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% (cyrilic)or 1j (latinic) is tramscribed as 1i which
approximates the soft English 1 as in million.
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p (cyrilic)or r (latinic) is transcribed as r but is trilled
in pronounciation.
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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

A, The Problem of the Dissertation

The purpose of this dissertation is to examine the his=-
tory of the Congregational and Methodist Churches in Bulgaria
and Yugoslavia., As such this work is a historical study of
a part of the Christian Church which a noted German Church

historian defined as:

the religious fellowship of thosé who acknowledge
Jesus, which for the purposes of its legal exist-
ence in the world, as well as for its religious
self-attestation, expression, self-assertion, and
the achievement of its end in the same, develops
forms of constitution and government, clearly de-
fined forms of the religious life, and the forms
for the confirmation of morality, and for the
regulation of doctrine and education, and thus
produces institutions, assumes the character of
institutional. '

The task of the historian is to describe the origin,
rise, and developwent of certain phenomena of human experi-
ence, The development of the Christian Church has had a vast
influence on world history., Although it could not of course

be said that every group of Christians and in every land has

lyilhelm Moeller, History of the Christian Church:
A,D, 1-600, trans. Andrew Rutherfurd (London: George

Allen & Co., Ltd., 1912), p. 1,

1



left a significant imprint, the effort and influences of any
branch of the Church deserves the attention of the historian.

If it is not to be distorted, the history of
Christianity must include all the varieties of
the faith, It musc embrace not only those forms
which have had a wide following, but also minor-
ity groups. It must mention not merely the nu-
merous churches and movements which are features
of the current scene in whatever part of the
world they are found, but in addition those off—
shoots of Christianity which have disappeared.

The purﬁose of this dissertation is to describe the
course of missionary endeavors of two Anglo-Saxon Protestant
denominations, the Congregationalist and Methodist Churches
in two South‘SIavic Balkan countries, Buléaria and Yugoslavia,
An attempt will be made to presént an iﬁteliigible account of

- the origin, development and present conditions of these move-

ments against the background of the general history of these
regidns. A certain amount oflinterpretationuié inevitable
but will be minimized, Fitting this subject into larger his-
torical perspective is the task of othei historians far;her
remo;édlﬁﬁan the:wxlter of this disseftééion from thé events
described in it,. The most useful contribution of this dis-
sertation may be presumed to lie in the collection and selec-
tion of relevgnt data and the formation of a factual histori-
cal narrative. This in itself inevitably involves interpre-
taﬁion, but at its unavoidéble mihimum.

1Renneth Scott Latourette, A History of c%?,g:m ity,
(New York: Harper & Brothers, Publishers, 1953), p. xvi.



The mission and trénsPlantation of Congregational and
Methodist church polities and teachings on the part of mis-
sionaries are viewed here primarily in terms of the reciprocal
process of assimilation. These efforts toward indigenization
were met by adverse conditions. The work of the Methodist
and Congregational missions, their successes and failures,

_ their adjustments to'the national, political, economic, social,
cultural, and religious circumstances in Bulgaria and Yugo-
slavia, their developments as units of their respective de-
nominations and their participation in the ecumenical quest
will be the main concern of the dissertation, but because of

its scope some of these aspects will be rather hinted at than
fully developed. The major concerns of this dissertation are

to present a fairly complete narrative of the evangelistic

activities of these two denominations in Bulgaria and Yugo-
slavia from the beginning to the present and to relate them
to the environmental and historical factors of greatest in-

fluence on their development.

In order to make the historical narrative intelligible
and illuminating the basic terms must be defined. - The words
Protestant and evangelical are usually being used as synonyms
to designate all those who adhere to the basic teachings of
the sixteenth and seventeenth century reformers belonging to

any denomination which is not a part of the Roman Catholic



or Eastern Orthodox Communion. The term Evangelical has been
used in three ways. Whenever applied in connection with
Bulgaria it may refer to the churches founded byhthe American
Board of Commissioners for Foreign Missions which were of a.
Cpngregatioﬁal type. The Bulgarians also often referred to
the Congregational (Evangelical), Methodist, Baptist, and
Pentecostal dénominations as Evangelical Churches., Whenever
the term is used in conjunction with Austria-Hungary and
Yugoslavia, the term Evangelical designates the Lutheran
Church and the two terms are often coupled together for
greater clarity.

Congregationalism denotes an Anglo-American Protestant
‘denomination which vests the ecclesiastical power in the local
churches., Theologically the Congregationalisﬁs were tradi-
tionally Calvinists, but had produced a number of outstand=-
ing liberal theologians and churches by the end of the
nineteenth century. "Congregationalism took an acknowledged
leadership in the proﬁotion of Foreign missions."l The
American Board of Commissioners for Foreign Missions in
Boston was the major Congregational agency, sending out mis-
sionaries of various denominations to many areas of the world.,

Methodism is a religious movement which traces its ori-
gin to the English reformer John Wesley., In America, Metho-

dism achieved remarkable successes through its characteristic

1gaius Glenn Atkins, "Congregationalism," in Encyelo- -

edia of Religion, ed, Vergilius Ferm : .
Sophical Library,’1945), p.8196. | s (New York: The Philo



crusading, evangelistic spirit. In their long history, the
Methodists experienced a number of schisms, the most striking
of which was the division into the Methodist Episcopal Church,
Methodist Episcopal Church, South, and the Methodist Protes=-
tant Church. In 1939 these three denominations reunited into
the Methodist Church, based on the episcopal and connectional
system.1 The missionary enterprise pf the Methodist Episcopal
Church was carried on by the Missionary Society, later super=-
seded by the Board of Foreign Missions. After the merger, the
Board of Missions, through its Division of World lMissions,
supervised the missions throughout the world.2 |
Initially, in their annual meetings of missionaries of
the American Board, only foreign missionaries under life ap-
pointment could vote., Native pastors were not considered as
missionaries.and they formed their own ecclesiastical society.
These two groups co-operated but were not ofganically related.
The Methodists operated on a different basis., All missionaries
and native pastors held their membership in some already exist-
ing Annu#l Conference until their number was large enough to
warrant a separate organization, Then the General Conference

would form an Annual Mission Conference t0 which those on the

lAlbert: G Knudson, "Nethodien," in Encvelopedia of Re-
ligion, p. 487. -

2w:i.lliam Warren Sweet, Methodism in American Hist
2d. ed. revised, (New Ybrk Nashville: Abingdon Press, 1953),

p. 434,




mission field would be transferred while the new pastors would
become members directly. Thus the foreign missionaries and

the native pastors were always members of the same organization.-
C. The Scope and Limitations

The scope of this dissertation is partially defined by
the title. It includes the history of the Congregational Mis-
sion in soutﬁérn Bulgaria from 1858 to 1963 and in Macedonia
from 1873 to 1921, and of the Methodist Church in northern
Bulgaria from 1857 to 1963, in southeastern Austria-Hungary
from 1898 to 1919, and in Yugoslavia, primatily in Voyvodina
and Macedonia, from 1919 to 1963. Southeastern Austria-
Hungary is included because its territories later comprised
the northeastern part of Yugoslavia, the mission thus being
to the same people and area.

