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PROLOGUE

Rare and exceptional people are a dignity to the whole of humanity.
Goce Deléev is one of thess,

Goce DelZev, the person and his work, is an inextricable part of the
recent history of the Macedonian people. His name personifies the admirable
achievements of the Macedonian Ilinden generation.

Goce Deléev emerged as the visionary, ideologist, organizer and leader
of the Macedonian national liberation movement towards the end of the 19th
century and the beginning of the 20th.

The Macedonian Revolutionary Organization (MRO) was founded in
the 1890s, in circumstances of bloc division between the European imperi-
alist powers, semi-colonial status in the Ottoman Empire and widespread
religious propaganda from the neighbouring Balkan states nourishing aspi-
rations towards Macedonia, MRO appeared in the role of an advocate and
toreh-bearer of the Macedonian national liberation movement which thus
embarked upon a new, higher stage of development. It emerged ar the right
moment to prevent the dismembering of the living body of the oppressed
Macedonian people. At the same time, this emergence “marked the begin-
ning of a newer, more developed stage in the process of the national
establishment of the Macedonian people. With the help of this movement,
the Macedonian people stepped onto the Balkan political scene 2z an active
national and political subject, clearly announcing their aspirations towards
their own national territory and seeking ways of shaping their future national
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and political destiny” (M. Pandevski}." Furthermore, the Macedonian na-
tional liberation movement propagated and supported the establishment of
a Macedonian nation-state. In addition, with its democratic bourgeois char-
acter, the Macedonian national liberation movement also had the charac-
teristics of a social and economic revolution, overthrowing the feudal con-
straints of the backward Ottoman state. The highest achievement of this
movement, the Krufevo Republic, was also a combination of the creative
role of Nikola Karev and the visionary messages of Goce Deléey,

Goce Delfev enlightened Macedonia, He was a sublime offspring of
his time. His brief but impressive life, from his birth in Kukus to his death
in Banica, was wholly dedicated to his people. He begueathed the last and
most froitful decade of his life 1o the Macedonian national liberation move-
ment, to the uncompromising Macedonian struggle for national and social
freedom. to his own people. His active presence on the Macedonian historical
scene in the turbulent period between 1894 and 1903 greatly enhanced the
Macedonian national liberation movement from the end of the 19th and the
heginning of the 20th century.

! For reazons of space, this edition does not contain foctnates giving dedails of the literature
wied, Readers are directed 1o the Macedoaian edition of this book which contains o further 260

footnotes (Sec: Tumprap Mameckn, Coge Jeaves, Cronje, 1992)
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L. ROOTS

l. Goce Delfev was born in Kukud, a well-known centre of the
Macedonian Revival movement, situated in the coastal region of Macedonia,
35 kilometres north of Salonika.

In the late 19th century Kuku$ had about 12 thousand inhabitants.
There were two thousand Macedonian families and only about two hundred
Turkish houses, as well as a few Romanies.

Renowned Macedonian revivalists such as Dimitrija Miladinov.” Rajko
Zinzifov,” Partenij Zografski® and Kuzman Sapkarev’ left a deep impression
on this typically Macedonian region, It is not by chance that the town of
Kukug has been immortalized in the excellent poem ‘Longing for the South’
by Koenstantin Miladinov.”

Situated close to Salonika — the Macedonian metropolis of the time
~— the town of Kukuf was also known as a ‘political nest’. It was the centre
of the important Kukug Union. A strong revolutionary upsurge was also felt
during the Great Eastern Crisis {1875-1881). There is no doubt, however,

 Dimitrija Miladino (Struga, 1810 - Constantinople, 18620, great Macedonian revivalise,

! YRajko (Ksenofont) Finzifov (Veles, 1839 — Moscow, 1877), Macedonian revivalist and
WTleT.

# Partenij Zografiski {sacral name; Pavel Trizloski, village of Galitnik, 1818-1576), Mace-
donian revivalist and metropolitan.

¥ Kuzman Sapkarcy (Oheid, 1854 - Sofia, 1909), Macedonian revivalise,

§ Kaonstantin Milsdinow {Struga, 1830 - Constantineple, 1862), Macedonian revivalise and
{Irnetr:hc international Struga Poetry Evenings fostival is held each vear inhonour of the Miladinoy
rothers.
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that this Macedonian lighthouse of revival has been most celebrated in
Macedonia and the Balkans as Goce Delfev’s native town.

Obwviously, this was the reason for the Greek army levelling the town
to the ground in 1913, However, this did not impede the spread of Deléev’'s
charisma, The effect was exactly the opposite: the interest in the fate of this
smiall Macedonian town near the outskirts of Salonika became even greater.

