationalism, is a complex social phenomenon, whose
peculiarities are compatible with different ideologies and are discernible during the
different periods of history. The political party Ataka is widely considered as a
representative of the contemporary nationalism in Bulgaria. The presented paper has two
main goals. The first one is to put the ideology and activities of this party in a wide
historical perspective of the Bulgarian nationalism, and the second one is to reveal its
populism 1 and opportunism, which were characteristic features of Ataka during the 10-
year presence of the party both in domestic politics and in Europe.

16.Ilenuen, II., Bw3poxkaenennbt HWNBan HaiinenoB (1840-1910) — mexny
aubepanu3zma u koHcepBaTudMma. B: Kazaniabk B MUHA10TO M QHeC, KH. IX, C.,
2016, c. 135-145, ISSN 1310-3466.

The analysis of the views of lvan Naydenov is a basis for some general observations
concerning the 19th century economic and political thought of the Bulgarian
intelligentsia. First it can be argued that even among those Bulgarian intellectuals who are
considered to be representatives of the so-called moderates, predominated views
characteristic of classical liberalism. Conservatism is relatively weak among them, with
no clear concepts and striving to correct some of the excesses of liberalism. The second
general observation relates to the fact that liberalism and conservatism should not be seen
as completely polar ideologies. As the example of lvan Naydenov shows the combination
of certain liberal postulates and ideas with conservative ones is possible.



17.Penchev, P., Liberals as protectionists in the European periphery. Economic
thought and economic policy at the end of 19th and the beginning of 20th
century in Bulgaria. Economies et Societes, Serie “Histoire de la pensee
economique”, PE, N 50, 6/2014

L'article présente les théories économiques et la politique €conomique de Grigor
Nachovich et de lvan Evstratiev Geshov. lls furent parmi les plus importants économistes
et hommes d'Etat bulgares de la fin du 19 éme et du début du 20 éme siécle. Dans leurs
travaux théoriques comme dans leur politique économique, ils ont essayé de construire un
mode¢le politico-économique de modernisation de 1'économie périphérique qu'était la
Bulgarie. Le modele était une variante du libéralisme économique «appliqué», parce qu'il
se combinait avec un protectionnisme modéré et des interventions gouvernementales dans
'économie.

18.IMenuen, II., CrTomaHckuUTe Ppe3yJTaTH oOT jAeiiHocTTa Ha bbjarapckoro
TBProBCKO NMapaxoaHo Apy:kecTBo (1893-1913 r.). B: cn. Munamno, 2008, kH. 2,
cTp. 71-79, ISSN 1310-34-15

Cp3gaBanero Ha BbIrapckoTo THProBCKO MapaxoAHO Npy:kecTBO mpe3 1893 r. e cpen
CTOIAHCKHUTE MHUIIMATUBU Ha CTamMOO0JIOBOTO MPABUTENICTBO, C KOUTO CE LIETU Ch3/IaBaHe
Ha OBJITapcKu MOpPCKH TpaHcnopT. IIpe3 mbpBUTE /1BE IE€CETUIIETHSI OT ChUIECTBYBAHETO
cu o0aye To He ycrsiBa Jia ce MPeBbPHE B 3HAUUM (PaKTOp 3a Pa3BUTHETO HA ObJIrapckara
MKOHOMHKaA. Mamabure Ha Heropata JeMHOCT ca OTpaHUYEHH, B HES MOTaT J1a C€ OTKPHUSAT
CEpPUO3HM HENOCTAaThLM. BHHUMaTenHUAT moriesn BbpPXy AEHHOCTTa My IMOKa3Ba, ye TO
(dakTuuecku € Jbp’KaBHO. ToBa CTUMyNMpa KOPYINLMS HA pa3Iu4yHM HUBA U HE HOCHU
0ce3aeMU MOJOKUTETHN UKOHOMUYECKU PE3YJITaTH.