The educational and literary work of the American Board's

_missibn to Bulgaria ultimately became more influential than
some.of the'aspects discussed here, as is partially trué.also
of the work of_the Methodist mission to northern Bulgaria,
However, little emphasis will be given here to these matters
because they have been adequately investigated by previous re-
searchers, particularly by William W. Hall, Jr. and James F.,
Clarke, [ II] in their doctoral dissertations.,l This disserta-

tion is limited to the evangelistic or ecclesiastical aspects
of the work with a few detours into their social, educational,

lsee below, pe 7.



and literary aspects as necessary to show the organic umity
of these efforts., By evangelical activity is meant‘the en-
deavor to make Jesus Christ known tc people as their Savior
and to persuade them to become his devoted followers and to
organize themselves into churches seeking to promote the King-

dom of God through Christian ideals and living, and mutual co-

operation.

D. Previous Research in the Field

Few researchers and writers have done substantial work
in the field and there has been no attempt to cover the whole
history of any one of these missions from the beginning to
the present. By far the most extensive work has been done in
the area of the American Board's mission to Bulgaria. The
largest and best single work is a doctoral dissertation of
William Webster Hall, Jr., entitled The American Board Mission
in Bulgaria, 1878-1918;: A Study in Purpose and Procedure pre-
Sented in 1937 at Yale University at New Haven, Connecticut,
and later published in Sofia, Bulgaria, under the title Puritans
in the Balkans. Not so relevant to the entire subject as the
above sﬁudies, but very significant for the understanding of
the effects of the mission'work, is another doctoral disserta-
tion presented at Harvard University, Cambridge, Massachusetts,

in 1937 by James F. Clarke, f1I] entitled Bible Societies, Ameri-

can Missionaries and the National Revival of Bulgaria. Less

‘well supplied with specific information on Buigaria but more



comprehensive in scope and perspective is William E. Strong's

The Story of the American Board: An Account of the First Hun-

dred Years of the American‘Board of Commigsioners fof Foreigg

Missions. A number of other authors, especially early"mis-

sionaries; wrote memoirs which are relevant to the study, par-
ticularly Rufus Anderson, History of the Missions of the
American Board to the Oriental Churches, also the writings of
Cyrus Hamlin, Elias Riggs, S. C. Bartlett, and the biographies
about John Henry House and William W. Peet by other people.
The Methodist work in Bulgaria has been described only

until 1895, J. M. Reid's Missions and Missionary Society of
the Methodist Episcopal Church, Vol. II and I. G. John's Hand-

book of Methodist Missions seem to paraphrase the Annual Reports

of the Mission without proper acknowledgements. Julius

Richter's History of the Protestant Missions in the Near East

‘ is largely inaccurate on both Methodist and Congregational

| work in Bﬁléaria. Despite several minor inaccuracies the work
of Wade Crawford Barclay, A History of Methodist Missions,
Vol. III, is the most reliable secondary source, For the de-
velopments in Bulgaria after World War II the most complete .
secondary source is Robert Tobias' Communist Christian En-
gounter in BEast Europe.

Very little attention has been given to Methodism in

present day Yugoslavia, Aside from a few insignificant peri-
odical articles, there are no secondary sources in English.

llo research was done in any language about the Methodist



Church in Yugoslavia except on the first twenty five years of
Methodism in Voyvodina. One account is by F. H. Otto Melle,

Das Walten Gottes im deutschen Methodismus and another en=-

titled Festschrift zur Feier des Fifundzwanzigjdhrigen Beste-
hens der Bischdflichen Methodistenkirche im Kgr, S, He S,

[anonymous]. Short references are made also in John L. Nuel-
sen's Geschichte des Methodismus and Paul F. Douglass' Ihe
Story of German Methodism. Finally, mention should be made
of an unpublished manuscript filed at the American Board Li-
brary under the title History of the Works of the American
Board of Commissioners for Foreign Missions in the Near East

and More Especially in Turkey, probably written by Charles T.
Riggs.,

E. Primary Sources

The dissertation is based mainly upon primary sources.
These are either in (1) printed form in the Minutes of the
Annual Conferences or Meetings, or Annual Reports of the Mis-
sionary Societies or Boards under consideration, avail-
able at many libraries, (2) unpublished reports of various
kinds or (3) correspondence, official and unofficial. The
American Board has filed most of this correspondence in its
Archives at the Houghton Library at Harvard University, Cam-
bridge, Massachusetts, where it is readily available on per=-
mission from the Board. The primary sources concerning Bul-

garia end with the year 1933 when the mission was officially
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withdrawn and the native churches became independent. The
other great depository of such documents is the American
Board Library at 14 Beacon Street in Boston, Massachusetts.

.The Methodist Church reports and correspondence compara=
ble to the American Board primery source material is kept in
the Vault Section of the Board of Missions of the Methodist
Church at 475 Riverside Drive, New Yofk, N. Y. As a general
rule, material of this kind over fifty years old is available
for research, but that of a more recent date is rarely di-
vulged.

A last but very important primary source is the corres-
pondence established between the writer and such eyewitnesses
cf events and participants in the work as'are willing to give
a first-hand account unparalleled in cther primary sources.
This documentation remains on file with the auﬁhor to be re-
viewed upon request.

A serious limitation lies in the lack or unaccessibility
of records since both Bulgaria and Yugoslavia are now commu-
nist-controlled, making communication with the churches dif-
ficult and sometimes even dangerous. Consequently some very
rich sources of information have been cut off. Comprehensive
sources are lacking also for the war periods (the Balkan Wars,
World Wars I and II) and the post-World War II period. It is
more difficult to establishié prdber historical perspective
for the more recent period. In the last chapters, dealing with

the situation since World War II, the goal is to establish
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some evidences of the activities of the churches under most ad-
verse conditions with the limited amount of available informa-
tion, particularly from Bulgaria. These chapters may serve as
basic sources for later investigation. Emphasis is placed on
those chapters for which records are not being permanently con-
served which will soon make them inaccessible to possible future

research.
F. Ihe Method of the Dissertation

The record seems to be best reviewed by combining a topi-
cal with a chronological approach. Beginning with the earliest
missionary efforts in Bulgaria and thoslavia to the present
time, we find three major and distinct periods, broken up by the
two world wars, which may be thought of as ending earlier times,
rather than initiating new ones. Such universal crises affected
all churches everywhere, but especially those in these two
sctall countries.

The sequence followed in this dissertation is the follow-
ing: within each of the three periods, i.e., the period which
terminates with the ending of World War I, the period which
commences with the Paris Peace Conferences and ends with the
termination of World War II, and the period after World War II,
attention is given first to the Congregational Church in Bul-
garia and also to Macedonia during the first period, then to
the Methodist activities in Bulgaria, and finally to the Meth-
odistsAih Yugoslavia or in the territories which later be-

came Yugoslavia. Preceding this part of the narrative some
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background information is offered and at the end appears a
chaptér containing the author's interpretations.