2. Goce Delfev came from the well-off Kukuf family of Dellev. Goce
{Georgi) Delfev was born on February 4, 1872, as the first boy and third
child in the large Deléev family which was to have nine children. Goce had
three brothers (Mico, Milan and Hristo) and five sisters (Ruofa, Coca, Tina,
Lika and Elena). His father, Nikola Delfev, was also born in Kukuf and his
mother, Sultana NurdZieva, came from the nearby village of Murarci.

Nikola Delev was engaged in trade and inn-keeping. He also owned
aflock of sheep. He was a prominent and highly respected citizen of Kukug,
strict but righteous. His firm patriarchal attitude, however, did not make his
children weak as personalities. On the contrary, all of them grew into
fresdom-loving, hard-working and self-conscious individuals, Their ami-
able mother, Sultana (NurdZieva) Del@eva, also had a strong and beneficial
influence on their upbringing.

1. GROWTH

1. Goce Deléey spent half of his brief life in his native town of Kukui,
It saw the first, almost idyllic period of his childhood.

Some positive traits of Goce Deléev's character became apparent very
early. For example, at the age of five, when his parents were quarrelling,
Delev tried to protect his mother, showing a rare courage in front of his
strict father. His sense for protecting the oppressed and the weak seems (o
have developed at an early stage,

We know that Deléev had many friends as achild: Macedonians, Turks
and Romanies, making no differences between them. Here lay the roots of
his cosmopolitan breadth. Radical nationalism, chauvinism and eihnic ha-
tred were always foreign to him. On the other hand, his Macedonian national
feeling developed into a positive patriotism accompanied by an international
cutlook,

Goce Delev was ahighly temperamental person; he would easily burst
into flames. He could not tolerate traitors even as a child. At the age of 13,
Delev attacked a pupil from his school, a ‘traitor’, with a small knife.

However, the young Goce was to draw a lesson from this incident. He
later developed a strong self-control. This is best illustrated by the example
of an insulting Vrhovist physical provocation at the beginning of the century,
when Deltev first pulled out his dagger, but managed to restrain himself,
threw the dagger on the floor and walked away in a dignified manner.

The first stage of Deléev's instruction is linked with his native town of
Kukus. There Deléev completed his elementary education. In the school year
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187980 he was enrolled in the first form of the Uniate School, but was later
transferred to the Exarchal School,

Deldev was a good pupil. He was eager to learn and developed a love
for hooks very early. Books drew him close to the elder ‘learned " town-dwell-
ers — the teacher Hristo Butkov, Dino Popgutov and Pone Tkiljuley — who
satisfied Deléev’s curiosity for knowledge by telling him interesting stories
and lending him books, He came across The Captain's Daughter by Pushkin.
In addition, he read books from the junior grammar school library, mainly
world classics. The citizens of Kukug could expand their horizons by reading
the works of Moliere, Shakespeare, Lessing, Goethe, Darwin, Chateaubri-
and, Victor Hugo, Alexandre Dumas, Alphonse Daudet, Pushkin, Gogol,
Turgenev and Dostoevsky, the hagiographies of St Clement of Ohrid, the
hiography of Alexander the Great, ete, There were also several periodicals
and newspapers.

In the school year 1886/87, in his native town of Kukui, Goce Deliev
completed the third and last form at the Exarchal junior grammar school with
good grades. His hope to continue his education stumbled over an insur-
mountable barrier: his father. According to Nikola Deléev's unwrilten patri-
archal rules, his first son had 1o inherit his Father’s profession. He considered
the education Goce had acquired more than sufficient. Thus the hunger for
education of the disciplined son had to give way before the iron will of the
strict father,

So Goce Deléev became an apprentice in Hristo BasmadZiev's grocery
shop in order to master the craft of trading. But soon afterwards, instead of
finding him in the shop, Nikola Deléev met his son in the street bearing two
jugs of water for the grocer's wife. This unforeseen misuse of Delfev's
apprenticeship was a harsh blow to Nikola Deléev's honour, so Goce found
himself in his father’s inn. But his thoughts were drifting elsewhere.

Finally, his father's blessing opened the way for his education, thanks,
above all, to DelZev's older friends. So the Salonika Grammar Scheol did
not remain only a vain desire.

2 1t is an indubitable fact that Salonika — the social, economic and
cultural centre of Macedonia of the time — played a special part in the
moulding of the revolutionary climate in Macedonia.

The Ss Cyril and Methodius Exarchal Boys’ Grammar School was the
focus of revolutionary pulsation. Almost immediately after its foundation in
the early 1880s — in the school year 1882/83 — it was the venue for certain
revolutionary activities.