19.P. Penchev, Defining Economic Nationalism on the Basis of 19th Century
Bulgarian Experience. In: History of Economic Ideas, 2016, 24 (1), pp. 83-104,
ISSN (print) 1122-8793, ISSN (electronic) 1724-2169

The aim of this paper is to clarify the definition of economic nationalism on the basis of
recent scientific achievements, and by drawing attention to new facts from the history of
economic thought in Bulgaria before the liberation of the country from Ottoman
domination (1878). According to modern concepts economic nationalism is not illiberal
or protectionist, because some economic nationalists were liberals and free-traders. The
existing definitions of economic nationalism are based on the explicit or implicit
assumption of the existence of a nation-state. An important feature of the early history of
the Bulgarian economic nationalism is that it was stateless, because until Bulgaria’s
liberation in 1878 the Bulgarians did not have a nation-state. Therefore economic
nationalism is defined as a collectivist approach to the economy based on the deliberate
encouragement of one’s own nation.



20.Ilenues, I1., H. HenoBcku, McTopuuecku morjiel KbM NPOTEeKIHOHU3MA B
boarapus u Pyvmbausa. IIporeknmonucruyHure Teopuu Ha Muxaunia
Mamnoitiecky (1891-1950) u Koncrantun booues (1894-1976), UkoHoMu4ecku
uzcaeaBanus, 2013, ku. 2, crp 3-44, Print ISSN: 0205-3292

The paper makes a comparative analysis of two original theories for international trade
and protectionism in Bulgaria and Romania between the two World Wars, as a product of
the specific economic environment, as well as the distribution of the economic ideas
coming from economically developed countries. The paper discusses the theory of the
general protectionism based on the ideas of national productivity of Mihail Manoilesku
(1891-1950) and the theory of international trade and production power of Konstantin
Bobchev (1894-1976). Studying both theories allows formulating interesting scientific
and purely practical statements and ideas, which can help understand the ways and limits
of an individual development of the peripheral European economies. In the past, as well
as today, both Bulgaria and Romania have somewhat similar problems - catching up
development, lack of own capital, hard limitation on the payment balance, dependency on
the leading powers in the European Union, etc. In this line of thoughts a view on the
"protectionism past” of the Balkan countries leads to new opportunities for lightening of
the so-called Bairoch paradox, which shows the positive influence of the protectionism
for the economic growth. To a certain extent it contradicts to the main postulates of the
free international trade.

21.Penchev, P., N. Nenovsky, Between Enthusiasm and Scepticism: Bulgarian
Economists and Europe (1878-1944). In: History of Economic Thought and
Policy 2018, 1, pp. 27-56, ISSN 2240-9971 , ISSNe 2280-188X

In this article, we present the discussions of Bulgarian economists as regards the strategic
development opportunities of the Balkans and Bulgaria in particular within Europe. We
focus on the integration efforts of Bulgaria within an economic unit larger than national
market during the decades of the so-called first Bulgarian capitalism. Those are the years
since the Liberation of Bulgaria from the Ottoman rule in 1878 to the forced imposition of
the Communist regime in 1944. The public expenditures on bureaucracy, army, foreign
policy etc. increased after Bulgaria’s Liberation. The integration efforts on Bulgarian side
were an attempt to ameliorate some negative consequences of the lost "public goods" of
being part of the Ottoman Empire. This was the main source of the Bulgarian economists’
pro-European enthusiasm. However, the enthusiasm was combined with skepticism. The
main fuel of skepticism came from the fear that industrially developed countries of
Central and Western Europe would not allow the industrialization or modernization of the
Bulgarian economy. The presentation follows the historical stages of development of the
Bulgarian economy and society. It starts from the late pre-liberation era goes through the



late 19th and early 20th-century ideas for Balkan economic integration, the World War I,
and the Great Depression effects, and finishes with the Second World War.