Within each chapter the account is chronological, based
either on events of national history when the turning points
of church history were determined by them, or by the internal
development of the mission., Within this chronological out-
line a topical outline is followed which is usually confined
in scope to the period under which heading it is considered.
This pattern is, however, not invariabl& followed as it is
necessary to discuss»some topics which transcend the time
delineation., Thus a semblance of unified approach is pre-
served, more so than in an exclusively topical or chronologi-
cal order.

The attempt has been to use the sources in an order of
priority. If at all possible, references are made to the
most direct primary sources. When a number of sources tended
to confirﬁ any statement, the priority has been given to the
printed source so that the reader may vérify the statament,
or the source which seems to issue from the more informed re-
porter. ?reference is also given reporters who have been
close; to the scene of events, Thus if the same material ap-
pears in the Minutes of the Annual Missionary Conferences and
the Annual Reports of the Missionary Society, the preference

.is given to the Minutes because they tend to be more elaborate
and less likely to have been edited by some ill-informed or

uninformed person. When sources conflict, this fact is stated
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here; then the conflicting positions are stated‘with the rea-
son for giving more credence to one or the other, It appears
that conflicts are infrequent and they seem to be due to un-
informed authors often detectable by their ignorance of the
general background. The main difficulty is, however, the com-
plete absence of direct source material on some phases‘of the
problems presented here. Unless the researcher has some in-
formation b#sed on his own experience or on knowledgeable perQ
sons, or unless a well-grounded opinion can be made without .
imperiling the trith of the total story, it seems wise to re-
frain from answering questions which the reader may well ask.
This leaves empty spots in the narrative until more diréct.
evidence is discovered, but it is better than constructing an
answer of a dubious value. It is unfortunate that a number of
personalities and events must thus remain in shadow however

much they deserve to be presented in high light,



CHAPTER II

THE SCENE: A DESCRfPTION OF THE COUNTRIES
UNDER CONSIDERATION

No man lives in a vacuum and no movement is uninfluenced
by its environment. The written primary sources relevant for
a particular topic usually provide the most direct information,
while the general surroundings frequently provide invaluable
insights into the way of life of a people, their mentality,
their conception of the world, their customs and mores, their
means of and satisfaction with existence and other important
factors. No real understanding of a religious movement is pos-
sible without the proper geographical, historical, political,

economical, social, and cultural perspective.

A. The Geographical Setting and Climatic
' Conditions
"It is a basic truth about Yugoslavia that an understand-
ing of its geographical situation and physical properties is
essential for an understanding of its stormy past and present

nl This statement is undoubtedly true of all coun-

problems,
tries of Southeastern Europe. Generalities are often mislead-

ing, but it is truly said that the Danube and its tributaries

1George W. Hoffman and Fred W. Neal, Yusoslavia and the
" New COEEunism, (New York: Twentieth Century Fund, 1962), p. 10.

14
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and ¥the far-flung mountain formation of the peninsula tended

to divide the people of one valley from those of the next,
and thus to foster local particuiarism and local hatreds.“1
Yet, to the outsiders this area seems more of a natural bridge
than a wall between Central Europe and the Near.and'Middle

East.2

Because of these two factors taken together--
inner fragmentation and outer accessibility--the
Balkan countries were unusually subject to outside
influences, On the one hand, the inhabitants were
not able to unite to resist outside pressure; on the
other, outsiders could easily efiferce their will.
So the people . . . separated from each other and
divided among themselves, were deeply affected by
the radiations of military power and of poiitical,
.economte, cultural, and religious influence which
emanated from certain great centers of Europe, from
vhich armies, diplomats, merchants, scholars, and
préests always found it_easy to penetrate into the
heart of the peninsula,3

From the geographical standpoint, Yugoslavia (particu-
larly Voyvodina) may be classified together with Hungary as
one geographic region usually referred to as the Pannonian
Plains Region, while Southern Yugoslavia (particularly
Macedonia) and Bulgaria, are regarded as the Balkan Mountain
Region. These two geographical and climatic regions have aleo -

tended to polarize around "two magnets: Istanbul and Vienna."4

lpobert L. Wolff, W (Cambridge:
Harvard University Press, 1 s Po 18, Abbreviated title BOT.

2 .

Ibdd., p. 19. 3Ibid.

4Charles Rebuffat, "The Country and the People,® in
533911511§;12§§, ed, Eugene Fodor (New York: David McKay
ompany, inc., 1958), p. 36.




16

Often referred to as the "breadbasket of Europe,! the
Pannonian region is one of the flattest most fertile regions
in Burope. Most of the region "is so flat that the rivers
meander sluggishly across the landscape, and their courses
are often bordered by swamps and marahes,”l 'Voyvodina,
Yugoslavia, is located in the southern end.of the Pannonian
Region, Ome feature of this region is the great navigable
international rivers, the Danube, Tisa, Drava, and Sava.

The climate of the Basin is characterized by cold winters and
hot mnmners.~2 |

Macedonia and Bulgaria are situated in the Balkan Moun-
tains. This region is predominantly mountainous and its ranges
stretch in the east-west direction.

The mountain ranges of these areas are wide, massive,

and between them are spacious valleys. Very spa-

cious is the Thracian Plain [usually called the

Maritza River Valley] between the Balkan Mountains

and the Rhodope Mountains and the steppes of Lower

Danubian Bulgaria between the Balkan Mountains and

the Danube , . . South of the Sar Mountain are sorted

the large ring-like valleys of Macedonia. Some of

them have beautiful lakes, .,. . some again have only

the remnants of old marshes.3

Macedonia and tc a lesser extent Bulgaria have only a

small portion of the total land area cultivated. "Excessive

13amuel Van le:kenburé and Colbert C. Held, Egﬁm (24
ed,; New York: John Wiley & Sons, Inc., 1960), p. .