Prominent Macedonian and foreign teachers taught at the Salonika
Grammar School, The School itseil, regardless of its Exarchist *Jesuit’
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tegime, was a real nursery of revolulionary ideas. Banned books circulated
there, various plans were made and student rebellions were organized. This
ﬁ:hﬂn:l was Lhe place where almost all the outstanding Macedonian revolu-
tionaries studied. Later, in the 1890s, they were to take the leading role in
the Macedonian national liberation mevement.

_ &_m-:rng the first students of the Salonika Exarchal Grammar School
were Corde Petrov’ and Pere Tokev." As a result of the well-known student
rebellion in early 1885 they were expelled.

Three years later, in carly 1888, in connection with a new student
rebellion, 19 students from the seventh form of the Salonika Exarchal Boys'
Grammar School were expelled. One of the major reasons for this was the
demand of the students for the withdrawal of the Bulgarian language and the
introduction of the Macedonian “dialect” in instruction. As a result, 26
Students went to Serbia (o continue their education, including Dame Gruey,”
PatarHPop Arsov," Dimitar Mirgev,'' Hristo Pop Kocev'? and Nikola Nau-
mov,

: When Goce Deléev arrived in Salonika to continue his schooling, the
excilement among the older students over the above-mentioned event had
!’lDt yet subsided. This was in the school year 1888/89, Delfev was enrolled
in the fourth form. Three other boys from Kuku? were enrolled together with
pim: Goce Imov, Goce Petkov and Hristo Tenfov. They were accommodaied
in the Grammar School boarding house. This was the beginning of the
second, very important stage of Deléev's education.

“All plitical, academic and cultural influences and aims came through
Salonika as the core, cutlet and link of Macedonia with the world, Hence
this city became an attractive centre for the more alert Macedonian forces
who discovered the world there, receiving their essential education, devel-

" Gorés Petrow (village of Yared, Prilep regi 5 i
) r 4 p region, | BG5S - Sofs, 19213, Maced «
tiomary and wleologist. Liguidated in Sofia, S
#Pere Tosey (Prilep, c. 156516 — Drenovaka Klisuea, | i i
= T ) — surs, 1912} M !
Liquidated by the Turks an May 4, 1912 i o
*Dame Gruew (village of Smilevo, 1871 - Petlec, villa i
; ; ) = ; e of Rusinowvo, 1906), leadi
Macedoninon rc:\luluhl:l_ﬁnr}'. Coryphaeus of the Macedonian Revolutionary Organization {h.-TRE:!
?;E;tly horgured for its establishment. Killed in battle against the Turkish army, Docember 23,

™ Petar Pop Arsov (village of Bogomila, 1868 - Sofi; M )
Coryphacus of MRO. gomila, Sofin, 19413, Macedonian revolutionary.

. u DdrrﬂEaIRfLﬂinﬁle-.-. [FI‘HI.‘,]; 1865 — Sofia. 1936}, Macedonian revolutionary. Secretary of
viin Lrarvanov’s Revolutionary Bratherhood. Secretary of the Cenral © itice of A i
the January Salonika Congress [1903), b ommittee of MEO during

12 Hrisio P'DP Kocey ﬂ.sli BoE — [ o i, i
P 1 Sofia, 1933}, Macedonian .
ral i : }1 i e l:ﬂlllll:lr.'la.rj'. Member of

U Nikola Maumav (Stip, ¢. 1871 - Safia, 1934), Macedonian public figure and journalist
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The Stafl ef the Sz Cyril and Methodius Salenika Exarchal Grammar Schoo!,
School Year THERES

oping their fundamental principles and revolutionary beliefs. [Therefore]
eager for knowledge, Goce Delfev chose this city and joined the vorex of
new life with remarkable youthful vigeur and spiric” (H.A. Poljanski).

Salonika, Macedonia and the world now lay before Goce Deléey as if
on the palm of his hand. He was 16 at the time. He was older than the rest
of the students owing to the undesired break in his education, and was thus
more mature and more serious. At first he was rather shy. His best friend was
Hristo Tenov'® who later, in 1897, joined Garvanov's ‘Revolutionary®
Brotherhood.

Goce Delfev was a good student in Salonika, just as he had been in
Kukuf. He was especially attracted to mathematics, mostly as a result of his
teacher, the mathematician Blagoj Dimitrov.” In addition to the latter,
Deléev had a high esteem for another of his teachers, the poet Konstantin
Velickov." Deléev spoke excellent Turkish, thanks, above all, to the knowl-
edge he had acquired in Kukuf. At the same time he was utterly fascinated
with Darwin's theory.

Apart from his solid command of school subjects, Goce Delev con-
stantly broadened his intellectual outlook, He dedicated almost all of his
spare time to the reading of books. The library had a good selection, but he

B Hristo Tendov, born in Kukui Macedenian politician and medical doctor. From April
1910 presebent of the Mational Federal Party (NFP). Died in Sofia in the 1930s.

