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FOR ALL-ROUND DEVELOPUENT OE'

BULGARO-YUGOSLAV RELATIONS

Declaration of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs
of the Peoplers Republic of Bulgaria

In the consistent and tireless efforts of the Bulgarian

Connunist Party and the PeopLe's Republic of Bulgaria for the

further deepening of the process of reducing international
tension and turning it into an irreversible one, for the

strengthening of peace and security and for the development of

broad and mutually advantageous cooperation between the states

in an atmosphere of understanding and trust, the policy which

we are pursuing torrards our grestern neighbour, the Socialist
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia, occupies an important pIace.

In the report to the llth Congress of the Bulgarian

Conmunist Party Comrade Todor Zhivkov indicated:

"We unswervingly f ollor{ a line of friendship and develop-

ment of relgtions with the Social-ist Federal Republ.ic of

Yugoelavia. As a result of the efforts made, progress has been

scored in political contacts, in econornic cooperation, in cul-
tura] ties. We attach great inportance to the activation of re-
lations between the Bulgarian Cornmunist party and the League

of Conrnunists of Yugoslavia and lre $rill do everlthing in our

power for the developrnent of friendship between the two countries.
The policy of the Bulgarian Comtnunist party and the people rs

Republic of Bulgaria for all-round developnent and strengthen-
ing of ties and coopeEation vith the Sociali6t Federal nepublic

of Yugoslavia corresponds to the lasting cotnnon interests and

aspirations of the Bulgarian and yugoslav peoples in their
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struggle for national ancl social liberation in the past, in

the struggle for peace and socialisn in our days. This policy,

repeatedly, clearly and authoritatively substantiated in

official documents and staternents of the most responsible

Bulgarian leaders, is being convincingly conf irtned by everyday

practical actions for the aL1-round development of bilateral
relations.

At variance with the obvious and generally known facts,
this principled and consistent policy has for years now been

systematically presented in an incorrect 1ight. Unfortunately,

it has becone practice for official institutions and responsible

officials in the socialist Federal Republic of lugoslavia to
give food to and to appear as initiators of such a distortion.
All this is being done in conditions of a massed campaign in
the llugoslav mass nedia against the Bulgarian Conmunist hrty
and the Feoplers Republic of Bulgaria, against the Bulgarian

people and the Bulgarian Party and the State leadership.

Ungrounded accusations and claims against the BCP and the

!R of Bulgaria were levelled from the rostrum of the recent.Ly

held llth Congress of the League of Comnunists of irrgoslavia

and were even incLuded in docunents of the Congress deternining

the policy of the LCY. Arbitrary assertions, distorting the

stands and policy of the Bulgarian side on the so-called out-

standing questions are contained also in the Decfaration of the

Federil Secretariat for Foreign Affairs of the SFRY of June 29,

1978 in connection with the speech of the Presialent of the

State Council of the FR of Bulgaria Todor Zhivkov, made in

Blagoevgrad on .Iune 15 of this year.
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The Bulgarian side has not replied to this provocative

approach, convinced that the difficult and complex questions

nust be discussed and solved only by a calm and eguitable

friendly dialogue. In the situation created, when the world

public is being incorrectly and tendentiousLy inforned about

the positions of the Bulgarian Conmunist party and the Peoplers

Republic of Bulgaria, it is necessary that the public should

be acquainted nith our stanals on fundamental questions of
Bulgaro-Yugos I av relations.

*

The policy which the Bulgarian Comtnunist Party and the

Peoplers Republic of Bulgaria are unswervingly pursuing, is
directed towards all-round development of cooperation with

the League of Communi6ts of Yugoslavia and the Social.ist Fede-

ra1 Republic of Yugoslavia. :omplete equality. non -interference
in internal affairs, mutual advantage and observance of territorial
integrity are its fundanental and inviolable principles.

The socialist systetfl, the cornmon communist ideals of the

two parties, the identity or similarity of the views on basic

problerns of international life, on the one hand, and the geo-

graphic and cultural closeness between the Bulgarian and

Yugoglav peoples, on the other, are a solid objective base

for the existence of such relations bettreen Bulgaria and

Yugoslavia which should become a model of goodneighbourliness.