2
W (New York: Time, Inc.
1961), p. 320, ’ ’

3kongtantin Jire¥ek MH, Vol. I. (Beograd,
Yug.: Naucna Knjiga, 1955): PP. Zf. e translation from
Serbian and the explanation in brackets are provided by the
pPresent writer,
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soil erosion and poor’ drainage of the bottom lands have con-
tributed to the great poverty and backwardness of its people,"l
The long Turkish rule resulted in an oriental outlook which
left deep imprints on the people and the economy of this area.2
The cold winters and hot summers on the mountains differ from
the climate along the river valleys only in that the winters

in the valleys are milder due to the influences of the Black

and the Aegean Seas.3

B. Recent Political History

The recent and contemporary historical situation in
Bulgaria and Yugoslavia has been appropriately called "the
legacy of dead empires."4 The Roman Empire, the Byzantine
Empire, the Turkish Empire, the Austrian Empire--éll these
left positive and negative imprints upon the development of
the Southeastern European states. Another important factor
has been that the Bulgarians, Serbians, and Croatians had
mighty kingdoms of their own in the early middle ages, to
which they looked with nostalgia after they had been subdued
or incorporated into the states of the neighboring great

powers, hbping for the restoration of their glory.

lHoffman and Neal, op, cit., p. 2L. 21bid.
3Van Valkenburg and Held, op, cite, pp. 679f.
44ol££, BOT, pe 50.
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l.. From 1850 to 1919

‘The period of national awakening in_Soﬁtheastern Europe
was full of turbulence culminating in the Balkan Wars of 1912
and 1913 and in World War I from 1914 to 1918, The Turkish
Empire, and the Austrian E@pire, despite last-minute reforms,
were hollow structures which crumbled when the great war
shook the world, The unity which they provided to Southeastern
Europe was, to a lérge measure, artificial., The rising nation-
al consciousness could not be stifled, but was often aggra- '
vated by the clumsy settlement of the national questions of
these multinational empires. |

a., The Austria-Hungary Empire.--Among the present Yugo-
slav territories included in the Austrian Empire were Croatia,

Slavonia, Bosnia and Hertsegovina, and Voyvodina (Srem, Banat,
and Bachka). Of the various nationalities controlled by the
German Hapsburgs, the most clearly nationalistic were the |
Hungariéns. The failure of the Hungarian revolution of 1848,
which sought to bring about the decentralization of the
Austrian Monarchy, b;ought about a period of reaction during
which the emperor, Francis Joseph, tried to encourage centrali-
zation. However, by 1859 Francis became convinced "that the
centralist forces in the monarchy were not strong eﬁough to

hold down simultaneously all the elements of national and

social opposition."l

lc, A, Macartney, Hungary: A Short History, (Chicago:
Aldine Publishing Co., 18%55, P. 160,
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. The Compromise of 1868 was to give the Hungarians com-
plete independence in internal affairs and to change the
structure of the state into a Dual Monarchy., This placed.
the Hungarians on an equal footing with the Austrians, but
left the other nationalities of the empire without the bene-
fits of this Compromise, In some instances the nationalities
under the administration of the Huhgarian part of the monarchy
were in a less advantageous position than they had been under
the direct administration of the Hapsburgs,'because the
Hungarians vere convinced "that the very survival of the
Hungarian state depended on the maintenance of its‘Magyar -

character."1

The Austria-Hungarian Empire had traditionally nurtured
expansionistic tendencies in the direction of the Balkans and
was vigorously competing with the Russian Empire for terri-
torial expansion and political and economic influence on the
Balkans at the expense of the decaying Turkish Empire., In
this expansion it came into conflict not only with the rising
Serbian state, but also with the hopes of other southern Slavs
who wished to achieve independence from the empire. These
nationalistic aspirations were severely challenged when the
Monarchy annexed Bosnia and Hertsegovina in 1908,2 a step
which the southern Slavs never forgave and which ultimately

proved to be the undoing of the Monarchy.

IM" p' 1830 ZMO’ P. 2010
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The dissatisfaction culminated in the assassination
of Archduke Franz Ferdinand by a young Bosnian student,
Gavrilo Printsip, in Sarayevo on June 28, 1914,1 Suspect-
ing that the Serbian state might have been involved, and
wanting once and for all to settle old accounts with Serbia,
Austria-Hungary issued an ultimatum which it knew the
Serbians could not accept. This led rapiﬂly to a declara-
tion of war. Almost immediately Russia and Germany became
involved, and then all the major powers, binging about the
World War,

Initially the fortunes of war seemed to be on the side
of the Dual Monarchy but this was reversed by'the end of 1917,
ﬁhen Austriﬁ-uungary collapsed. In the partition of the Em-
pire by the Peace Conferences, Austria and Hungary formed
two independent states and were greaély reduced in size,
Portions of their former territories were distributed among
a reviyed_Poland, a greatly enlarged Rumania, and the newly-
created states of Czechoslovakia and Yugoslavia.

b. The Ottoman Turkish Empire.--At the beginning of
the period under consideration Turkey was still holding some
portions of Serbia, Bulgaria, Macedonia, Greece, and Albania,

but she was rapidly declining.

1w01ff, &T.\ .po 96.
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For centuries the Ottoman despotism had been an
inflamed tumor in the sensitive underbelly of -
Burope. The processes of retraction and inter-
nal decay had sradually transformed it during

the nineteenth century into a kind of localized
malignancy-~painful, debilitating, but not im-
mediately fatal. In applying to it the rough
surgery of military revolution, the Young Turks
of 1908 achieved a temporary relief . . . but :
provoked a deadly metastasis that helped to bring
about the vast and multiple revolutionary dii'
orders that the world has since experienced.

The other powers, especially the Russian and Austria-Hungar-
ian Empires and the rising nations, made no‘effott to hide
their expectatione that "the sick man of Europe" would soon
die, So, "the worm-eaten Ottoman dynasty was the first of
the great autocracies still standing in the twentieth-century
Zurope to go down before the winds of change."2 '
While the sultans, Abdul Medjid and Abdul Aziz, granted
minor reforms to the subject people of their multinational
empire, ‘he last of the sultans, Abdul Hamid II, was the in-

carnation of absolutistic despotism,

Though the monarchy was not formally abolished
in Turkey until after the Great War, the overthrow
of the absolutist regime there dates back to 1908.
On July 23 of that year Sultan Abdul Hamid II, in
a desperate, eventually futile attempt to save his
throne, ylelded to an ultimatum from a junta of
military revolutionaries =--the so-called Young Turks--
and proclaimed a constitution, The reform brought
about a real transfer of power that for all practi-
cal purposes put an end to the seves centuries of
Oriental, semitheocratic despotism.

lEdnond Taylor, 2hiaﬁallrgij§h£_2!fe&£1£§ (Garden City,
N.Y.? Doubleday & Co., Co s P .

21bid., p. 97. 31big,
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In a succession of wars with~Austria-Hungary and Rugsia
and through numerous insurrections, Turkey lost territories |
véry rapidly and was kept alive only because of the nine-
teenth century theory of balance of power. Toward the end
of the nineteenth century, Serbia and Bulgaria became virtu-

ally independent, while Bosnia-Herzegovina was annexed by the

Austrians. Macedonia, however, still remained under Turkish
control, from which it was to free itself gradually after the
celebrated Illinden rebellion in 1903 and the Balkan Wars.'
| | The liberation movement of the former captive people
could not be stopped. In 1912, the Balkan League, coﬁéisting
of Serbia, Montenegro, Bulgaria, and Greece, defeated Turkey.
| The League was stopped from completely partitioning Turkey
i by the Western powers in the Treaty of Lohdén_in 1913.2
| Hdwever, in dividing the spoils, the victors started to quar-
rel, In the ensuing war Bulgaria was in conflict with the
rest of the League members, who were joined in their war
efforts by Rumania and Turkey.
When the First World War broke out, Turkey was allied
with Germany, Austro-Hungary, and Bulgaria. This was the
"wrong" side of the conflict., As a result, Turkey lost all
its territories in Europe, except Constantinople and vici-

nity, and ceased to play a role in European affairs.

