








üe imperialist stage of cııpiıali§ın, on üe wald social rçvolutim, on the dcstrııction of üıe boıırgeois poliücal
sysıem arıd its re,placement by a dictaıcshŞ of üe proleariat al@g Soviet lines, on üıe mass political stike,
and armed iıısıırrection, on üe gereral §truggle of the wcking class aııd other straıa of woıters in üıe owıs and
villages, eıc. The new ideas weıe given overall jııstification in nro gıogramme docıımerııs: üe brochııııe "Sbgaııs
aıü progroıınc of ılıc BSDRP (Nuroıış)", edited by ıhe CC in Janııry l9l9, 8ıd the "Programmatic
declaraüon" adoptcd by the first congıess of the BKP.ıa Ttıe congrcss was held 25-27 lvlay l9l9 in Sofu and
made several oüıer decisions: it charıged üıe Party's ıume to Commmist Prty, passed ameıdmerıts o its
statrıtes, rejected the secarian th@rie§ of üıe left communists (for a boycoa of hliament and the immediatc
organisatim of Soviets), elected new leaders and Party orgaruı, etc. The cğıgrqıs also con§rmed the decision
made by the Party leaderstıip on l ivlay l9l9 !o iıin üıe Communist Interrıational.

Since the war üe futy had alıeady come to the conclusion that the Second kıternaüoml had coltapsed
and thaı it was necessary !o build 8 new, Third International. But ils pledge o the consühıtim of tho C[ was
quite specific. In üe name of the Bdlan Social Deıncıaıic Woıters' Federatio Kri§tian RıLovski signed üıe
appeal from eight partics aııd goups in Janııry l9l9 calting fc the orgaııisatiaı of a foıııding congıess of üe
Third Internatioııat, aııd he atso pgtlcboteO in üe wort of üe congıess. Raiovski to* üıcse steps withoıt
conıacting ıhe Prty, which was not iııfğmed about the immediao for the founding congr€§s
(Bulgaria was acııpied aııd i§olatd from üe ıesı of ıhe world). iloweıı€tr, Rıtovski's saps were jıısified by
the decisims taten at üıe foımding conbreııcc of üe Balkan Fedcration in l9l5, od üıey wert consisont wiü
üe position of üıe hrty which not only joined üe CI but also declğed iself categoıically to havc been one of
üe founder members.

It should bc noıcd that üe hty İriııed ıhe CI in a united maıınerı wiıhout üıy disagıEmenı amongst
its members. in most ahcr ccımtics this action was closely liıık€d to schisms in socid deınocratic prtics, but
in Bulgaria üe op,psite was the case. Firstly, the Bulgarian Commımist Worters' Prty (Bölgoska raboıüğcskı
koınaııistiöcskı paniia; BRKP),ı' which declred its allegiance o the Inomıtionıl in Aprıl l9l9, joined üe
Party in 1920. Secoııüly, üıe BRSDP(o) which ıeguded manbership of ıhe Intematioııal aı one of its five main
demands (dicatcsiıip, soviets, Third International, left CC and urıiors) also Find üe Prty in November 1920.
Thirdly, a considerable sectim of the unions under the influence of the social deınocıatic party united with üe
revoluüoııry tıadc unioıu. The Prty wa!ı me of ıhe few in the CI which took with it the stonges wing of the
wort€ış' moıromenL

In lY20 the first Pgty reere.seııtatve was sent o üe CI's Executive Coınminee CCCD. Pafiy
delegations paıticipaıcd in the ş,qt of the C['s Congıesses and üe ğıtrgd Plenums of the ECCI. The
Bulgarian qırstion was puı on ıhe ag€nd& and emissuies and iıstııctims werc snı to Bulgari& Secreı ctıaıııpls
were set up acrcss the Blac,k §e8, Rornaııia, Ccısantinople and Central Eıımpe in ader to maintain relations.
fiışe were used by fiınctionrics and for the raısfer of üteraüıre, rms and otiıer maıerials. From üe beginning
the Party rcceived ftıanciat aid from ıhe Comintern aııd i§ rctiviss uıeıe tied o the Sovieı seğ€t §€ryice.