]-"B-Ia.go_i Drimitrow {village of Embore, Kastur regios, LES6—T), Macedonian educator and
mathematician, Son of the distinguished Macedonian author of textbooks, Dimitar Makedonski,
Later became member of the Macedonian Scholarly Institute (MNI) in Sofia

® Konstantin Velitkoy (1855-1907), Bulganan edocator, writer and politician. Minister of
Education in the Bulgaran government of Dr Konstantin Stoiboy.
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wiis not satisfied with that. He also borrowed books from his school col-
lengues and even ordered one of Ivan Turgenev’s books from Odessa by mail.
Al this time Deléev became close to the most talented student of the Salonika
Prarehal Grammar School, Jordan Nikolov from Prilep, from whom he
borrowed many books, including works by Darwin, Pisarev and Flam-
marion. Goce Deléev knew Pisarev almost by heart, In Salonika he also
stuitied socialist literature,

Al this time Deléev's interest was mainly concentrated on works of
philosaphy, history, revolution and natural history. He did not pay much
Witention to belletristic literature, with the exception of poetry, especially
revolutionary poetry. He admired Hristo Botev’s revolutionary poetry in
purticular.

It is known that Goce Delfev was a great admirer of the immortal work
of the pan-Slavonic educators Ss Cyril and Methodius. At the moment when
i student tried to ridicule the patrons of the Salonika Exarchal Grammar
School, Goce Deléev attacked him with the words: “Sheep-head, remember
thil you must take your hat off standing before those to whom you owe the
fact that you can write your name ‘man’ even when you curse them!” (PK.
Javorov).

The Salonika Grammar School was well-known all around Macedonia,
There Delev made friends with people from various parts of Macedonia. It
was in Salonika that he saw at close quarters the position of subjugated
Macedonia under the Citoman Empire of Abdul Hamid, It was there that his
ideas for the struggle against tyranny were born. He wanted to devote his
life to this struggle. “He repeated that freedom could be earned with sacri-
fices full of blood, that those sacrifices must be made; but how? (PE.
Javorov).

Goce Deldey's first revolutionary gesture in public dates from April
1889, Al the celebration dedicated to the birthday of Sultan Abdul Hamid
11" while all those present shoutad “Cok yasa!” (Long live!), 17-year-old
Dellev was the only one to shout “Agaf!” (Down!). This incident, which
wias ignored by the authorities, greatly strengthened Goce Deléev's reputa-
tion in the circles where he moved in Salonika, Words of admiration could
be heard everywhere in the grammar school: “The boy from Kukug spoke
out for all of us today.”

Towards the middle of 1889, six stedents of the Salonika Exarchal
Grammar School who had completed their education there — G. Balas&ev, '

17 Abdul Hamid 10 (1842-1918), Turkish Sultan (18761909, Creator of the notorious
‘Regime of Oppression”.

¥ Georgi Balaster (Ohsicd, 1869 — Sofia, 1936), Macedonian public figure, Member of the
Young Macedonizn Literary Society (MMED), Sofia,
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Sulten Abdul Hamid I

G. Belev,"” A. Trendafilov, K. Karagulev,”” D. Dimgev and A. Cakarov —
witnessing from close quarters the Exarchist denationalization® policy,
offered their services to the Serbian propaganda hiding st the tme under a
Macedonist disguise, on condition that they would be “teachers in Macedo-

B Cenrgi Belev, born in Ohrid. Member of MMED. Later a prominent activist and treasurer
of the Suprems Macedonian Committes (W ME) and one of Confev's men.

bl s liment Knm,l_il.l]t".' {Ohrid, | 368-1916), Macedonian pirhdic F:gu;c and ||'|:gui5|:_ Mfember
af MMED.

A The terms denorionalizarion and desstionsfize are used throughout this book with the
meaning ¢l “oiditerating the national (i.c. ethnich charscter of a people with the purpose of
assimilation” {translator’s note),

1%

nin teaching in the Macedonian vernacular”. Half of them were founders of
thee 51 Clement Cultural and Educational Association, Ohrid.

It seems that this act was not unknown to Goce Delfev. Negotiations
Tuiledd and they went to Sofia where they appeared among the initistors of
the Loza (Vine) journal movement.

These two fresh demonstrations of a pro-Macedonian national charac-
ter which originated from the Salonika Grammar School (in 1888 and 1889)
vonld net leave the more progressive students of the Salonika Exarchal
Clrwmmar School indifferent.