2

Lior££, BOT, p. 88. Ibid., pp. 92f.



c. Bulgaria.--In the nineteenth century Bulgaria,
being held by Turkey, was frequently a bone of contention
between Turkey, which held it, and the Russians who in
their less imperialistic and more pan-slavic moods wanted
to liberate Bulgaria., The fate of Bulgaria became an as=
pect of the delicate international problem called the
"Eastern Question." These wars led to the liberation of
Bulgaria. This has been described as "a struggle for the
national and cultural liberation of a people, waged against
the background of rapidly changing economic relations, so
that the history of the Bulgarian renaissance is at the
same time a history of the growth of capitalistic relations
in Bulgaria and the story of the birth of a new nation,"1

As the Turkish Empire became more and more corrupt
their more than five centuries of rule was becoming increas-
ingly difficult and the Bulgarians were more and more restless.
Expecting the Christian states to rally to their cause at
times of crises, and being provoked by almost unbearable ex-
ploitation, the Bulgarians repeatedly rose in rebellion
against the Iurks,_onl& to be cruelly punished, and disappointe-
| ed by the lack of substantial aid from the great powers, who
were willing to incite revolts but not to support them if they were

lStanley G. Evans, A S Hist Bulgs (London:
Lawrence & Wishart Ltd., 1960), p. 90,



against their own temporary national interest. "Again the
Haiduk movement [bative guertlla outlawé] was the only form
of open opposition left and it recruited from the villages,
from the town intelligentzia, from the clergy and from the
craftsmen."! |

In 1875 a Bulgarian insurrection was finally supported
actively by Russian troops, and by March 1878 Turkey capitu-
lated at San Stefano, The Treaty of San Stefano marks the
formal date of Bulgarian liberation even though considerable
areas of Bulgaria were still unliberated, Russia imposed
such terms upon Turkey that a "Great Bulgaria" was created
"stretching from the Danube to the Aegean and from Ochrida
to the Black Sea, which was to be a:tributary of Turkey and
to be ruled over by a Christian government."z

Being afraid that this would give Russia an outlet to

the Mediterannean, the other great powers contested this

24

treaty and forced Russia into its revision. YAt the Congress

of Berlin, the powers of Europe modified. the Treaty of San

Stefano beyond recognition."3 Macedonia and western Bulgaria

were returned to the Turks, while the rest of "Great Bulgaria"

was divided into Eastern Rumelia and the Principality of
Bulgaria. |

1bid., p. 100. 21bid., p. 114.
Holfe, BOT, p. 85.
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Prince Alexander of Battenberg was elected as the first
prince of Bulgaria. In 1885 the population of Eastern Rume-
lia staged a bloodless coup proclaiming union with Bulgaria,
which provoked Serbia to declare a war in which they were
routed by the Bulgarians. Buf Russia was dissatisfied with
Alexander and forced his resignation, after which Prince
Ferdinand of Coburg was elected the new prince. He took the
title of tzar in 1908 after successfﬁlly removing Premier
Stambolski, who was a virtual dictator up to 18%,1 The
following years were very turbulent because of the revolu-
tionary situation in Macedonia, After the Illinden Revolt in
1903, Macedonia was divided into zones in which various
European powers "inspected" the Turkish administration.
Despite the contention over Macedonia, to which Bulgari@,
_Greece, and Serbia aspired,'these countries joined the Balkan
League against their common enemy, Turkey.

The war against Turkey was successful and Bulgaria gained
the largest territorial addition at the expense of Turkey,
Because of the inability to partition Macedonia and solve
other territorial questions, . the Balkan League collapsed,
In the Second Balkan war Bulgaria was defeated by her neigh-
bors, who took almost all the territories which Bulgaria
gained in the First Balkan war,

1Evams, op, cit., p. 139,
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Thwarted national aspirations, offended national pride,
desire for revenge, the dynastic relatedness of Bulgaria to
the Germans, and unwise diplomatic maneuvers landed Bulgaria
in World War I on the side of the Central Powers, against
the Allies, In 1915 Bulgaria entered the war, attacking
Serbia from the rear, oécupying'Southerﬁ Serbia and Macedo-
nia, The war solved no problems, for Bulgaria was the ulti-
mate 1bser, The territorial questions were again revised in
favor of her heighbors. Irredentist feelings remained high,
making good relations with her neighbors impossible.,

A positive highlight in the tqrbulént affairs of Bul-
garia‘was the existence of a progressive constitution bassed
in 1879, which, despite its monarchic limitations, provided
a liberal charter for the development of human rights, under

which significant internal democratic development was possible.

2, From 1919 to 1941
‘After World War I, Bulgaria and Yugoslavia functioned
as independent national étates, but the war left so many un-

settled questions that their post-war development was any-

thing but peaceful. Bulgaria was a loser and nurtured hos-

tile irredentist feelings toward her neighbors, which even-
tually drove her into the camp of the Axis powers, making
her pro-fascist. Yugoslavia also had some frustrated terri-

torial desires, mainly toward Italy, and was completely unable
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to solve its nationmal question as a multinational state, -

Viewed in retrospect, the period between the
wars was too short a time for the Balkan countries
to work out their destinlies satisfactorily. Ime
ported constitutions, liberal though they might be,
did not reflect the political maturity which the
area achieved, Cynical politicians flouted them
with impunity, and substituted manipulation and
rigging for genuine consultation of public opinion.
Everywhere, experiments in free government failed
¢ o o Scarcely was war damage mended when depression
struck . . . They were trapped in a dreadful cens
tury whose motive power they did not understand.

a. Yugoslavia.--The proclamation of the union of all

South Slavs in 1918 was the crowning event of a long, pain-

ful,

and determined effort to unite despite numerous differ-

ences, The new state was to be called the Kingdom of Serbs,

Croats, and Slovenes, and the regent, Alexander Karadjordj-

evié

of Serbia was to become its first king.

From the first the cruclal political issue was be-
tween Centralism and Federalism, the former being
more in consonance with the dominant practice in

 the small pre-war Serbia, the latter with the div-

As a

ersified practice of the Hapsburg Monarchy. Unfor-
tunately these two views tended to coincide with
the narrowly Ban-Serb and the Jugoslav outlook
respectively,

consequence,
the new state ran afoul of the confliet between

Serbs .and Croats. The Croatian delegates to the
Constituent Assembly . . . refused to vote for

Vol.

lyol££, BOT, p. 101.

2[4, C. Darb IEE_I%_EEQ
. Co y, 1. L. Foster and Others], Jugoslavia.
II. (Geogra hical Handbook Series, Naval Inte igence

Division, Norwi Eng.: Jarrold and §ons, Ltd., The
Empire Press, 194&

s P. 157,



the highly centralized constitution. This con-
stitution, proclaimed in 1921 without their vote,
was more a victory fYr the idea of Greater Serbia
than for Yugoslavia.