A compcison betwceıı the basic onets of üıe Party progıanme. formulaıed indepeııdently befge üıe
CI was fgmed, and üe pmgıannc dthc CI show close unity of thougbtin mııcrs of principle. Thi§ unity also
exress€d itsetf, as fr as thc cgadsaüoıral strııc[ırt of the CI was concerred. The Bulgariaıı communists
supıportedüeideaof acenualiscdinarnatioıulparty, wiüabelief in imnincnıwcldıpvolution. Common ideas
on boüı organisatiorral aııd political qııestions contributed o üe consoüdation of üıe Party's rıew orienaüon.

Amongst üe erly cmgıEgrcs of the CI, üe Thiıd and Foıırth Congıesses weıe particulariy iniluential
as far as the Bulgarian Paıty ııras corıcerne4 wiü üeir aüernp§ !o take ino consideration changes in obirtive
coııditions, uıd to draw realistic coırclısions regrding üe poücies of the commıınist moveıneııL The poüücs of
üe united front and the slogan "government of wo,rters aııd peasaııs' left lasing effects. It offered the Bulgarian
communists the chancc to ovenome one of the fundamenıal wealoesses of the social democraıic period, the

8raduat rise of auloil)moııs action. Anernps were made to escape ftom üe realm of vague sloguıs, and to find
approaches suited o Bulgariaıı condiüors.

An oveıall examination of relaüons betweeıı üe CI and üe Party dııring üe period 1919_1923 shows
thaı they followed a naııquil courso withoııt üe ıensions ıhat were to come a liule later.

'1 BKP v rezoljucü i re§enija 1917-23,2 (Sofia, 1987), pp. 39-76,80-90.

15 A scial democratic group wiü little iniluence, founded dııring the Fint World War, which was
critical of both üe social demaratic paıties. After üe war it became pro-Bolshevik.
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b) 1923-1925:

During lY23-|9E events occıırıed in Butgria which were to leaye iııdelible trırccs on üe whole of the
subseqııent history of üe coııntry and the Pğty. A miütary coııp d'6at was executed qı 9 Jııııe 1923. The
legitimate gov€rnment of the BT.IS was overthıown and üe hime Mnişer and leader of üıe B3.{S, .A.
Starııboliiski, was crııelly mıırdeıçd. The power of the old partiesı6 was restoıpd. A spontaırcous insurrpction
broke out against the coııp but it was rapidly put dowıt

The corry d'6taı prwoked serioııs disagıeemens in the Party. Whilst prty organisations and cells
organised the insurıection in some ıegions, üe C€ declaıed itself neııtral in the stnıggle between üıe nvo wings
of the boıırgeoi§e - the ıııtaıı and rııral boıırgeoisie. Various frcors pustıing in the same direction (üıe
interference of üe ECCI, tr€ssıııe ftom the intcmal opposition, uıd üe govenım€nt's aııti<ommunist poücies)
forced change in üe Paty. Adopdng Comintern's line, acccding o which ıhe coıp d'6taı was a reacüonary aırıı
in Bulguiı's political life, üe CC d€clared thıt thc only solution o the crisis was armed insıırrpcüon o
ov€rthrow üe illegitimate rogiııle, which it labelled fascist, and üıe insıallation of a governmenı of worken uıd
peasarıls. This goııernment was not envisaged as a dictatrship of üe proletariaı but as a democratic auüıority
in terms of is support and io scial p,ıogramme. The party changed it§ attinıde o the political siuıation radically.
Fıom conftontıtion gçs üe poliıical spectnım, it moved oş,ards alliance - a ıınited ftont wiü the prıncipal
democratic putias: the Ban§ and thc BRSDKo), in thek coııımon sruggle asainst thc ncw regimc. In fact üıe
hrty executed a stratsgic volte-frce - socialisı goals weıe relegaıed o ıhe bact-bıırrer, aııd a democratic stage
appear€d in the conccpt of the reıolution in Bulguia

Sutrering froıı iıısııfficient preparation aıd becoming the object of goverııment povocation which
included widesprcad uıtst of Party frıırctioıırics, üe iruııuection bıokc out spcadically in different regions of
üe coııııtry betıveeıı 14 and 23 Sepomber l93. Power was seized in a few srııatl ıırbaıı oentres and in a number
of villages, puticularly in ngtiıeın Bulgrla şıheıe üe insıırrection aracted qııitc widospr€ad §upporl By üe
end of September the insıırıectim had beğı blodily put down.