In the principled line of the Bulgarian Communist party

with respect to the League of Communists of yugoslavia, to
socialist Yugoslaviaf to the yugoslav people there have been
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no and there are no fluctuations. this is a line of communist

solidarity, a line in support of the socialist acquisitions of

the Yugoslav working people, a line of deveLopnent of mutually

advantageous cooperation in the realization of the conmon goals

in the building up of socialism. This is a line of eradicating

prejudices, distrust and other residues of the bourgeois past'

a principled and class line.
It is a fact that besides what deeply and in a 1aw-governed

way draws the two parties and countries together, there are

between them also certain differences, determined by the specific

national conditions. At the sarne time there are difficulties and

unsolved problems inherited from history.

Of extreme importance is the question how to approach these

differences. rhis is a rnajor question of

relations ilepend.

without underestinating the significance or complexity

of the existing problens, as Comrade Todor zhivkov said, we

"adhere to the view that in relations between States - all the

rnore so when these States are socialist - there is only one

roacl, only one lray of surmounting the difficul-Eies that arise.

This way is to stand firmly on rrhat is essential, what 1asting1y

and in a law-governed manner unites us - the conmon interest in

buil-ding up socialism in close cooperation, under conditions of

peace and friendship. It is only while developing relations or-

this basis' only in the process of their continuous expansion

and deepening, that the so-called outstanding questions can be

coErect formulation to a large extent the ts of bil ateral
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successfully solved - in a spirit of realisn and mutual respect,
by way of a comradely dialogue, while strictly abiding by the

principles of eguality, non-interference in internal affairs,
reciprocal advantage and Eespect for terri.torial integrity.'

cuided by precisely these positions of principle the

Bulgarian Cornmunist party and the peoplers Republic of Bulgaria
are rnaking consistent efforts to pronote all-round cooperation

nith the LCy and the SFRY.

It could be noted with satisfaction that in the recent
years real progress has been made in the development of
nutually advantageous coopeEation between the trro countries.
Of particular significance are the renewed and activated links
and exchanges between the Bulgarian Com!flunist party and the

League of Connunists of yugoslavia. Contacts at state level ,

too, are expanding as are those bethreen socio-political organi-
zations. The headway in the promotion of trade. economic,

scientific and technological cooperation is considerable. Every

five years trade bethreen the two countries doubles. A positive
fact are the concl.uded agreenents on specialization and joint
industrial production. The undertakings agreed upon between

the two countries on the exchanges in sone spheres of culture,
science and education are aLso being fulfilled.

At the same tine the objective conditions in the two

neighbouring socialist countries and their mutual interests
rnake it possibte and necessary for Bulgaro-yugosl av cooperation

to be raised to a netr, higher stage.
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Guided by this Principle' the Bulgarian side has repeatedly

proposed officially to etork out jointly a comprehensive complex

programme of initiatives for the developnent of cooperation

between the Peoplets Republic of Bulgaria and the socialist

Federal Republic of Yugoslavia in al1 spheres - Political'
economic, cultural and at all fevels - party' state and public'

The proposals put forward by the Bulgarian siile, provide more

particutally for the follovting trends in the deve.loPrnent of

Bulgaro-Yugosl av relations to serve as a basis for the working

out of such a conplex progranme.

In the political sPhere:

-in the first place, expansion of cooperation beti'een the

Bulgarian Conmunist Party and the League of Communists of

Yugoslavia, exchange of viervs and experience between the Central

Cotnm i ttee s t

-expansion of contacts between the governments' Parliamentat

between socio-political and mass organizationst

-develoPment of direct cooperation between individual de-

partments, institutes, organizations, enterprises and twin-

towns;

-expansion of ties bet$teen the Population in the border

areaS i

fn the sphere of foreign policy and international relations:

-exchange of views and holding consultations between the

Central Committees of the BCP and the LCY and between the

Itlinistries of Foreign affairs on topical issues of the inter-

national situation and of the international workers' and

communist tnovenent which are of mutual interest;
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-development of cooperation between the representatives
of the two countries in international organizations and forums.

In the econorn ic sphere:

-expansion of the most modern forns of econonic cooperation

in implementation of the Agreenent of long-tern econonic,

scientific and technological cooperation, joint production

and specialization in production and increasing trade on this
basis;

-coordination of national econonic plans and joint solution
of najor econonic problems of mutual interestt

-development of cooperation in the sphere of communications,

transport, road buiLdingf linking up of the power gridst

-joint appearance in third markets;

-developnent of cooperation in environmental protectiont

-expansion of tour i sm;

-rise in trade between the frontier areas.