22.Tlenues, II., I'onssmaTa nenpecusi B TeopeTHYHUTE pa3padoTku Ha JIalibHBA
PoOounc, Buaxeam Pbonke m Puxapa ¢gon Crpuria. IN'ogumauk Ha YHCC,
2014, r. XI, cTp. 195-236, ISSN (print): 1312-5486, ISSN (online): 2534-8949.

The paper presents the main ideas regarding the Great Depression of the prominent 20th
century economists L. Robbins, W. Ropke and R. von Strigl. They write during the 1930s,
and their theoretical views, although not identical, are developed within the framework of
one paradigm. The author goal was to find out those aspects in their works that would
form a sound basis for better theoretical understanding of contemporary economic
problems. The major and lasting conclusion that they reached is that, given the
complexity of depression easy and simple solution to the problems it causes cannot be
found. The authors considered made critical analysis of most conventional governmental
measures to alleviate the Great Depression and to "liquidate™ the business cycle. Their
conclusion is that usually the results of these measures are radically different in
comparison to the expectations. Thus the problem about the value and effectiveness of
politically advantageous deeds of governmental do-gooders in the form of social and
welfare policy, still could not be considered as finally solved.

23.1lenueB, II., PbKOBOAE€HO CTOMAHCTBO M HMKOHOMHYECKO IUIAHHUPaHe —
TEOPEeTHYHU AHAJIU3H U AedaTH cped ObJrapckure MKoHomucTH mnpe3 30-te
roauHu Ha XX Bek. B: Hayuynu tpynose na YHCC, 1.2, 2017, ctp 129-166,
ISSN 0861-9344.

During the 1930s and early 1940s the problems of the economic dirigiste and its
theoretical analysis attracted the attention of the Bulgarian economists. To some extent it
was a compensation for the fact that they missed the socialist calculation debate of the
interwar period. Their analyses were based mainly on the framework of the neoclassical
meta-theory in combination with various other theoretical approaches. They managed to
identify a number of problems associated with long-term functioning of the regulated
(corporatist) economy — the impossibility to master and control the spontaneous market
forces by means of the governmental regulation, inherent administrative constraints for
the government and public officials to introduce and control the strict and conscientious
implementation of all the laws and normative acts of the system of economic dirigisme
etc. A new theory of international trade was developed, whose author was seeking to
break away from the rejected labor theory of value. The main content of his concept lies
in the claim that protectionism in certain cases may have positive consequences. The
Bulgarian economists convincingly proved the incompatibility of capitalism with
planning.



24.TlenueB, II., OT nepudepus kbM mnoaynepudepus. Haym JloauHckn B
HCTOPUSITA HA ObJrapckata HKOHOMHYECKa MHCBJI. — HKoHOMUYeCKH
yHuBepcurteT Bapna, l'onumnuk, 1. 88, 2016, ctp. 231-274, ISSN 0861-6752.

In the study there is made a summary reconstruction of key elements of Prof. Dolinski's
scientific work. In this way there is highlighted his place in the history of Bulgarian
economic thought. There are also revealed the details of the process of Bulgaria's passing
from the intellectual periphery into the semi-periphery with respect to economic research.
The academic publications of Naum Dolinski are the ones to be principally credited for
the gradual coming out of Bulgarian economic science of the state of being in the
periphery and that of imitation. On the other hand they illustrate the fact that during the
period after the end of the First World War till the end of the Second World War it has at
its disposal the human as well as the scientific potential to begin the process of exiting the
intellectual periphery. Due to the political changes in the country in the mid-1940s this
process is interrupted and remains unfinished.

25.1lenueB, II., IIbTAT KBM comuaau3Ma? IIbpBUAT mHeTroaWIieH IUIaH 3a
pa3BUTHE HA 0BJITapCcKOTO CeJICKO cTonaHcTBo. — Hayunu tpynose na YHCC,
T. 3, 2018, cTp. 253-280, ISSN 0861-9344.