Aft€r üıis seıbk the Party continırcd ttı believe thaı üe political crisis was not oyer. It uııderook
pr€,paıadon§ for a new insıırıectiorı In clandestine corıütiors it ıebuilı iıs orsanisadons, formed a mütary wing,
armed itself and bgan resistaııce operations. A ımited frıorıt was con§tnrted with the left wing of the BT.IS.
ln the Prty, and prticularly in tb miliı8ry agani§ıtion üıere was a growü in arruism which culminaıed on
16 April 1925 in the explcion in ıhe St Nedelia chıırch in Sofia in which ma€ than 150 people weıe killed-
This terı§it act offecçd ıhe ıegime üe ideal opıptrffiıity for an anrck against ıhe communist moyement, the left
wing of the BEIS and oücr democıatic forc€s.

The period lg23-|925 saw a fundamental change in the relationstıip betweeıı üe Party and thc CL
Serious contradictions emergcd betweeıı the CC of the Fcty and üe ECCI wiü ıegnıd !o üe coup of 9 June.
At the same time the ECCI's intcrest in üıe Bulgarian communist moyemeııt clearly rcse: in oıüy oıe year (Jııne
|y23 üo lvIay 1924) the leadersiıb of üe CI examined diffeıeııt aspecs of the Bulgrian question on 38
occa§ioı!ı, and 8 appeals werç mads with ıegrd to evenıs in ButgEia Cominıera's me.ssı€ııgenı continued o
entcr the country, and the subject of BulgEia never left üıe pages of the Comint€rıı press. The CI played a
priırcipal aıd often decisive role in ıhe Party's üırıı from a posiüon of neııtrality o üe adoption of rmed
uprising, the formaıion of üıe united ftont and the clarification of the demand fa a govemmerıt of workers aııd
peasant§.

The şecial interest which the CI showed in the Bulguian qııestion dııring üıese years had deeper roos,
dictaıpd as it was by internıional considerations. Evenb in Bulgria were viewed in üe context of ıhe awaited
new wave of rcvolution and were arached to the hope of a revoluüoııary keaktiııough in the Balkans.

c) 1925-1934:

The defeats of |V23-I925 werp followed by one of üıe most difficult periods in üe hisory of üıe Party, the yeaıs
L925-193/'. The conüüons of itlegality, üe loss of members, violent intcmal stnıggles, arıd üıe negaiive
influence of the CI _ all this aggra,ırated the crisis in üe Party. But the Paıty showed considerable powers of

ı6 fiıe poütical parties which trcaded üıe government of Bulgaria unül üe erıd of üıe First World War.
After the war their influence declined drastically. After üe coup of 9 June 1923 most of üese partias entered
inıo poütical union under üe name of the Democratic Alliance, which after certain transformations held
power until 1931.
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endurarce. Skilfully combining legal and coııspiraıorial foıııs of activity (in 1925 legal rade ımions weıe formed
under communist leadenhip; n 9n a bgal pany and in 1928 a legal yoııü movement w€rc seı up) üıe Party
won brck a substarıtial paıt of whı it had losı In üe early 1930s, in deterigating ecuıomic conditions, it
ap,poached agıin the level of stengü aııd influence, in terms of üe meınbership of üe legal paıty, readership
of üıe commımist gess, and electiqı rcsults, üat it had enjııyed in üe yecs immediately after the şrar. Iıs
suocıess in the local elections n L932 was signifıcaııü it won in the elections in the cTinl The government

resorted to declaring the electionş void. The popularity which Dimitov gaiııed dııring the Iıipzig rial and his
eleçtion o üe ledership of Comintern contributed to ıhe successful rebirü of üe Party, aııd above all to üe
restontion of is international autİıority.