In the sphere of cuLturat cooperation:

-deveLopment of ties and exchange between the scientific,
educational and cultural enterprises and institutes, between

the acadernies of sciences, universities and creative unions;

-joint fundamental and applied scientific developnents and

research;

-exchange of artistic and performing companies, exhibitions,
films, etc. t

-expansion of cooperation in the sphere of the press, radio
and television, which through well-meant and objective information
for the two countries to aid the strengthening of mutual respect
and friendship between the Bulgarian and the yugoslav people.
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As in the past' at Present too' the Bulgarian siale is

ready immealiately to proceed to the working out and carrying

through of such a cornplex Programme. Its translation into life

woulal undoubtedly contribute to the establisfunent of a nost

favourable atmosphere for seeking and finding nutually accept-

able solutions to the existing difficutties and problens in

Bulgaro-Yugoslav relations.

what are the Bulgarian siders vie$ts on the nature of these

difficulties and problems?

The main difficulties on the path of developing bilateral

reJ.ations, as is known, sten from the fact that the Yugoslav

siale lays claims on the so-ca.Iled tiacedonian national minority

in the Peopler s nepublic of Bulgaria.

The Bulgarian siders view as regards theee clains contains

three principal points, which constitute its essence.

peten! to determine the national composition of a given country,

In her policy on the national issue the People's Republic

of Bulgaria, being a socialst state, is guiiled by the basic

principles of the Marxist-Leninist teaching. These basic

principles include on the one side the requirenent of ensuring

voluntary and free self-expression of the national arf,areness

of the population and equal rights for every citizen, regardless

of national origin or nationality. abolition of all national

privileges. on the other hand, they include the requirement

of all-round drawing together and rallying of the workers of all

The first of these is who has the right and $9 1E r9!:

the national awareness of its e or of a part of its
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nationalities ia the struggle for the comnon aims and interests -
the building up of socialism and conmunism.

The Bulgarian Comnunist party applies these formulations of
principle of tlarxism-Leninism, considering them in their dialec-
tical unity, in their entirety and indivisibility, in compliance

with the view that it is egually tfrong to underrate the role of
the national-specific under the conditions of socialism and the

role of the international . It is particularly dangerous when

nationalism is harped on, rrhen the national aspect is raised
above everything else and the nain, socio-class criterion is
disregarded.

The national question in Bulgaria has been solved on the
basis of the consistent and conprehensive application of
preciseLy the fundamental lilarxist-Leninist requirenents, in
accordance with the freely and denocratically expresseal wiLl
of the Bulgarian citizens. This has found a s prene juridical
expression in the Constitution of the peoplers Republic of
Bulgaria; adopted through a free, nation-wide referendum in l9?1.

Bulgaria' s national realities have been formed in the

course of the historicat process by the economic, social and

cultural conditions of the country and have been manifested in
strict observance of the inalienable right of every citizen -
hinself to determine his nationality under the conditions of
full equality anal in the absence of any rliscrinination. The

question of the national conposition of the poputation in
Bulgaria has been solved, therefore. by those who alone are

entitled to this sovereign right - the citizens of the pR of
BuIgaria.
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In this state of affails to make attenpts to dletermine

fron the outside the nationality of part of the Bulgarian

population, and to clain the right to guardianship over it
under whatever pretext this night be done' cannot be con-

sideredl but as an interference in our internal affairs. This

obviously is at variance not only with the principles of l,larxlsn-

Leninism but also with the generally accepted Principles of

respecting the sovereignty and independence which every state,

Yugosl.avia included, insists, and that with cornplete right -
on being observed in respect to it. Ihe Peoplers Republic of

Bulgaria strictly adheres to these principles' solemnly re-

affirmed also in the Final Act of the Conference on security

anal Cooperation in Europe, has not interfered and dloes not

intend to interfere in the internal affairs of anybody. she is

in her oern right to expect that she should be treated in the

sane manner.

The second question of princiPl,e refers to the PoPulation

of the district of Blagoevgrad. It is no secret for anybody

that when the SFRY clairns on the presence of a "llacedonian

national minorityn in Bulgaria it is precisely the population

of this district that they have in rnind. These clains have no

founclations whatever either in the historical fa ts or in tbe

existing objective reaL ities .

In order to give a true' objective rePly to the question

of the national character of the population of the Pirin area

one should, on the one hand, take into consideration the present

reality - the will of the population itse.Lf , and, on the other -
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to examlne the history of this population, the social , economic,

political and cul tural -ideolog ical processes that have proceeded

in it, to analyze the facts of the formati.on and developm€nt of
the Bulgarian nation.