The author of the study aims to answer the question whether before September 1944 in
Bulgaria there were tendencies and political practices that lead to the establishment of
socialist economic and social model. For this purpose, an analysis of the 1941 Five-year
agricultural plan has been made. The main conclusion on the basis of the Five-year plan is
that the establishment of a socialist economic model in Bulgaria was by no means a
surprise, and that the basic characteristics of this model were supported even by people
who are not political socialists. The Five-year plan is an illustration of the gravitational
forces towards socialism in Bulgarian society, which has the potential to accelerate this
movement through its policies.

26.Ilenyes, I1., Bbarapo-rppbuKMAT TEPUTOPHAJIEH CHOP B Mpoleca HA MHPHO
peryaupasne ciaen Bropara cBeroBHa BoitHa (IX. 1944-11. 1947 r.). — CoopHuk
Tpaxkus, 1. 2, XackoBo, cTp. 113-165, ISSN 1312-1979, 2002

bovarapus uznuza or Bropara cBeToBHa BoitHa 0e3 TepuTopuanuu 3aryou. [Ipuunnure 3a
MOJIMUCBAHETO Ha CPABHUTENHO M3rofHUs [lapikku MUpPEH JOTOBOpP ca MHOTOOPOIHH.
Oco0eHo Ba)KHO 3HAYEHHE CPEJ TIX MMa MOJAKpEeraTa Ha HOBHUS CHIO3HHK B JIUIETO HA
CCCP. Ts ce 1pku Ha IPOMSIHATA HA MOJIUTUYECKUS PEKUM B CTpAHATa U HA BEKOBHUTE
uHTEpecu Ha pycus KbM bankaHckus pervoH. 3a 3ama3BaHeTO Ha ObJirapckara
TEpUTOpPHAIIHA ISUIOCT TIOMarat ¥ Apyru (akTopu, Cpel KOMTO MOXKE Ja C€ CIIOMEHAT:
aKTUBHOTO ydyacTuME€ Ha ObJrapckara apMusl B IocieqHMs eran Ha Bropara cBeroBHA
BOMHA cpemly ['epmaHusi, HEXEIAaHUETO HA BEIMKUTE CHUIU-TIOOEIUTENIKM Ja Ch3/1aBat



HOBM OTHMIIIA HAa HaNpeKeHWe Mo rpaHunure Ha bankanckute abpkaBu. bbiarapo-
TPBUKUAT TepuTopuaneH crop npe3 1944-1947 r. E orpaxkeHue Ha IBIATOTOJUIIHUTE
CIIOpOBE MEXIy JABETE JIbpPXKABUIIO BBIPOCHUTE 3a HAIMOHATHOTO OOEIWHEHHE.
TeputopuaaHuTe NpeTeHIMU CpsiMO bbirapus ca onuT 3a KbCHa YaCTUYHA peanu3alius
Ha rpbikata «Meranu uaes». Te ca npeneHenu karo Hepeanuctuuu jgopu u ot CAILl u
AHTIIHS.

27.P. Penchev, Liberalismus aus dem Blickpunkt der Peripherie. Gregor
Nachovich in der bulgarischen Wirtschaftsgeschichte. Bulgarian Historical
Review, 2012, issue 1-2, pp. 49-72, ISSN 0204-8906

Die wirtschaftlichen Ideen von Gregor Natschowitsch haben aber als politisches
Losungswort keine Anziehungskraft, deshalb hat ihre Anwendung in der Praxis keinen
Erfolg. Die Aufrufe zur Ehrlichkeit, zur Einschrinkung der Moglichkeiten der
Staatsmacht in die privaten Angelegenheiten einzugreifen und zur MaBigkeit treten in
Konflikt mit der Wirklichkeit. Und in der Wirklichkeit sichert der Staat den miihelosen
Lebensunterhalt den Intellektuellen, der Pseudopatriotismus garantiert staatliche Auftrige
und rechtfertigt fast alle Niedertrachtigkeit, das Streben nach Macht ist starker als die
Vernunft, der Dialog ist ,,konstruktiv¢ nur wenn er aus der Position der Macht gefiihrt
wird, Die Ideen sind wertvoll und die Vorschldge originell nur wenn sie von einer Person
mit Macht vertreten werden. Unter diesem Umstand sind die wirtschaftlichen Arbeiten
von Natschowitsch vorausbestimmt nur als Theorie zu bleiben und seine Befiirchtungen —
realisiert zu werden.