A revolutionary spirit increasingly spread among the students of the
Sulomika Exarchal Grammar School. In 1889, for example, three student
elreles were active in the grammar school boarding house: the literary, the
philosophical and scientific, and the insurgent (tevolutionary) circles. The
wevolutionary circle was headed by Boris Sarafov™ and Dimitar PaZev, Other
members of this circle included Goce Delfev, Hristo Cemkov™ and Atanas
MurdZev™ The circle was a place where the works of Karavelov, Botev,
Liharij Stojanov and Ivan Vazoy were studied. The biographies of famous
revolutionaries such as Mazzini, Garibaldi, Washington, Lafayette,
Kostyushko, Dombrowski, Kossuth, Lavrov, Kropotkin, Bakunin, Stepnyak
il others were also analysed.

In the autumn of 1890, after Boris Sarafov and Dimitar PaZev had left
the school, Goce Delttev became the head of the revolutionary student circle,

In 1891 Goce Deléev completed his sixth form. On the occasion he
wis given the works of Aleksandr Pushkin, presented to him by the Vali
{Governor) of Salonika personally.

Seeing Goce Delfev's imagination, sharpness of mind and talent, as
well as his knowledge of books, Dine Popgutov, a citizen of Kukug, pro-
phetically told Mikola Deléev: “You have an intelligent son, Koljo. He will
be a great man!™ (K. Hristov).

Having completed his sixth form, Goce Deléev found himself at a
erossroads: whether to continue at the grammar school and become a teacher
or to go on with his education in some military academy, He found the latter
maore attractive, as “to be an officer looks as if you were preparing to join
immediately the struggle for what the Macedonian people had the right to.

2 Boria Sarafov (village of Libjahovo, Meviokeg repion, 1872 - Safia, 1907), Macedonian
revolutionary. Participant in the 1895 Melnik “uprising’. President of the Supreme Macedonian
Commditee {VME), Safia, Member of the General Stoff of the Sscond Revolutionary Diswrict
during the Ilinden Upsising. Ar the Rila Congress of MRO (Oclober 1905} he was given a
suspended death sentence. Sarafov was liquidated in 1907 by order of the Ser {Serezx) circle,

B Hristo Comkov (Stip, 7 - Prilep, June 1899), Macedonian revelutionary, Took his cwn
life when his attempt to form a revolwtionary detachment was revealesl,

# Ananas (Tane) Murdzey (Prilep, ©. 1875-7), Macedonian revolutionary. Very sctive in
ithe Sabler grenade factory, Later went over Wo the Vrhovists,
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An olficer, as it seemed to many young Macedonians at the time, was almost
an accomplished leader, who would head and lead forward his armed units”
(K. Hristov). Delfev’s dilemma was finally resolved before the persuasive
recommendation of his acquaintances, Second Lieutenant Dimitar Zostov
and cadet (funker) Dimilar Atanasov, about the Bulgarian Royal Military
Academy in KnjaZevo (Sofia). Moreover, Goce Delfev knew that Boris
Sarafov was also there,

Thinking of the uscfulness of a military education for those who would
lead the future revolutionary struggle, and known for his inspiring words,
Goce Deléev managed to convince four of his student friends, members of
the revolutionary circle, to embrace this idea,

Of course, the dwtiful 19-year-old son Goce did not want to go to
Bulgaria without his father’s consent. Once again Nikola Deléev was con-
sulted, this time through the mediation of Goce Imov’s grandfather, This was
the last time that Goce Deléev asked for permission from his parents to carry
out his intentions. From this moment on he took his destiny into his own
hands.

In July 1891 a small group of five school-leavers from the Salonika
Grammar School (Goce Delfev, Stamat Stamatov from Debar, Ilija Kon-
duradiiev from Prilep, Goce Imov from Kukug and Stefan Strezov from
Koprivitica) went to Sofia. Thus the entire Salonika Grammar School
reviolutionary circle joined the military academy in Sofia.

Some fifty young Macedonians, among others, followed the three-year
course at the Royal Military Academy. Deléey’s group belonged to the 13th
Class. The previous, 12th, Class included the former Salonika Grammar
Schowl students Boris Sarafov, Georgi Apostolov and Dimitar Atanasov, who
welcomed the arrival of Goce Dellev’s group

This was the beginning of Goce Delev’s first three-year stay in the
neighbouring Principality of Bulzaria.

3. By Act No. 192 of July 23, 1891, Goce Delfev became a cadet
(funker) in the Royval Military Academy in KnjaZevo, Bulgaria. This was the
start of the third and last stage of his education,

Goce Deléev's three years of education ( 1B21-1894) in the Principality
of Bulgaria took place at the time of Stefan Stambolov’s regime [1887-
1804 " Cmly the last few months of Deléev’s education coincided with the
first months of Dr Konstantin Stoilov’s new government (1894-1899).