It is a generally known truth that the nation is a product

of the Bourgeois epoch, of the transition from the feudal to
the capitalist social Eysten. It is usually formed as a develop-
nent of a nationality aLready existing for centuries or, as it
more seldom happens, a6 a result of the division of a nationality,
ot as a result of the unification of several nationatities. The

formation of new nations is, of course, possible also later, as

a result of the division of a nation already created by that
tine, of the fornation of two states, etc.

Historical science, both the Bulgarian and the world one,

has eatablished in a firm and incontrovertibl e fashion that
the Bulgarian nation was createat on the basis of the Bulgarian
nationality forned in the 9th and l0th centuries in Moesis, the

Dobroudja, Thrace and ltacedonia. When capitalist relaLions
emerged in the Ottoman Ernpire in the second half of the lgth
century and the 19th century. there began also the process of
the fornation of the Bulgarian nation. This process was carried
out in the conditions of foreign rule. It found expression also
in the emergence and developnent of the national Bulgarian church,
in the establishment of national Bulgarian schools, in the novenent

for an independent Bulgarian state.
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There are no data to prove the existence of a l{acedonian

nationality and state organization in the t'liddle Ag€s and the

existence of a Macedonian nation in the ePoch of the National

Revival Periocl . tlistorical documents incontrovertibly testify

that the Bulgarians of llacedonia were atnong the rnost active in

the forrnation of the Bulgarian nation.

They have praticiPated tnost actively in the Polltical'

cultural , educational and church struggles of the Bulgarian

people. Fron that area is for instance the father of the

Bulgarian National Revival Period Paissyi or Hilendar' No one

in either Bulgaria or any other country could irnagine the

Bulgarian National Revival Period ttithout taissyi or Hilendar,

without his nslav-Bulgarian Historyi. There were born, Iived

andl worked eminent figures of the Bulgarian National Revival ,

like the Miladinov brothers. Grigor Purlichev. Raiko Zhinzifovt

yordan Hadj inkonstantinov - Djinot, Kiril Peychinovich and

others, who felt and callecl themsleves Bulgarians. Ttie Bul-

garian ethnic character of the slav population in llacedonia

at that tirne is borne out by many Turkishr Serbian, Greek,

Runanian' French and other statistical datar by eninent

scholars from west Europe and Serbia, the consuls of the Great

Powers, etc.

To question atl this would have meant to show disregard

for the self-expression of the poPulationrs awareness of

nation and nationality in that period, to conmit violence over

the historical facts and documents. No serious and conscien-

tious scholar, from whatever country he might be, wouldl allow
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any neglect of these fact6 and docunents, of their unscrupul-
ous forgery. No one in the people's Republic of Bulgaria

could agree with the alistortion of the national history of
the Bulgarian people, with the appropriation of their hietorical
and cultural heritage.

The llinistry of Foreign Affairs emphaslzes in a nost re-
sponsible nanner that these views concerning the historical
past of the Bulgarian people are adduced here for the sole
purpose of shoning the conplete groundlegsnes8 of the clains on

a " acedonian national minority" in Bulgaria. It ls thoroughly
illegal to ascribe topical political signiflcance to the scientific,
precisely scientific elaboration of these questions and on such

a ground to make insinuatlons about the poticy of the BCp and

of socialist Bulgaria. It is also arbitrary and irresponsible
to draw any parall.els with the policy of the Bulgarlan bourgeoisie,
to blane the People's Republic of Bulgaria that she did not

accept and did not recognize the existing realities in the

socialist Republic of t'iacedonia and in this way she was Iaying
claims to the SFRY.

The attitude of the Bulgarian Conmunist party and of gocialist
Bulgaria towards the anti-popular policy of the Bulgarian bourg-

eoisie is well known. The Bulgarian Conmunlst party has always

uncomprorni si ngly condennetl and still condetnns this policy. No

one has fought as consistently against the Great--Bulgarian

chauvinistic policy of the Bulgarian bourgeoisie as the Bulgarian
Connunist Party. Guided by its claEs-selfish intereats, the Bul-
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gartan bourgeoisie conducted an antl-popular policy in the

Ealkans, turning itself into a tool of foreign imperialist
interests. Ultimately this leat it to the alliance sith t{azzi

Germany in l{brld Ytar II, to violence by the Bulgarian nonarcho-

fascist authorltles over the fighting yugoElav peoples.