I11. ITIYBJIUMKYBAHA I'/TABA oT KOJIEKTUBHA
MOHOT'PA®USA/PUBLISHED CHAPTER OF A COLLECTIVE
MONOGRAPH

BeneBa, JI., II. IlenueB u M. [dumwutpos, ,,90 ronmHu YHHBepcurTer 3a
HAIMOHAJIHO U CBETOBHO CTONAHCTBO“, KOJIeKTMBHA MoHOrpadpus, Codpus, 2010,
YHuBepcutercko u3aareactso ,,CronmanctBo®, ISBN 978-954-644-155-3; aBTOopcka
riaasa ,,Otr CBoOoaeH YHuBepcurer KbM [{bpkaBHo Bucuie yunsnie 3a pMHAHCOBH
u agmuHucTpaTuBHu Hayku (ABY®AH) 1938-1940 r.“, crp. 125-172 n ,,Bucm
HKOHOMMYeCKH MHCTUTYT ,,Kapa Mapkc“, ctp. 272-308 (B chaBTOpCcTBO ¢ Mapko
JAuMuTpOB)

HM3cinenBaHeTo € MOCBETEHO Ha  ISUIOCTHOTO HCTOPUYCCKO pPAa3BUTUC Ha
YHI/IBepCI/ITeTa 3a HalMOHAJIHO M CBCTOBHO CTOIIAHCTBO. ABTOpI/ITe CH TIOCTAaBAT TPHU



OCHOBHHU ILIEJIM: Bb3 OCHOBAa Ha CHOpAaHWTE ABTEHTUYHHU JOKYMEHTH Ja CE€ HallpaBu
JIOCTOBEpPHA WHTEpHpEeTalys 3a MUHAJIOTO M HACTOSAIIETO HA YHUBEpPCUTETa; 2) Ja ce
Npe/CTaBd TO-TIbJIHA W IBUIOCTHA HHCTUTYLIMOHAJIHA KapTWUHA; 3) Ja ce odepTasT
OCHOBHUTE Hacokd, (OpMH U TpPOSIBU Ha Ooratus axkaJgeMU4yeH, OOIIECTBEH U
MeXAyHapoJeH kuBoT, koiTo Bogu YHCC npe3 necetmierusra.

B aBTopckara rnaBa ,,Or CBOOOAeH YHuBepcureT KbM /Ibp:xkaBHo Buciie
yunjuiie 3a puHaHCOBH U agMUHUCTPATUBHN Hayku (IBY®AH) 1938-1940 r.“ ca
mpociie/icHd B AeTaiin Tpanchopmarusara Ha CBOOOAHHUS YHUBEPCUTET B IAbPKABHO
BUCHIe yuwiuile. Ts 3amoyBa ¢ mybaukyBaHeto Ha HapenOa-3akoH 3a 4yaCTHHTE BUCIIU
yunnuima Ha 12 ampun 1938 r. C Hes ce 3a0paHsiBa OTKPHMBAHETO HA YAaCTHU BUCIIHU
YUWIUILA 10 CHEUATHOCTH, KOUTO BeU€ ChIIECTBYBAT B AbpxkaBHUTE. [lopaan cxogHus
npodpun Ha CBOOOIHUS yHUBEpCUTET ¢ BapHeHckaTa ThproBcka akajemus, Bucuiero
THProBCKO yumiuile B CBHUIIOB U ChC cHelUaNHOCTH oT (akyntetute Ha Coduiickus
YHUBEPCUTET YHHIIIOKaBaHETO Ha CBOOOIHUSI YHUBEPCUTET € TPEIIOCTABEHO.