Dııring Lg25-1934 howewr the id€ological arıd üeoreıical activity of üe Prty took a diffeıeııt routc.
Extreme dogınatism florished in tip Party. The Party abandoned its üıeoretical positions of L923 and reviscd
üeın in a left direction. This revision foıınd its fullest expre§on in the Party's anindes to üıe politics of tiıe
united fro[ıt, and üe deıııand for a governmeııt of workers and peasants. The BanS and the BRSDP(o) which
had been regaıed n §23 as allie§, were declaıed at the end of üe 190s ıo be agrriaıı fascists and social
fascists and üe Prty's main effor§ werç condtrted against üem. The slogan "governıneııt of wckers and
peasan§i was ıeinterpreted as being synonymoıuı with 'dictatorship of the proletaril". Idea§ on üıe national
question werc litewisğ coloıııçd wiü nihilisrn and a sectarian spiriğ Bulgaria was labelled aı imperialist statç,
and the substantial population of ıefrıgecs regrdcd as an oppressed fqeıgn minority. The ıpw nations of Tt racia,
Dobnıdja and tvlacedoııia weıc proclaimed. Even üe üaııdoııment of certain traditional (if raıher uıopian and
unconvincing) slogans, such as üe call f6l tr §,qlkan federation and Bulgria's classifrcation as a colaıy g semi_
colony was crried out from a left sccarian stan@inl

The aieııtation of üıe Farty dıııing LY25-1934 was ıhe ıeflection of a p,rocess occııning in Comintern
The process of bolshevizatiorı and thc Cl's effoıt ıo cut off compleıely from its social democıatic roots saw üe
riuınph in üecy aıd prrcticc of an extreıne left-wing secüırianisn.

The decade LY25-|9Y ended in uıother tragic event in üe hisory of Bulgaria - üıe coup d'6at of 19
lvtay 1934. A fascist type of political ıegime was insalled, üe constitution was suspeııdcd and poüücal parties
outlawed. In üe şirit of üe ultra-left liıp which was then in üe ascendaııcy in the CI, the Party decided thaı
üe coııntry had eııtcred a period of ıevolutiqıary crisis. A geneıal strike was decreed and the §tnıggle for soviet
pow€r was placed qı the ag€ndı as 8n ıırgent poütical tıck. Instead of appealing for union arıd altid resistance
of all democratic fqc€s, üe le,ft-wing rcrıd became mor€ extreme: üe BZNS aıd üe BRSDP(o) continued to
be viewed as public eırcmy number qıe and the main atıack was corıducted aginst the left wing of those parties.

d) 1934-1939:

The even§ of tviay 1934 in Bulgaria coincided with a uırning point in üe poücy of the CI. Under the inflııence
of the CI, the communist moveıııeııt in Bulgaria also undertook to oyeıcome the left sectgian line. The party
changed iıs viervs wiü regrd to ıhe siunıion in ıhe coııntry and iıs tısks, and uııııed towrds uııiting democraıic
foıces in an anti-fascist popıılar ft,onı Tlıe slogan calling for sovieı power profiably gave way o üıe deınand
for a govemment of waters uıdpeasaııts, replaced a üttle later with üe demand fora populn ft,ont goverıımenL
Originally, the popular froııt was envisaged as having a ıurrow political composition - unified action by üıe
Communists, ıhe B?.[S aıd ıhc BRSDP(o). In other words, this was a reüırn o üe positiaı of |923, Under üıe
influence of üe sinıation in üıe counry, and as a result of üe international experierrce, the Party quickly broa_
derıed iıs views on ıhe raııgc of üe poıpular ft,qıt o include all the demaratic foıces in üe couıtry. Although
towards the eııd of 1936 üe uıti-fascist policy of üe popular ftont acquiıed a relatively complete image, the
Party continued o embellish ic anti-moııaıchical demands were exclıded from üıe plaform of üıe popular front,
the nihilist rheoric on ıhe national question was rejected, and the Party recognized üe necessity of national
union for üıe Bulgarian people. Also üıe Pany did not pose is inclusion in üıe popular front government as an
absoluo corıdition of support for iı