?he population of varalar ltacedonia, together with the other

peoples of Yugoslavia, led a herolc struggle against fa8cist
occupation. The success of the national -l iberatlon struggle,

the victory of the socialiEt revolution in yugoslavia led to
the establishnent of the pR of trlacedonia. The peoplers ltepubl ic
of lrlacedonia scored on the road of bullding up socialism and ex-
pEesses willingnees to develop broad cooperation slth it.

Strictly observlng the principle of non-interference in
the internal affalrs of other countries, the pR of Bulgaria ha8

rePeateally declared. she declares it again now, that she recog-

nlzes the exlsting realities in the SFRI. Theae realities are

regulated by the Constitution and other doneetlc law6 of the

SPRY. what nations and rhat nationalities exist ln the territory
of Yugoslavia is a purely internal guestion, a gueation of the

PeoPles of that country. lfe have never neddled eo far and have

no intention whatever to neddle in the future Ln the deternina-
tlon of the existing realltie6 either in yugoelavia or in any

of the other neighbouring countries. Ttre only thing tre do not

accept and to nhich we cannot agree i6 for the fornation of the

macedonian natlon to be done on an anti-Bulgarlan basis by forging
generally known historical facts and by fanning up feelings of
national hostility ro the 3Cp, the pR of Bulgaria and the Bul-
garian people.
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Putting the principle of mutual recognition of and resPect

for the existing realities at the base of its aPProach to solv-

ing the so-called. outstanding questions, the Bulgarian side in

its turn' has every reason and is in its own right to e!.Pect

that the sER of Yugoslavia wlll also adopt this realistic

approach of recognizing and resPecting the realities in the

il i str ict of Blagoevgrad.

For centuries - both before the energence and develoPment

of capitalism, when the fornatlon of nations began, and after

it - the population of present-day district of Blagoevgrad has

always felt to be an indivisible part of the Bulgarian PeoPle,

has repeatedly anct unambiguously expressed its Bulgarian national

origin, has had and still ha6 a Bulgarian awareness, a colnmon

historical alestiny and conmon struggles with the rest of the

countryrs population. As a result of the 1912-1913 etars this
population eas nationally liberated from ottonan bondage, it

was inclucled in the boundaries of auigaria and continued its

natural historical path as an inseparable part of the Bulgarian

nat ion .

This area was one of the centres of the long and harsh

struggle of the Bulgarian people for national and social libe-

ration. A gal.axy of Bulgarian national revolutionary figures'

without whom our old and new history would have been unthinkablet

have sone from this district. It suffices to name only the

IeaderB of the Bulgarian workers' and comnunist novenent

Din{iter Blaqoev and Georgi Dinitrov, and the leader of the

Agrarian Union, Georgi Traikov.
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By the end of Vlorlal War If the yugoslav 6ide Laiil a clain
on annexing the Pirin area to yugoslavia. Bulgaria in her

difficult international situation then in connectlon with the

preparations made for the realization of the irell-known idea

for a South-SIav Federation. held negotiations with y.ugoslavia

on this matter as well. At variance irith Lenin.s principles on

the national guestion, as a result of a prolonged pressure, in
that period an intensive campaign for forceful inculcation of a

different, non-Bulgarian national consciousness in the population

of the Pirin area was launched. In that canpaign contrary to
bilateral accords, the yugoslav side by various ways and neans

interfered in the internal affairs of Bulgaria. there is
abundant docurnentation for these actions, the witnesses of the

events at that time are also living.
As a consequence of precisely that abnormal situation came

the results of the censuses - the only censuses quoted in yugo-

slavia.

When conditions were created for a free expreession of the

will of the population in the district of Blagoevgrad, it again,

as always in the past, explicitly and categorically expressed

anal still expresses its Bulgarian national self-awareness,

demonstrated that it was an organic and indivisible part of the

Bulgarian nation. this is categorically confirned by the data

of the censuses of 1965 and 1975, and by the enthusiastic and

nass participation of this population in the referendun for
the approval of the nen Constitution of the peoplers Republic

of Bulgaria which took place in 1971.
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Eow absurd it is to base claims on part of the population