The period between 1919 and 1929 was one of intrigues
and party rivalries, culminating in the dramatic murder in
the Assembly, of the leading members of the Croatian Peasant
Party by a hostile deputy., This provoked a crisis, which
the King tried to solve by proclaiming a royal dictatorship
in 1929, He abolished the constitution and ruled by decree,
changing the name of the kingdom to the Kingdom of Yugosla-
via, This dictatorship did not essentially :ileviate the
problem of national disunity, yet it curtailed most civil
liberties. The new constitution of 1931 was only seem;ngly
democratic, because “even the constitutional facade'ill con-

cealed the persistence of personal authorita:ianism.“z

Just as Alexander seemed to have realized that his
course was failing, he was assassinated in France, Under
the regency of Prince Paul on behalf of the‘minor King Peter
1I, the country drifted from a pro-French position closer and
closer to the Nazis, The external and internal pressures
forced the government into signing the Axis Tripartitte Pact
in 1941, just when the Serbs and Croats appeared to have

lﬁbffman and Neal, 9p, ¢it., p. 59.

2Malbone W, Grsham, "Constitutional Development, 1914~
1941,% In !!Sﬁﬂié!iﬁ: ed, Robert J. Kerner (Berkeley and -
Los Angeles: University of California Press, 1949), p. 130.
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worked out some sort of agreement to solve the national ques-
tion by giving more autonomy to the various sections of the
country.,l A popular uprising and a goup d'etat thwarted the
German plans. Hitler swiftly retaliated by attacking Yugo-
slavia without a declaration of war.

b. Bulgarig.--The Treaty of Neuilly of 1919 left Bule-
garia without a considerable part of the territoiy and pop-
ulation which it claimed and forced to pay large war repara-
tions and indemnities., The revolutionary situation which re-
quired Tsar Ferdinand to abdicate in favor of his son Boris,
was mastered temporarily by the influential Stamboliisky,

but he was murdered and his government overthrown in 1923.2

From 1923 to 1934 there were disorders of the worst kind,
incited by the Internal Macedonian Revolutionary Organization
and the Communists, The situation changed with a new mili-
tary dictatorship which lasted only until 1935 when Tsar Boris
shrewdly estgblished himself as a dictator, to stay in power
uhtil his death in 1943. During this period he continued all
the bans on democratic activities imposed earlier by the
“Zveno" military group. "“Shrewd, cynical, quiet and ruthless,
he apparently never felt very deeply about matters of principle,

13, B. Hoptner, - (New
York: Columbia University Press, s Do . '

2Eva,ns, Qp, cit., p. 161.
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and decided that after all it would be easiest to govern the
country with an iron hand."l A police dictatorship abounding
with violence and terrorism by all political grbups was harde-
ly conducive to progress. Because of the heavy indemnities
imposed by the Allies, the irredentist feelings toward its
neighbors, and because of German pressure, Bulgaria joined
the Axis, although it maintained for a long time the status

described as "neutral for Germany."2

3. From 1941 to 1945

The Germans and Italians attacked Yugoslavia in April'
1941 and conquered it in two weeks. The Hungarian troops
also aided in the attack and cdnquered Bachka and Baranya.
The Bulgarian troops followed the Germans into Southern Serbia
and Macedonia, which was assigned to them by the Germans when
Yugoslavia was partitioned. Other parts were either given to
Italy or were retained under direct German military govern-
ment, with the exception of two puppet states, Croatia and
Serbia.

The pro-Russian feelings in Bulgaria were so strong that
the Bulgarian government did not dare to declare war against
U.S.S.R., but only against the other Allies. The Bulgarian
army fought the anti-Nazi guerillas in Greece and Yugoslavia,

and co-cperated with the Germans in many ways. Toward the

2

lyolff, BOT, p. 135. Ibid., p. 243.
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end of the war; especlally after Tsar Boris' death, envoys
were sent to negotiate with the Allies, seeking to change
sides., Suddenly, in September 1944, the U.S.S.R. declared
war on Bulgaria, and the entrance of Russian troops into the
country brought about a putsch which made Bulgaria a cobellig-
_arerit of the Allies., The armistice of October 1944 provided
for the functioning of an "Allied Control COmmission“ in Bul-
garia under the direction of the Soviet High Command.1

~ While the govermnment of Yugoslavia fled into exile to
the West, the people of Yugoslavia started a guerilla warfare
against the occupation and quisling troops. Theselguerllla
troops finally crystalized into the "Chetnik$" (nationalistic
Serbian irregulars), who enjoyed the support of the Allies
and the Yugoslav government in exile, but were eventually
proven to have collaborated extensively with the Germans and
Italians,'and the Partizans, who were organized by the
Communist Party of Yugoslavia. The struggle was not confined
to fighting foreign troops, but developed into a full-fledged
fratricidal civil war between a half-score of groups, in which
all the'haﬁreds of the past’frustrations were uﬁleashed. in
this complex struggle the Partizans received the support of
the majority of the perple, since they were most clearly anti-

fascist and were striving for national unity. With Allied

1ibid., p. 248.
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material aid they succeeded in liberating about half of the
territory of Yugoslavia before ahy Allied troops could reach
the countyy. Through an intricate maneuver, the Communist
leadership.gained dominance in the provisional govetnmsnt,
which gained international recognition.

4, Since 1945

The story of the post-war years is that of a masterful
Communist take-over, whick had similar phases but different
timing in the two countries, Of the East Eurbpean revolu=-
tions the first and most genuine was the Yugoslav Commupist
seizure of power; the Bulgarian Communists had a somewhat
more difficult problem althdugh they enjoyed considerable
popular support, |

Professor Hugh Seaton-Watson distinguisﬁes three stages
in the Communist take-over: (1) genuine coalition, (2) bogus
coalition, and (3) "monolithic" regime.l The last stage is
commonly called by the communists "democratic centralism",
but most non-communists regard it as dictatorship and abso-
lutism,

a. Bulgarla.--In Bulgaria the process of communization

was determined by the presence of Soviet occupation troops

sponsoring a coalition government of members of the Fatherland

1Hugh Seaton-Watson, ¢ Fyr (3zd
ed,; New York: Frederick A, Praeger, . PPe =171,
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Front, a popular war-time coalition which was controlled by
the Communists, who were now placed in key positions in the
new governnent.l They pioceeded to eliminate not only all
actual but even poteht;al opposition by what is commonly
regarded to be the severest purge suffered in Europe after
the war, "Not only all politicians who had held office in
wartime, but hundreds of innocent people whose only fault was
oppogition toiCommunism, suffered death and 1mprisonment."2
By rigging elections, by placing single lists of candi-
dates in elections, threatening and intimidating both friends
and foes, by eliminating all popular leaders of the opposi-
tion parties, the Communists became powerfully entrenched in
the government, The minor king, Simeon II, was exiled and
Bulgaria proclaimed a People's Republic.3 Throughout 1947,
1948, and 1949, the atrocious purges took place bypassing
no segment of the population or organization in the country,
imcluding the churches. The purge included a series of show
trials of prominent Communist Party members who were not en-
tirely servile to the Party line dictated by Moscow4 (e.g.
the Kostov trial).