PwvkoBoacTBoro Ha CBoOonHusa yHuBepcuter cien 12 ampun 1938 r. monara
CEpHUO3HU YCUJIMS 3a 3alla3BaHETO CHU KaTO MpOcBeTHA MHCTUTYLM. OT eHa cTpaHa nmpen
OTIOBOPHUTE JABP’KaBHU OpraHU C€ M3THKBAT I0J13aTa U HeoOXxoauMocTTa 3a bearapus ot
no00HO BHCIIE UKOHOMUYECKO yuuiuiie. OT apyra cTpaHa ce B3MMAaT MalaOHU MEepKU
3a BBTPELIHO pedopMupaHe ¢ 1es nogoOpsiBaHe Ha yueOHUS MPOIEC U MPEoIoIsIBaHE Ha
HSKOM OT OCHOBaTEJIHUTE KPUTUKM OTHOCHO HAayMHA Ha IMpernojaBaHe, MAaJKOTO
cOOCTBEHHU MpenojaBaTeiCKu KaJapu U ap. 3a 3ana3zBaHero Ha CBOOOIHUS YHUBEPCHUTET,
Makap ¥ B IpoMeHeHa (GopMa, MOJIOKHUTEITHO BIUSHUE OKa3Ba M HA3HAYaBAHETO Ha MPOd.
bornan ®unos 3a npocBeteH MUHUCTHD mipe3 HoemBpu 1938 r. Toit unsa ot Coduiickus
YHUBEPCHUTET, YMHTO AKaJeMUYeH ChBET ce € OO0sfBWUJ 3a 3ama3BaHeTo Ha CBOOOIHUSA
YHUBEPCUTET C MOTHBA, Y€ B NPOABDKEHHME Ha |8 roavHu TOW € JOmpUHACAI 3a
KynTypHus npocneputeT Ha boirapus. [Ipod. borgan ®unoB che cnenuaiHo MHUCMO 10
Ibp)KaBHUTE MHCTUTYLIMHM TOSCHABA, 4Y€ JUIUIOMHTE wu3gaBaHu oT CBoboaHus
yHuBepcuteT caep 12 anpuit 1938 r. ca HaIrbJIHO JETMTUMHHU U J1aBaT HA MPUTEXKABAIIUTE
T'Yl paBaTa Ha 3aBbPILIUIIU BUCIIE Y4eOHO 3aBE/ICHUE.

Bwnpeku TpyaHocTute ydeOHaTa JEHHOCT HA YHUBEpCUTETAa HE € MpeKkbcHaTa. He
€ TpeKpaTsBaH ¥ NpUeMbT Ha HOBU cTyneHTH. C 1en nogoOpsBane Ha yueOHaTa IeHHOCT
ca MPUBJICYCHH HOBH MPETNOoIaBaTeld, cpe KOUTo ca BuaHuTe yuyeHu CrnaBuo 3aropos, I1.
Benenukos, I'. [lanaunoB u ap. [lpuer e HOB Oamancupad u 100pe oOMHUCIEH ydeOeH
rutad. Toit gaBa Bb3MOXHOCT Ha OBACIIUTE CTYIEHTH J1a OJTy4YaT OOIIUPHH MPAKTHIECKU
Y TEOPETUYHU 3HAHUS U TapaHTUPa MPEBPBIIAHETO UM B TOOPH CIICIIUAINCTH.

Hpe,Z[HpI/IeTI/I ca U nopcava OT CTBIKU HIPCHAd AbPKABHUTC HHCTUTYLUHU, YPC3
KOUTO CC ThpCHU HAYMH 3a 3alla3BaAHC HAa BUCIICTO YUMJIUIIC, KATO IMMOCTCIICHHO CC NOCTUTA



10 HJeATa 3a HEroBOTO OJbpkKaBsiBaHE. ToBa cTaBa ype3 IMpPUEMAHE Ha 3aKOH 3a
JIbpKaBHO BHCIIIE YUUITUIIIE 32 CTONAHCKU U aIMUHUCTPATUBHU Hayku mpe3 1940 .