Simultaneousty with üe fcrrıulation of the new potitcy the Party auempted ıo put it ino action. During
üe secorıd half of 1934 the communisıs turned o üe BZ}.{S and BRSDP(o) o build an anti_fascist popular fronı
In Noveınber they achieved üeir fırst partial sucoess - an agıEement bet\yeen üe communist and agrarian youü
organisatiorıs o work ogeüıer in their oommon stnıggle. In 1935 a similar agreement was reached between üe
Party and representatives of the left wing of thc BD{S, and in 1936 wiü the leadership of the BRSDP(o).
Success continued into 1937 when üe communiss concluded an alliance wiü the "Five" - a poütical bloc
formed by five paıties. On this basis a broad movement was put inlo gear for the restinıtion of the constitution.
A network of constitutional commiuees waı set up - a form of organisaıion peculiar to the popular front
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Pressııre from üe united democratic parties forced üe government into malcing panial concessions - üe
orguıisatiaı of parliamentry and municipal elections. Dııring the 1938 parliamenıry election campaign a very
broad, if raüer chaotici popular front organisation was created with üe participaüon of üıe Party - üe
Democratic Union. The co+ıdiııated involvement of the Democratic Union in üe 1938 elecüorıs was ıhe most
successfiıl demonsüation of üıe popular fruıt moveınent in üe pre-war yeanı.

fiıe kty's popular fr,ont policy, deşite the absence of stategic succ€ssı, i.e. the fall of the fascist
regime and üe creation of a democratic govenıment, exercised a positive irıfluence on üe political sinıaüon in
üe counry. The posiüon of the deınocratic forces was strengüeııeğ ıhe fascisı regime was forçed to give way
on certain poinıs, the communist moveınent began ıo free iself from its left-sectarian terıdency and reorientated
iself owaıds policies based on r€alistıı.

This pqulr front poücy of 1934-1%9 was connected ıo importarrt internaüonal events on which üıe
Party look aıı actiııe anti-fascisı position: the civil wr in Spain, üe invasion of Eüiopia by laly, üe
"Anschlu§§n of Austria to Gamany ıııd üıe dismantlemenı of Czechslovakia Bulgarian communists showed
üeir solidrity wiıh the Spaııish Repubüc. More than 450 But8ariaııs foughı asainst Frarıco's soldiers.

The popular frorıt poücy is oıp of the most striking examples of üe con§tnıctive influence of
Comintern This iniluence however had üe not unimporuııt aspect üat its aim was ıo tiquidate posiüons which
had theınseivcs bceıı inr,odııccd by the cI.

In the middle of üe l930s relations betş,eeıı üe comintern aııd üe communisı movement in Bulgaria
were put on a new plane. Unü 1923 relııtions were ctıaracterised by the neaıly absolute auionoıny of the Party.

^ilğ 
L923 üat autonomy disapp€aı€d almct entiıely. From 1934 theıe wa§ a kind of fision benreen üe

leadership of the Prty and üe leaderstıip of Comintcrn, Diııitrov being at the same time in charge of the
Foreign Bııreau of the Party, and head of the ECCI. He led the Party by his prticipation in üıe debates and
decisions on the Bulgariarı question in both orguuı, and by coordinating üings with the leadership of Soviet
Communisı Party and personally with Stalin. The restoratiorı of diplomaıic relaiion§ betıveen Bulgaria and üe
Soviet Union in 1934 allowed directives from Mscow o reach Bulgaria quickly.

During üe second half of üıe l930s üe C[ was affected by üe salinisı r€pfrss§ion, arıd üıe Butgariaıı
Party was amongst üıe sections most aff€cted" More ıiıan 1,000 Bulgarian emigrĞs (out of a otal of 2,500) were
victims of repression. Aıoııtıd 600 of those deported were conderıned to deaıh or died in prisons and camps. oıı
ıhe oıher hand, Bulgaıian coınmımiss woting in üe CI appaiıs, in üe foıcign leaderstıip of üıe Party, aııd
in üıe adminisrative appüaiı§ of üıe §oviet Uniqı, had a stıaıe in üe responsibility for the ı€,Fes§ion Famous
Bulgarian activists inctıding Dimiüov, Kolaıov aııd Iııanov supported Stalin's dismantling of the Polish Party,
and took part in raising clıages agiıst communist cadı€s which were ofteıı used for justifying üe re,pressim.

e) 1939-1%1:

In August_Sepemb€r 1939 following the Nazi-Soviet Pact and the beginning of the Second World War the CI
suddaıly chaııged its poücy - üe anü-fascist lirc was abarıdoned and üe communist movement was again
pu§hd towards dogmatisın. This change had a pernicioııs impact on üe communist movement in Bulgaria
Support fc üe union of democratic foıccs was abaııdoneö The terııı fascist dlsrypeareO from the political
vocabulary. Once again a front against the social demcrais arıd the anti-Hitler parties was oıpened. This change
had aıı immediately destructive inflıpnce: the union of democratic forces was severely distırbetl, the confidcnce
of üıe democratic prties in the communists was underrrıine«i once again. The maneuvıes of the govenıment
and the moııaıch in pıshing üe country into a pro4errrıan alliaııce were thereby faciütated-

This policy was followed for the most pıırt until June 194l but under pressııre of changes in Bulgaria
and in üıe region it was slighüy modified. From üe spring of 1940 when Germany turıır"d is aggressiorı against
the Balkans, anti_Nazi feeling in the Party intensified. The communists condemned the entry of German tnoops

ino Bulgaria, üe country's joining the Tripartite Pacı on 1 lvlarch 1941, and Bulgarian suppğt of üıe German
occupation of Yugoslavia and Greece. Finally, when Bulgaria enter€d the war, üe Party took a position of
opposition, something ıhat had rıot b€en possible since üe conclusion of üe non-aggression and muoal aid pact
wiüı the soviet union.

Statin decided to resolve the complex problems which faced üıe communi§t movement at üe beginning
of the war by the dissoluüon of ıhe Comintem. The prçarations undertaken in Aprıl l94l for this dissolution
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were interrupted by Gerrrıany's anaci on ttp Soüet Union.ı?

f) 1%]-1944

The German aggıession confronted thc Party wiü a new tn§k: to ıüıe ev€ry meailı to sıpıport üe Sovietpeqle.
This meant ıhat it ıras nec€ssğy not oııly to pevent üe serıding of Bıigarian tı,oqs o üıe Eastern froııt, but
also o discganise Hiüer's rear, &awing the maximum number of Hitler's troop§ to ft6 lnlkıns, and impeding
üe provision of sııpplies. Tbe futy immcdiaıely took action. On22 June it condeınned Hiüer's aıask on üc
Soviet Union. On Z Jııne it adeted üe policy of armed smJgge. At the erıd of Jıııe üe fırst goups for secret
combaı were forme( aııd in July the first resistaııce detrchmeııts orgarıised- In 1943 üıe gıowing partisaıı
movement was restrucuıred ino an army of irsıınection fc natiorıal überation. The p,rocess of union of the anti_
fascist forces deııeloped successfrılly. I^ lylz üe party pülished is prıogramme fa üe building of a pariotic
honı By 1943 it rvas rchicve( aıd the pariaic ftont united foıır parties ııııder a cdıımon leaderstıip.

The anti-fascisı ıe.sisaııcc in Bulgaıia from 1941-1944 had certain rticıür feanııcs rvhich resulted
primarily from the şecific role played by the communi§s. Firstly, considering Bulgaıian conditions, üe
movement wa!ı v€ry powerful - there was noüing !o equal it for organisation, rctivity aııd scope in any of the
coımtries allied o Gerrıany. Alıııo§t 80,000 peçle took part in the ğmğd §trııgglc, a§ prtisan§, helpers,
members of combat goups and messengers. Secoıdly, the communiss weıe iırcontestably the driving force of
üe Resisnnce. In partlcular üe undergıuıııd resistance was iotally communisı Wheıe members of oüer parties
joined iE it was only an occasional (rccııE€nce and happerrcd oııly on persorral initiative.

Aft§ zzJune the principal diıectives for Party activity cmtinued to aırive from l\ı[oscow. The centes
of Bulgarian emigration in üe Soviet Unim sent mütary aııd political advisor§. A radio station oarısnıining in
Bulgarian functiorıed in üe USSR which aided the sruggle.