lWilliam L, Langer (ed.), d Vorld
(rev. ed.; Boston: Hought:on Mifflin Co., 1 p. 1190,

ZRobert Lee Woltf, “Iolgaria," in mga:uﬁ_gum-
;:algﬁhfnng ed, Stephen rtegz (Notre Dame, Indiana:
University of Notre Dame Press, 1956), p. 279, ’

3Langer, QpP. cit., p. 1190,

4Zbigni.ew K. Brzezinski, The So H

£lict (rev. ed.; New York: Frederick Praeger, 1961), pp. 93-94.
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_Ever since these events Bulgaria has been considered to
be one of the most faithful satelites of the Soviet Union.
After the death of Premier Georgi Dimitrov, who ruled Bul-
garia froﬁ 1946 to 1949,'and showed some measure of indepen-
dence from the Soviet Union at least in foreign affairs,
came Vasil Kolarov and then Vulko Chervenkov who carried out
faithfully the $talinist line, The death of Stalin in 1953,
which brought a measure of relaxation in other East European
countries; did not affect Bulgaria, as HStalinists" dominated
the Communist Party until well after Soviet Pfemier Krushchev's
policy of de-Stalinisation went into effect in other Communist
countries.1 Only in the early 1960's were some measures of
liberalization introduced in the public life of Bulgaria.
Diplomatie.relations with the United States, which were broken
in 1950, were resumed in 1959, but there was still very little
comminication between Bulgarian citizens and Westerners. The
public trials which are used for propaganda reasons by the
Bulgarian Communist government are still a permanent feature

of Bulgarian life.z
Economically Bulgaria was changing from a semi-capitalist-

economy to a soclalist economy through industrialization and

1Ibid., pp. 371, 373, et, al.

zﬂhagarians Charge Aide at U,N, Was Spy for U.S, at High
Pay," The New York Timeg, December 32, 1963, pp. 1-2.
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the collectivization of agriculture, "Buigarian cultural
life, like all other aspects of the national éxistence, was
tightly compressed into a str#it-jacket made in Moscow."!
The premiers Anton Yugov and Todor Zhivkov had not avaited
themseives fully of the possibilities tor limited independ-
ence within the emerging “polycentric" pattern of the Commu-
nist Bloec. | .

b. Yugoslavia.--The Communist take-over in Yugoslavia
was achieved quickly. The Partisans of Marshall Josip Broz-
Tito liberated more than half of Yugoslavia before the Soviet
troops could even assist them. By the end of the war the
Communists were.so firmly in power that the Western Allies
and the government in exile could do nothing to dislodge them.
After a period of a year in ﬁhich some former politicians were
included in the government for the sake of form, the Commu-
nists came into completé power by an election designed to bring
the Communist Party into unchallenged powerz'and to keep
King Peter II in exile. |

From 1945 to 1948 the Yugoslay Communist Party was com-
pletely controlled by the Soviet Union and was regarded as
the model Soviet follower. Land reform, peasant collectivi-

zation, and planned industrialization were the major economic

1Wolff, “Bulgaria" in the Fate of East Central Europe,

Pe 296.
2Hoffman and Neal, op, cit,, pp. 79-80.
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v
changes affecting society, Yet the desire for independence
took precedence over desire for Communist solidarity and
resulted in the break with the Soviet Union and other Com-
munist countries in 1948, Yugoslavia was forced to build its
own kind of socialism by cooperating with Western and neutral
countries, This course lead to open criticism of Stalinism
and a reinterpretation of Marxism which allcwed for a meas- -
ure of liberalization ﬁnknown in other Communist countri.es.1
The legal frameﬁork, including the Constitution, was

reworked in such a way that it contained more decentraliza-
tion and possibilities for experimentation. These far-reaching
reforms did not change the essence of the society and human
liberties were still denied the people. The regime's inter-
national policies and the improved standard of living és well
as reiaxa;ions of party and state control preserved for the
government a measure of popular support earned during the war.
But the frequent vacillations between a liberalizing and re-
stricting policy produced insecurity, and a deep-seated feeling
of uncertainty of the fnture.z The well-being of the people
of Yugoslavia is still the subject of the arbitrary decisions
of the League of COmmunists, which rules the country primarily
in the 1n£erest‘of its owh leaders;

lpred Warner Neal, Ijsolsm in Acclon; The Refomng in Yugo-
» (Berkeley and Los Angeles: University o

slavia After 1948
California Press, 1958), pp. 30-31,
23offman and Neal, gp, cit., pp. 407-413.
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C. Ihe Socio-Economic Copditions

In a period of less tham a century the countries of
South-Eastern Europe experienced a transformation perhaps
unparalleled in other parts of the world. In some of the
more isolated regions of the Balkans there existed until re-
cently a socio-economic unit called the zadruga or communal
multiple family which existed from the primitive days of Tufk-
ish domination,l and is baéed on the clanish communal princi-
ple found in primitive societies. ‘

Parallel whth and superimposed on this type of society
were the large feudal land holdings, whose lords were usually
people of non-Slavic groups. In Voyvodina and southern Hun-
gary, these large land holders were the aristocratic Hungar-
ian nobility, to whom many peasants were tied in almost com-
plete sefvility.z In Macedonia and Bulgaria the landowners
were Turks and Greeks, and the peasénts ”had.to satisfy theme~
selves with small fields, usually in more or less obscure,

rather unfertile districts."3

After the liberation from Turks the land in these areas
was distributed among the peasants and thus Macedonia and Bul-
garia became lands of peasants and small holders. A middle

wor££, BOT, p. 170.

2Geor'ge Paloczi-Horvath, The Undefegted (Boston. Little,
Bm md Co., 1959), PP. 14"230

3Reuben- H.. Mgrkham, Nget Bulgaria (Sofia, published by
the author, 1931), p. ge, .



class was slow to develop, because the merchants, money-lenders
and administrators were Greeks or Hellenized Slavs., The de-
velopment of capitalism began shortly before the first World
War, and was intensified between the two world wavs. ~';'here
was still a great predominance of peasantry, for about eighty
per cent of the people made their living through agriculture
and the others who lived in small towns 'ﬁ:hat are not much
different from the villages are also to a certain extent in

agricultural pursuits.”l
In the first half of the twentieth century the process

of migration began from the villages to the towns, with more
and more peasant children entering the professions, trading
and small scale production and a small but swelling working
class. But capitalism did not have time to develop, except
to produce a few ugly byproducts of exploitation characteris-
tic of its earliest period. The changes from one type of
socio-economic structure to another was belated but spontan-
eous, with the exception of socialism, which came early and
was planned,

It should be remembered that Yugoslavia was the second |
country in the world to become Communist, next only to the
Soviet Union, and Bulgaria was the third or at the most fourth,

After the Communists took over, they consciously and ruthlessly

'Ibig., p. 8.
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started the process of planning in order to make a complete
change from the mixed primitive-feudal-capitalist socio-
economic conditions to socialism, '

No revolution or party had ever before set
itself the task of building social relationship
or a new society. But this was the primary ob-
jective of the Communist revolution, ~

Communist leaders, though no better acquaint-
ed than others with the laws which govern society,
discovered that in the country in which their
revolution was possible, industrialization was
also possible, particularly when it involved a
transformation of socieiy in keeping with their
ideological hypothesis,

In the rapid process of industrialization and agricul-
tural collectivization, the working class increased rapidly,
the peasantry lost much of its land and became agricultural
proletariat, while the tax bureaucratic apparatus swelled
eaormously, The whole society came to be ruled by those
in whosé hands was the ultimate control of all economic means
through political monopoly--the Communists.