I'maBata ,,Bucmi MKOHOMHYECKM HHCTHTYT ,,Kapa Mapkc* e Hanucana B
cbaBTOpPCTBO ¢ Mapko JlumutpoB, a3 ¢bM aBTOp Ha yacrra ,,BUM Kapa Mapkc
npe3 70-te u 80-Te roqunu Ha XX Bek“, cTp. 272-308.

B JeTaln ca MPOCIEACHH y4ueOHO-TIpenoiaBaTescKara 151
Hay4YHOM3CJIe0BaTeNICKaTa JEHHOCT, MEXIYHAPOAHOTO CHTPYJHUUYECTBO, PA3BUTHETO HA
MaTepuagHO-TeXHHYeckaTa 0a3a, ydacTHEeTO Ha CTYACHTH M TMpenojaBaTelud B
OpUraupCcKOTO JBMKEHHUE, KyITypHaTa W oOmiecTBeHO AeiHocT. [lpe3 pasriexgaHus
nepuoaa Bucmmar NKOHOMHUYECKH UHCTUTYT € YTBBPACH KaTo Hall-aBTOPUTETHUSI IICHTHP
3a TOJrOTOBKAa Ha PHKOBOAHU KAaJpU 3a PA3IMUYHUTE OTPACiId OT HMKOHOMHKATa Ha
ctpanata. CTpykTypaTa Ha UHCTUTYTa € B IIPOLIEC HAa HEMPEKbCHATO YCHBBHPIICHCTBAHE,
OChBpEMEHsIBa c€ Y4eOHUAT mporec. BUCIIMAT MKOHOMHYECKH WHCTUTYT MPUBIMYA U
rojasiMm Opoil 4ykaecTpaHHU CTyAeHTH. 3a ydeOHata 1979-1980 r. Opoiikata Ha
Yy>KJICHIIUTE, KOUTO ce o0ydaBaT B MHCTUTyTa ctura 10 okoio 500 mymwm ot 61uzo 60
bPKaBH.

[Ipe3 BTopaTa nonoBuHa Ha 80-Te roanHu Ha XX BEK B HHCTUTYTa PabOTAT OKOJIO
60% oT xabuIuTHpaHUs Hay4yeH MOTEHIMal Ha cTpaHaTa o MKOHOMMKA, KakTo v Haja 30
HexaOWJIUTHpaHU TpenojaBaTeNd. B  To3u cMmHChI HCTOpHsTa Ha Obirapckara
MKOHOMMYECKAa Hayka JO TojlsiMa CTElNeH Cce€ [pPUIOKpUBa C HUCTOpUATAa Ha
HayuyHou3cieaoBarenckara aeiiHoct BB BUM ,Kapn Mapkc”. Kpm kpas Ha 60-Te
roguHu Ha XX BeK CrpaJHUAT (OH] Ha MHCTUTYTA C€ OKa3Ba HEIOCTAaThUEH Jia 3a/10BOJIH
MOTPEeOHOCTUTE HAa HAM-TOJNIIMOTO BHCIIE MKOHOMHYECKO yuuiuiie B crpaHata. [Ipes
1971 r. e HanpaBeHa mbpBaTa KONKAa Ha HOBAaTa crpaja Ha uHCTUTYTA. [Ipe3 cienpamure
TOJUMHU Ca 3aBBbPIICHU IIOETAlHO HEMHWUTE OTAEIHU YacTHU, KBJAETO C€ IpPEHACAT U
yueOHUTE 3aHATHS Ha CTYJCHTUTE.