The dissolution of Comintern on 8 June 1943 did not introdııce any ııotable changes in the evoluüon
of üe communist movement, becaııse it was a fgrrıality. As far as poliücal positions, strategy, tacücs, commıııist
party organisaıion and aniudes o üıe Soviet Union were concerned thert was no zubsEntivc change. Wiıhout
Comintern the communist parties continued to develop and wat in the same spiriL even o the extent of
following in the Soaünisı radition. This was prticularly true of the communisı moyement in Bulgaria for wo
ığa!nıuı. Firsüy, it was becaııse the Foıeigp Bııreaıı of üe kty remained in l\foscow and continııed o fulfil üe
role of üe suprcme leading orgaıL Secondly, the newly creaıod "Intematioııal Inforınation Depotment" airchcd
to the Central Comminec of the CPSU which rçlaced üıe üqııidatod ğgaııs of the CI was effectively, though
not officially, led by Diınitrov, who ıpınained ıhe unconteste( aııthoriative leader of üıe Party.

j. conclıısion

The Bulgaıian Coınmunist Party wıs one of üıe mst active and influenıial secüons of üe Comintern, and ıhe
laııer was üe most §ignificaııt hctor in its development dııring the whole pğiod" The traces of Comintern
iniluence can be seeıı in evcry aspoct of the Party's rctivity - beginnins with the adoption of the rıame
"communist"' in l9l9, tiırough iıs sııport of armed uprising n L923, right up !o its §ıand dııring üe Second
Wcld War. The Party belonged o the secüons which experienced the most systematic uıd stongest pıEsıııırt
from üe Internatioml. Varioıs facors and ciıcumstances conributed o this: üe proximity benveerı üe lefı wing
of the Bulgarian socialists and üe Bol§ıeviks, Dimitrov's authority and leading role in üıe CI, the eıistence of
the foıeigı leadership of üıe Party, üe subsantial numbers of Bulgarian emigı€s in üe Soviet Union, and üıe
leading role of Bulgarian communisu in üıe Balkan communist federation.

Drawing continııally from üe soıırce of the expoience of the CI, üe Bulgariarı communiss in
proportion o üıeir stengü contibuted to i§ erırichment, and !o üe consolidation of the influence of üıe CI. The
Bulgarian representative Rakovski played an important role in the constitution of üe Third Intemational; üıe
party brought the strerıgü and compass of a mass paıty, being a crucial political factor in its counry as well as
üe dominant wing of the labour movement - a nıre combination for the time. Dııring the early years üe

ı7 ln his journal Dimirov recorded Stalin's position on the dissolution of the International, which he
expounded during an official dinner on 20 April 1941. According to Stalin communist parties should become
autonomou§ and deal with üeir tasks alone, wiüıout looking to Mo§cow. When üey had consoüdaıed
üemselves üe organisaıion of the Communist International could be ree.sıablished
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leadership of the lııterııational made fteqııentreference o the experience of üıe Bulggian communists. The 1919
"hociımation of üe Progıamme of the BKP" was published n the Coııııruıııist Inurııatioııal, wiü a personal
recommendatiorı from Grigci Zinoviev. Following üis interııational recognitio it became üe basis for üe
communist progammes of üe Balkan Federatiorı, and the communist partics of Grecçe, Rqrıania and Yu-
goslavia At the Foırrth Cominterıı Congıess n Lnz üe Prty provided oe of the tiııee projects for a
prognuııme of üe CI, which werc examined. The breadü of the Bulgarian experiaıce was uıııivalled in 1923
wiüı regad o the united ft,ont aııd üe demand for a govemment of wakers aıd peasaııts. This experience was
immediarcly nken up by the other communist partias in üe Balkans. Thus n LY23-19U üe whole communist
movement in üe Balkans approached an interp,retaüon of the policy of the united fronL as it would come to light
a decade laıer.

The role of üe Bulgarian cmmııniso was importanı in shaping Comintern cadres. Georgi Diminov was
the head of the ECCI dııring üe last decades of üe existcırce of tiıe Cominoın and he played a notable role in
the formulaüon of üıe policy of üe anti-fascist poputar ftonı Vasil Kolaıov was rctive oyer a very long pğiod,
and his role in the leadership of Cominrcrn was sigııificarıL He was a permancnt mcmber of the ECCI froııı 192
until its dissolııtiqı, and dııring IW-|YU he was its General Secretary. Dozens of Bulgaian commuııists
worked in üıe Intcrııational apprarı§, in various international communist organisatiorıs and training centres, aııd
fulfilled importaııt missions in other commııniql paıties. The scale of rtivity of Bulggian communist in the CI
thereby also tan them with substaııtial ıeşaısiUillty for üe erıors and defeaıs şısııined by üıe internaüonal
communist movemenL

Translated by l\ı[oira Donald
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