5 Belan Stamboboy [1854-1899), Bulgarian sialesman. Bulgarian Prime Minister (| 887-
1884,

¥ Dr Konstantin Stoilov (15853-1895), Bulgaran statesman. Twice Bulgarian Prime Min-
ister (June-August [E87; 18041 899),

20

Goce Intev and Goce Deldev ax Caders
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Stefan Stambolov's dictatorial regime, supported by Prince Ferdinand
of Coburg (Ferdinand I of Saxe-Coburg-Gotha),” stifled the: freedom-loving
demonstrations in the Bulgarian society. On the other hand, the merciless
bourgenis exploitation of the broad masses of the Bulgarian people created
a grim picture in the young Bulgarian state.

Of course, the Royal Military Academy could not remain outside
contemporary Bulgarian social trends. An austere regimental discipline
ruled there, accompanicd by harsh military training, The aim was to create
royalist machines whose only ambition would be the epaulets of a colonel
or general, Hence any freedom-loving thought and action was eradicated.
And this was precisely what the freedom-loving Deléev's spirit could not
tolerate. All his illusions connected with this academy were suddenly shat-
tered.

Goce Deltev expressed his profound disappointment with the follow-
ing words: “Why did 1 not stay in Salonika, why did I not complete the
grammar school course, why did I not become a teacher™ This was the first
and only open regret Delfev expressed during his education,

But there was no way back. Ambition on the one hand, and the
usefulness of the military education, on the other, did not allow him to step
aside. Even Ivan HadZi Nikolov's™ aitractive offer in Boris’s Garden (Sofia,
July 1893} in the presence of Kosta Sahov™ — to go back to Salonika and
head the future revolutionary organization for the liberation of Macedonia
— did not sway Goce Delfev's determination. On that occasion, Ivan Had#
Nikolov presented the following projection:

“1. The Revolutionary Organization should be established inside
Macedonia and be active there so that the Greeks and Serbs would not
designate it an instrument of the Bulgarian government;

“2. The founders should be local inhabitants and live in Macedonia;

“3. The political slogan of the Organization should be the autonomy
of Macedonia;

“4. The Organization should be secret and independent, not maintain-
ing links with the governments of the neighbouring free states; and

*5. Only moral and material support for the struggle of the Macedonian
revolutionaries should be sought from the Macedonian émigrés in Bulgaria
and Bulgarian socisty”

T Ferdinand [ of Saxe-Coburg-Gotha {Vienna, 1861 - Coburg, 1948), Bulgarian ruler
(Prince, 1887-1%0&; Emperor, 1908-1918). Abdicated in 1918 in favowr of his son, Boris 111,

% lvan Had3i Nikolov (Kukug, 1861 - Sofia, 1934), Mucedonian revolutionary. Co-
ryphaeus of MED

* Kosta Sahov {Ohrid, 1§62 1916), Macedonian public figure and josrnalist. Member of
MMED and the Loza movement.
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Twan HadZi Mikolov

Although Goce Deléev agreed in principle, he iﬂl&ﬂdﬂdlj to cumple!_e
the military academy first and then start on the practical realization of this
idea. After the completion of the Military Academy “I'll be made an officer,
I'll resign from the officer’s post, I'll come to Salonika and we'll f_ﬂITI'I a
revolutionary organization. Having begun our work, we'll earn authority and
there will be no need to look for another figure of anthority”

But events took a swifter course and Deléev’s insistence on completing
his education prevented him from taking part as one of the founders of the
Macedonian Revolutionary Organization (MRO).
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Mot ready himself to abandon the academy, Goce Delfev at least tried
to thwart other young Macedonians from enrolling there. It is known that
Gace Deltey strongly dissuaded his fellow townsman Petar Drvingov™ from
doing this. Hence Stamat Stamatov assumes that “even then the idea was ripe
in Deléev that the intellectual forces of Macedonia would be more useful in
their native places rather than in coming to Bulgaria™,

Such ideas of Delfev’s were strengthened in particular by the Mace-
donian Loza (*Vine') Movement. Naturally, during the rare occasions when
he left the atmosphere of the drab barracks, Deléev joined this progressive
Macedonian circle. There he and Kosta Sahov from Ohrid became close
friends.

It was a lucky event that the arrival of Goce Deléev in Sofia coincidad
with the appearance of the Young Macedonian Literary Society. The same
intellectual forces which were later to establish or lead the Macedonian
Revolutionary Organization could be found within or around this society.