Veleva, L., P. Penchev and M. Dimitrov, “90 Years of the University of
National and World Economy”, collective monograph, Sofia, 2010, “Stopanstvo”
University Press; P. Penchev is the author of the chapter “From Free University
Towards a State Higher School of Finance and Administrative Sciences 1938-1940¢,
pp. 125-172, and “Higher School of Economics Karl Marx”, pp. 272-308 (co-author
M. Dimitrov)

The study is focused on the general historical development of the University of
National and World Economy. The authors have three main research goals: 1) to make a
relevant interpretation of the university's past and present on the basis of the collected
authentic primary sources; 2) to present a complete institutional picture of the university;



3) to outline the main directions, forms and manifestations of the rich academic, public
and international life of the UNWE through the decades.

The author's chapter "From Free University to the State Higher School of
Financial and Administrative Sciences 1938-1940" deals in details with the
transformation of the Free University into a state-owned higher education institution. It
began with the publication of an ordinance-law on private higher education on April 12,
1938. The law prohibits the opening of private higher education institutions in specialties
that already exist in state-owned universities. Due to the similar profile of the Free
University with the VVarna Trade Academy, the Higher Trade School in Svishtov and with
specialties from the faculties of Sofia University, the dissolving of the Free University
seemed inevitable.

The leading professors of the Free University, after April 12, 1938, made serious
efforts to retain it as an educational institution. On the one hand, the importance and the
necessity for such a higher economic school for Bulgaria were clarified before the
responsible state units. On the other hand, large-scale internal reform measures were
being undertaken with the main goal improvement of the learning process and
overcoming some of the justified criticisms for its teaching methods, the number of
qualified teaching staff increased etc.The retention of the Free University, albeit in a
modified form, was also positively influenced by the appointment of professor Bogdan
Filov as a Minister of Education in November 1938. He came from the Sofia University,
whose Academic Council declared officially the necessity to retain the Free University
with a motive, that for 18 years it has contributed to the cultural prosperity of Bulgaria.
Prof. Bogdan Filov, with a special letter to the state administrative institutions, explained
that the diplomas of the Free University are completely legitimate and gave their holders
all the privilidges of people with higher education.

Despite the difficulties, the university's teaching activity has not been interrupted.
The admission of new students was not suspended too. In order to improve the teaching
activity, new professors have been nominated, among them prominent scientists like
Slavcho Zagorov, P. Venedikov, G. Danailov and others. A new balanced and thought-out
curriculum has been adopted. It enables prospective students to gain extensive practical
and theoretical knowledge and ensures that they could become good specialists.

A series of deliberate steps have been taken before state institutions with the goal
of finding a way to preserve the university. These gradually resulted in the idea of its
nationalization. This was done by passing a law for the State Higher School of Financial
and Administrative Sciences in 1940.



The chapter “Higher School of Economics Karl Marx” has as a co-author M.
Dimitrov, I am the author of the part ,,Higher Institute of Economics Karl Marx during the
1970s and 1980s”, pp. 272-308.

The teaching and research activities, the international cooperation, the
development of the material and technical base, the participation of students and
professors in the brigade movement, cultural and social activities are traced in details.
During the period under review, the Higher Institute of Economics has been recognized as
the most reputable center for the education of senior executives for various sectors of the
country's economy. The structure of the institute is in the process of continuous
Improvement, the educational process is being constantly updated. The Higher Institute of
Economics also attracts a large number of international students. For the 1979-1980 year,
the number of foreigners enrolled in the institute reaches about 500 people from nearly 60
countries.

During the second half of the 1980s, about 60% of the country's scientific potential
in economics, as well as over 30 non-tenured assistant professors, were employed at the
Institute. In this sense, the history of Bulgarian economic science largely overlaps with
the history of research at the Karl Marx Higher Institute. By the end of the 1960s, the
buildings of the institute proved to be insufficient to meet the needs of the largest
economics institute in the country. In 1971, the first steps for the new buildings of the
Institute were made. In the following years, its separate parts were gradually completed,
where the students' classes were transferred.