of a neighbouring state on the dlata of tno censuses alone,

carried out ln the courEe of a decade, apart from the context

of the concrete situation in whlch they were hetd, coulil be

seen if only ire try to inagine what would have meant to attach

topical. political significance to well-known Turkish, French,

Russian, English, American, Serbian. GerRan, Rumanian, Czech

and other statistical data anal international inquiries of the

18th. lgth and 20th centuries, which speak of the prevailing
part of the population of llacedonia as belonging to the BUI-

garian nationality and nation through the centuries...
The documentE of the llth LCY Congress contain requests

for "restoring the abolished rightsi which the "llacedonian

national minority" allegeally enjoyed in the pR of Bulgaria

in the early post-war period. The joint documents of the bi-
lateral lnter-party ancl inter-governmental Bulgaro-yugoslav

talks fron the respective periods are on hand. Nowhere - in
either theae docurnents or the internal legislation of the pR

of Bulgaria, or any other bilateral or multilateral inter-
national treaties and agreenents of our country, is there a

single word about a nlllaceatonian minorityo in Bulgaria. And

the Yugoslav slde is well aware of this fact.
The indisputable historical facts anat documents, and the

all-round free and voluntary expresaions of the Bulgarian na-

tional awareness of the population of the district of Blagoev-

grail in the past and today, testify in a most categorical and

incontrovertible way, that there was not and there is not noit
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any rltacedonian national ftinorityn in Bulgaria, there is no

Slav population different in its ethnic origin, in its language

culture, in itE way of living and religion from the Bulgarian

nation. Every one can cone here and see the fact for himself.

This questioD for us. thereforel is not outstanding. for
us it does not exist either on an internal or on an international
plane. We have dealt and vre are dealing with it only insofar
as the Yugoslav side is raising it incessantly both in the

development of bilateral relations and at international foruns.

The third question of principle refers to the approach to

history. Here, as is known, difficult problens exist, inherited
fron the conplex and contradictory past of the Balkans. l.lany

facts and events from that past receive different, contrary

interpretations in the two countries.

Hon to proceed ln such a situation?
The position of the Bulgarian Connunist party and the people.E

Republic of Bulgaria on this question is clear: the questions

of science cannot anat should not be solved in a way different
from that of science and by means different fron those of
science. The differences in interpreting the facts and events

of the historical. past should be the subject of free ancl ob-

jective scientific research and discussion. They should be a

subject of a concrete scientific debate between the expert-

historians at bilateral neetings, in the respective scientiflc
anil theoretical forutns and publications in the thro countries.

Differences of such nature couLd not obviously be solved poli-
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tically by lnposing

their treatment in
another thesis, and still less - by

med ia .

one or

the mass

Such is the essence of the Bulgarian stands on the out-
Btanding questions in relations bethreen the People's Republic

of Bulgaria and the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia.

These stands are well knohrn to Ehe Yugoslav side. we have not

passeal over in silence, circumvented or underrated the out-

standing questions. on the contrary, we have proposed and do

propose realistic and mutually acceptable principles and roads

for their solution.
Bilateral talks in the past few years show, however, in-

consistency and lack of construc tiveness in the approach of

the Yugoslav side.

In 1975 in Helsinki comrades Todor zhivkov anal J. B. Tito

agreed on the setting up of a ,loint working croup to nake pre-

parations for a sumnit neeting with a view to raising relationE

between the trro countries to a new, higher stage.

The sittings of the Joint working croup, as is known, took

place in Sofia in september 1976. This tfleeting was assesserl by

the two delegations as necessary and useful . It \ras specifiedl

on a proposal made by the Yugoslav delegation for the next

meeting of the Joint Working croup to be held in Belgrade with

a view to continuing the preparation of the docunents for a

sunmit meeting. The results of the talks were positively

assessed by the conpetent Bulgarian organs. The sane assess-

nent was given to them also by the yugoslav leadership through

its official represen ta tives.
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Later, however, the yugoslav side in point of fact revised
its assessment and the mutual accords reached on continuing the

Preparations for the sumnit meeting. At the same tine the
leader of the yugoslav delegation to the Joint working croup

at a press conference in Zagreb in april f977 bound the con_

tinuation of the dialogue with the precondition of a "alefinite
evof utionrr taking place in the position of the Bulgarian side.
This in assenee ultinative d.enand vas taken up by the yugoslav

mass med ia .