The leading figures of the Young Macedonian Literary Society in-
cluded Kosta Sahov, Petar Pop Arsov, Georgi Balastev, Georgi Belev,
Kliment Karadulev, Eviim Sprc-strano-.n}' Hristo Pop Kocev, Dimitar
Mirfev, Andrej Ljapfev,” Tomo ]‘Za\raju:n-rmr,?IH Angel Naumov, Naum
Tufekéiev, ™ Hristo Matov™ and Ivan Hadzi Nikolov,

In the beginning the society maintained close links with Dame Gruev's
student Macedonian Society and later with Goce Deléev’s circle active
within the Sofia Military Academy,

Inearly 1892, the Lozars (members of the Loza Movement) raised their
voice against foreign propaganda through their Loza journal, stressing the
following: *Only a strong resistance on our part can protect us from plun-
derous encroachments. But in the present state of affairs we cannot accom-
plish a similar feat; we need forces to do that, and our forces are shattered
and divided. Therefore we should unite, we should integrate them into one

U Perar Dirvingov (Kukug, 1875 - Sofin, 1958), Bulgarian colonel of Macedonian descent,

A Evtim Sprostranov {Ohrid, 1868 — Sofia, 1931}, Macedonion public figure, Member of
the Loza movemean.

L Andrej Tasey Ljzplev (Resen, 1866 — Sofia, 1933}, Macedonian public figure, Member
of MMED. Went over 1o the Vrhovist ranks, Later trumsformed into a Bulgarian statesman, Linptey
became Bulgarian Prime Minister {1926-1931), Publicly favoured Vania Mihajlov.

¥Toma Karsjovov (Skopic, |865-1951), Macedonian public figure. Member of MMED
and pournalist,

3 Naum Tufekiiew (Resen, 7 - Sofia, 1919), Macedonian public figure. Arms trader, Vies
president of VK. Killed in Safia,

* Hristo Matov { Struga, 1872 - Sofia, 1922), Macedosian revalmionary. Member of MRO
Central Committee. External representative of MRC in Sofia, Following the linden Uprising,
ideational protagonist of the conservative fetion within e movement.
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peneral powerful force — a popolar force — if we want to protect the future

ol our fatherland. This should be the aim of every sensible Macedonian

‘wherever he may be.”

The Lozars tried to block the denationalization policy of foreign
“ehwireh ind education propaganda by putting forward their strongest weapon
w the language — through the choice of “the Ohrid dialect, which will be
Ahe lterary language of the future Greater Macedonia®, to use the words of
“ilarn of their open opponent Levoy, ™ a Greater-Bulgarian. Hence it was no
‘wonder that Stambolov’s official journal Svoboda, sounding a note of alarm,
ealled them Macedonian national “separatists”, following which the Loza
Jimirnal was banned and the Lozars were persecuted.

Iin the Military Academy Goce Deléev withdrew into himself. He was
sllent, modest and good-natured. He was a good student. He did not want to
expose himself too much on the professional military plane and maintained
i golden mean. By an onder dated September 15, 1892, he passed into the
middle, and by an order of October 5, 1893, he entered the third and final
year of the Military Academy.

Here Goce Deléev became close to Mindev. Marin Peev was another
young man to join them, Several other cadets with open socialist orientation
gravitated around them. This group was designated as the socialist cirele, It
I8 known that they ignored the strict academy ban on reading newspapers,
journals and books with a revolutionary content, Banned revolutionary
buoks circulated secretly among them, especially those of socialist nature.
Thus under Deléev's “pillow there were always works by Marx, Engels,
Kautsky, Shalgunov, Chernyshevsky, Dobrolyubov, Herzen” (V. Kocev).
Punishments did not prevent Deléev and his friends from continuing this
practice,

In June 1894, at the final year examinations, Goce Delfev showed an
average mark of 245 and his behaviour was assessed as excellent 12
(according to the 12-point system). So Delfev successfully completed his
education in the Royal Military Academy. After this he registered for training
in the 22nd Thracian Infantry Regiment in Tatar-Pazard?ik. Only the promo-
lion of the cadets into their first rank as officers remained to be carried out.
And a scandal broke out precisely in connection with this.

In order to save money, Konstantin Stoilov's new government an-
nounced the postponement of the date for promoting the new class of officers
until January 1, 1895, This cansed great indignation among the cadets who
had completed the academy. Two sharp anonymous letters arrived at the
addresses of the Minister of War and the head office of the Royal Military

3 Levov, prewdonym of Lev Dramov.
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Academy. This was interpreted as an attack on military discipline. In order
todiscover and eradicate the culprits, three *suspicious’ cadets were arrested
(Vasil Mingev, Viadimir Kovacev and Marko Vankov), all cloge friends of
DrelZev’s. Somewhat later Marin Peev was also arrested. Then Goce Deléey
unselfishly decided to take the blame on himself, declaring that he had
written the anonymous letters and that the arrested cadets were innocent. He
was not believed, but was arrested nevertheless, mostly owing to his socialist
orientation. Gospodin Zeljaskov was arrested together with him.

In fact, the event with the anonymous letters was only a pretext for
settling accounts with these young people of a socialist orientation. This is
supported by the discovery during the 1896 manceuvres at Loved that the
author of the anonymous letters was one 8.N., an officer serving at Love?.