The new class instinctively feels that national
goods are, in fact, its propartz, and that even
the terms "socialist," "gocial," and "state" proper-
ty denote a general legal fiction. The new class
also thinks that any breach of its totalitarian
authority might imperil its ownership. Consequent-
ly, the new class opposes type of freedom,
ostensibly for the purpose of preserving "socialist"
ownership . . . This is an important contradiction.
Property is legally considered a social and national
property, But in actua}ity, a single group manages
it in its own interest.

IMi1ovan Djilas; N H
Ch_cmnﬁ_sxﬁgﬂ (New York: Frederick Praeger, 1961), p. 21

paperback edition).
2Ibid., p. 65.
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D. Education and Culture |
The South Slavic population, having come under the in-
fluence of Byzantium while still in a very primitive state
of civilization, received the Byzantine Christian cultural
tradition which flowered until the Turkish captivity in the
fourteenth century. Then’followed the long centuries of
Turkish rule, which were culturally dark ages, as learning

almost ceased to exist, even among the clergy in the monas-
teries.l With the process of liberation, in the nineteenth

century, came also a passion for education among the younger
people who founded the first schools in Bulgaria dnd Macedo-
nia in the 1840's. Voyvodina was more fortunate, as it al-
ways looked toward Vienna and Budapest, and sent its best
sons to the universities in these and other European cities.z
The number of schools multiplied rapidly and led to
establishment of institutions of higher learning, and soon
"the intelligentsia" appeared. It was characferized by its
ability, by scorn of manual labor, by administrative and pro-
fessional employment and of course by chronic under-employment
and under-payment, which caused it to produce an unusuhlly

large number of revolutionaries. The rest of the population

'Francis Dvornik, WW%&
1zg§§§n (New Brunswick, N.J.: Rutgers University Press, 1 ’

Pe .

2 .
Vol, 2, (Beograd: Prosveta
1960), p. 1110, ’ 8 ’
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on the Balkans had a high incidence of illiteracy, ignorance
and lack of cultural refinement, and developed to a certain
degree scorn for and distrust of education. A large number
of trained young men and women have returned to the villages'

as school teachers to elevate the educational and cultural

level of the people.!l

After World War II "the Communist regimes in the Balkan
states adopted very active policies in the field of education
and culture, ? Illiteracy has almost been stamped out, edu-
cational facilities enlarged, and much effort is given to
emphasize the need for education and culture. The only draw-
back in thg system is that culture and education have been
purged of non-Communist opinions, and made into propaganda
weapons of the government, which uses it to disseminate the
Marxist-Leninist ideology.>

Of the Yugoslav regions Voyvodina is most diversified as

far as religion is concerned. The majority of the people be-
long to the Serbian Eastern Orthodox Church, while the Roman
Catholic Church commands a large following among the Hungar-
izns and Croatians living in Voyvodina, The Reformed and

Evangelical (Lutherén) Churches are strong particularly among

Yyarkham, op, cit., p. 206. Z4olff, BOT, p. 568.
31p4d., p. 569.
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Germans, Hungarians, and Slovaks. Macedonia and Bulgaria on
. the other hand are ‘monolithic" in the religious sense as the
gfeat majority of the popﬁlatién is Eastern Orthodox.
Religious statistics of the populgtion in Bulgaria and
Yugoslavia are rare, based on estimates, and incomplete in
scope. Of the more than 7,000,000 Bulgarians, over six mile
lion are Eastern orthodox, 900,000 are Moslem, 53,000 Roman
Catholics, 23,000 Armenian Church members, 20,000 Jews, and
some 20,000 Proéestants. There are only Congregational
(Evangelical), Methodist, Baptist, and Pentecostalist Protes-

tants in Bulgaria. |

Yugoslavia had, according to the census of 1931, 7,500,000
Eastern Orthodox, 6,000,000 Roman Catholics, some 350,000
Protestants, 52,000 Uniates; 1,750,000 Moslems, 78,000 Jews,
etc.l The Protestants are made up mainly of Lutherans and
Reformed (Calvinist), and a few thousand Baptists; Methodists,
Adventists, Free Brethren, Pentecostalists, and other reli-

gious groups; There are no recent religious statistics.2

1J. Hutchison Cockburn, ree Eagtern
e (Richmond, Va.: John Knox Press, s Pe 92,
ese figures have greatly changed because of population in-
crease, war conditions, and anti-religious pressures.

ZA book which has been given official blessing in Yugo-
slavia and written to explain the religious situation from
the governmental point of view contains no table of statis-
tics on religious membership and only a few data of this kin
scattered throughout the book. See Rastko Vidic, The Position

f _the ch avia.  ,Translated from_ the Serbg-
0 - o . (Beograd: Jugoslavija, 1962),paggim,
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1. The Eastern Orthodox Churches

The Eastern Orthodox Churches "are those organized bodies
of Christians which formed the original nucleus of Christen-
dom in Apostolic times, together with those Chﬁrches which
owed their foundation directly to that nucleus and have not
since broken their communion with it,*l Each Orthodox Church
is organizéd.on the basis of nationality. An Orthodox Church
is autocephalous, ruled by a hierarchy frequently headed by a
patriarch or metropolitan or exarch. It is characterized by
elaborate ritual and doctrines believed to be of Apostolic
origin as transmitted by the Early Christian Fathers. The
Bulgarians, Macedonians, and the Serbs became Grihodox in the
ninth and tenth centuries A.D, primarily through the activities
of the disciples of St, Cyril and Methodius, who were the first

missionariesrto the Sl.avs.2

When the Moslem Turks conquered the Balkans the Orthodox
Church became the guardian of national consciousness and the
only native authovity and carrier of tradition.3 Hence the
Bulgarians, Macedonians, and Serbs developed a strong loyalty

to the Orthodox Church. The Orthodox Churches tended to become

1g, M. French, ' dox Chy (London:
Hutchinson University Library, 1961), p. 11. '

2plexander Schmeman, The Bistorical Road gf Eastery guth-
9doxy (New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1 sy Do .

- 3N1colas Zernov, t : tepndom (New York: G, P,
Putnam's Sons, 1961), pp. 134-136.