There follorded an abrupt escalation in the campaign for
pressure on the peoplers Republic of Bulgaria and the Bulgarian
Communist Party rrhich is being conducted by yugoslavia through

the mass media, at international forums and by other means, the

objective of which is to inpose unacceptabLe and groundless stands
and claims on the Bulgarian side.

this practice and this approach are at gross variance with
the UN Charter and the Final Act of Helsinki.

The 1lth LCy Congress confirmed and definitely deepened

this line and raised it to the rank of party and State policy.
The formulations approved by the llth LCy Congress for

Bulgaro -Yugosl av relations. the Decl,aration of the Federal

Secretariat for Foreign Affairs of the SFRY of ,June 29 of this
year. the publicaton of the yugoslav draft document of 197b and

the anti-Bulgarian propaganda canpaign that followed cannot be

assessed otherwise but as an attempt to obscure the fact- that
the Yugoslav side categorically rejects the clear and unambi-

guous proposal of the Bulgarian side for a nutua.I observance

of the realities of the two sides of the frontier, for the
right of the population itself to determine its nationality,
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for a renunciation of territorial clains and the confirmation

of the principle of inviolability of the frontiers.

Socialist Bulgaria sees a fundamental condition for ensuring

peace and security in the recognition of the post-war territorial

realities and in the inviolability of the existing frontiers'

Proceeding from the first-rate significance of this question'

in its desire to relax the situation and to make a step for-

ward towards the strengthening of nutual trust, the Bulgarian

side, as is known, took a new initiative. In hi6 speech on

June 15 of this year in Blagoevgrad Comrade Todor zhivkov

declared: "We are ready to sign a joint declaration in which

the People's Republic of Bulgaria and the Socialist Federal

Republic of Yugoslavia solennly confirm the principle of in-

violabiJ.ity of the frontiers and make a mutual renunciation

of territorial claims. We are ready to do this immediately.

without any condition and without any postPonenent. If only

the Yugoslav side agrees, I rnyself an ready to 9() to Belgrade

first thing tomorro$, to put ny signature with that of Cotnrade

Tito to such a docunent."

Throughout the world Comrade Todor Zhivkovrs sPeech in

Blagoevgrad and the proposals contained in it have been under-

stood and evaluated as pn inportant initiative of the Peoplers

Republic of Bulgaria for inproving relations with the SFRY.

By the declaration of the Federal Secretariat for Foreign

Affairs of the SFRY our proposal for immediate and uncondition-

aI confirnation of the inviolability of the frontiers and for

nutual renunciation of territorial claims vtas rejected. At

the same tirne in it to the Bulqarian 6ide are ascribed - how-
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ever paradoxical this rnay be - ,,territorial claimsn on lugo-
slavia, and the publication of the yugoslav draft docunents

of 1976 obviousl.y pursues the objective of irnparting the look

of authenticity to this accusation.

All the documents for the contacts and taLks effected so

far on the problerns of bilateral relations are on hand. Neither
earlier nor in the talks in 1976, nor in Comracle Todor Zhivkov. s

speech in Blagoevgrad, nor in the practical actions of the pR

of Bulgaria even with the greatest endeavour can any ground for
such accusations be found.

Things stand just the opposite way. In the declaration of
the Federal Secretariat of ,fune 29 of this year it is seen that
the Yugoslav side is the one which ties up the question of the

inviolability of the frontiers and the renunciation of territo-
rial claims with the condition for the peopfe's Republic of
Bulgaria to recognize the nltacedonian rninority', in Bulgaria.
Yle reject such a binding as absolutely unacceptable. We cannot

assess them otherwise than as an expression of concealed terri-
torial aspirations to the people, s Republic of BuLgaria.

Iilhen there is a guestion of frontiers and territories, the

The Peoplers Republic of Bulgaria cannot accept any conditions.
To put on such a plane the question of the frontiers after World

War If and after the Helsinki is as dangerous as it is inadrnissible.

Obviously the question that renains open is whether the

Yugoslav side is ready or not, erithout any conditions and vrith-
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out postponement, for the PR of Bulgaria and the SFRY to con-

firm the inviolabitrity of the frontiers and the nutual renun-

ciation of territorial claitns? There natural.ly arises the

question is this practice and such an approach of the Yugoslav

side to neighbouring socialist Bulgaria compatible with the

role of the SFRY in the movement of the non-aligned countries

and the principles continuously proclaimed by it in this move-

ment of observing the indepenclence' sovereignty, equality, non-

interference in the internal affairs and the territorial in-

tegrity in relations between states? Or in the policy of the

SFRY there exist two different mutually excluding measures for

neasuring: one measure is applied when it is a word of declar-

ing principles before the representatives of di6tant countries'

participants in the movernent of the non-aLigned, and quite a

different measure when it is a question of applying the same

principles in relations with neighbouring countries.

As is seen there are radical differences in the positions

on and the approach of the two sides to important questions of

principle of their relations.
What then should be the correct, rea.Iistic road of finding

mutualty acceptable decisions on the questions which create

d ifficulties in BuIg aro-Yugosl av relations?

The outstanding questions can be successfully discussed and

solved only in a spirit of mutual respect and mutual considera-

tion, by a calm and patient friendly dirlogue - as befits equal ,
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sovereign and independent states, taking into consideration that
Bulgaria and Yugoslavia are socialist states which have not only

national interests but also an international reEponsibility for
the cotntnon cause of socialism and peace.

Outstanding questions are most successfully EuEmounteal in a

Eituation of all-round developrnent of cooperation and contacts.

Such a developtnent is a necessary condition for getting to know

each other better, for strengthening understanding and trust -
tbe prerequisites which create a favourable atnosphere for a

caln and constructive discussion of the outstanding questions.

Our country is working consistently and constructively for
the overcoming of the obstacles that stand in the way of solving
the outstanding questions. She has repeatedly expressed wiIling-
ness for achieving an irnnediate, comprehensive and dlefinitive
solution to the outstanding questions on the basis of the nutual

observance of the will. of the population itself and the recog-

nitlon of the realities on the two sides of the frontiers.
Since the Yugoslav side obviously is not ready for the

irnruedtiate solution of the outstanding questions on such a

basis, it renains to seek this solution persistently through

systematic, though prolonged efforts of the two sides.

In this situation the Bulgarian side has proposed and

proposes for the ttro countries to agree on the joint study,

elucidlation and finding generally acceptable and scientifically-
grounded stands on the disputed questions, on the holding of co-

ordinated or joint ceTebrations of comnon remarkable events and

personalities in the history of the Bulgarian and the yugoslav

peoples.
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ft is necessary to exclude polenics and tendentious reports,
to ensure objective, well-neaning and well-wiahing information

through the mass media about the situation in the trro countries.

These are the sole realistic roads of finding nutually
acceptable solutions to the so-calleal outstanding guestions.

As is seen, the Bulgarian side does not suggest the "freez-
ing' or "shelving' of the outstanding questions. It is in favour

of joint conscientious efforts for their solution. As is a

guestion of two sovereign and independent, anil not vassal to each

other states, if we want to develop goodneighbourly relations
and cooperation we nu6t talk on equitable basis. The peoplets

Republic of Bulgaria is always ready for such a constructive

dialogue.

These are in substance the general principles of the policy
of the Bulgarian Conmunist party and the people's Republic of
Bulgaria on Bulgaro-Yugosl av relations. including the solvlng

of outstanding issues. They have been repeatedly expressed at

various levels before the Yugoslav side. They renain in force.

In his speech in Blagoevgrad on June 15 of this yeaE, the

First Secretary of the CC of the Bep and president of the State

Council of the pR of Bulgaria, Toitor Zhivkov, ernphasized: 'The

Bulgarian comnunist party and the peoplers Republic of Bulgaria

are fillecl rith a sincere wish, nith willingness and good will
to pronote the relations between our neighbouring socialist
countries, betrdeen our partie6 and peoples conprehensivel"y, on

a bEoad foundation and on a large scale corresponding to their
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rnutual interests. On the part of Bulgaria there are no obstacles
to the developtrent of such relations."

The Bulgarian Communist party anat the peoplers repubtic of
Bulgaria ilo not reduce their policy to the LCy and the SFRY to
the outstanding questions of which they quite naturally are

realistically anare. fn our country this policy is exanined

nore broadlyr nor€ conprehensively, as containing all the cotnplex

of problems connected with the all-round develapment of the poti-
tical , economic and cultural- relationa between our two neiqhbour-

ing socialist states.
The line of our party and State towards the LCy and the

SFRY is the line which we unswervingly followed when ceorgi
Dimitrov stood at the head of the paEty and the State and which

in the same consistent way we have been pureuing for more than

ttro decades nov/, since the April plenary Session of the CC of
the BCP. fhis is a line conatant and lasting, uninfluenced by

ad hoc considerations.

JuLy 24, 1978
Sofia