The charge against Goce Delev stated that he was not only “a socialist
but also that he spread such propaganda in the academy™.

Order No. 107, paragraph 5 of October 6, 1894, of the Royal Military
Academy, by which the aforementioned six cadets were expelled, read as
follows: "On the basis of the act of September 16, [old style, author's note]
No, 133, the cadets of this academy, Vasil Mintev, Viadimir Kovatey, Marko
Vankov, Gospodin Zeljaskov, Georgi Deltev and Marin Peev, are herehy
expelled from this academy and transferred to army reserves as privates. The
first two have no right to re-enrolment and promotion to officer’s rank, and
the last four have the right to be re-admitted into service, being responsible
of writing an anenymous letter to the Minister of War, Those who are allowed
to be re-admitted into the army if they wish must first join a military unit of
their own choice, where they shall present themselves for promotion to the
rank of first officer.”

The order was so rigorous that it insisted on “eradicating the six men
from the academy’s lists™,

Peju K. Javorov™ is categorical in maintaining that Goce Deltev was
expelled from the Royal Military Academy “as a socialist”,

This turn of evenis did not disappoint Delfev; on the contrary, it made
him happier. He felt himself free as a bird, His conscience was clear as he
had been relieved of the constraints of the training period with someone
else'’s heip Broad revolutionary prospects now opened before him. Tt was
then that Goce Delfev said to Tufe Deliivanov: *Our slave-like position in
Macedonia clearly sets out what I should do.... It is unforgivable for us, who
have clevated ourselves spiritually, to suffer, to endure any longer and wait
for others to liberate us”

T Peju Kradolov Javorov (Cirpan, 1878-1914), Bulgarian poct and journalist who partici-
pated in the Macedonian revolutionary movement. Goce Deléev's first hiographer,
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Tufe Deliivamov

At the time Goce Deléev still did not know of the already established,
strictly secret MRO. His companion in those “unpleasant” days in Sofia, Tuse
Deliivanov,” reveals Deléev's intentions: “He is to go to Macedonia and
devote himself to revolutionary activity, organizing the population for the
struggle against the oppressors. Here he could not find out anything definite
about such activities in Macedonia, nor did he meet anyone who could
instruct him..

The ﬂnt step Goce Delfev made in this regard was to send an
application to the Exarchate for a teacher’s post in Macedonia, His fellow
townsman Deliivanoy, encouraged by Delfey, did the same. “After some ten

Tyt (Petar) Delitvanoy (Kukud, |869-1950), Macedonian revolutionary, External rep-
resentative of MRO in the Bulgarian capital, Sofia.
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; i LOOK
days we were employed almost simultaneously: myself by the Exarchate, L. our

and he by the Stip School Board” writes Deliivanov.

Thus in October 1894 Goce Deléev learnt about his first employment,
in the post of teacher in the Stip suburb of Novo Selo.

This marked the conclusion of the third and last stage of his schooling,
This was also the end of the second stage of Deléev's life, his early youth,
which covered his education in Salonika and Sofia.

Goce Deltev was now at the threshold of the third, the last and the most
significant, revolutionary stage of his eventful life.

Al twenty-two years of age, having completed his general and military
education, before starting his activity for Macedonian national liberation,
Goce Deléev gave the impression of a mature person with a strong character
and a well-formed progressive outlook.

“Goce Deltev's intellectual development passed through several
stages. In Koknod he acquired his basic knowledge of the world and people.
In the Salonika Grammar School he made this more profound and suceeeded
in penetrating the spheres of science, literature and socialism. In the Military
Academy the breadth of his interest in a number of questions was already
clear, especially in the area of various political and socialist doctrines” (H.A.
Poljanski).

Goce Delfev was fascinated by the ideas of the French Enlightenment,
the French Bourgeois Revolution, the American War of Independence, the
1830 and 1848 Revolutions and the 1871 Paris Commune. He was especially
interested in the struggle for liberation, starting from the American War of
Independence, through the Carbonari, the Italian national Hberation move-
ment and its ideologist Mazzini, to the revolutionary concepts of the libera-
tion struggle of the Balkan peoples (Serbs, Greeks, Romanians, Bulgarians).
Of course, he was best acquainted with the most recent, the Bulgarian
national liberation movement. This was largely a result of his three-year stay
in the young Bulgarian state. Goce Del&ev not only studied the literature on
this question, especially Zaharij Stojanov's Motes... and his biography of
Wasil Levski, but also had the opportunity of making personal contacts with
Bulgarian revolutionaries.

29



Deldey's primary interest was directed towards the national liberation
struggle of the Macedonian people, especially at the time of the Great
Eastern Crisis: the Razlovei Uprising, the Macedonian {Kresna) Uprising
and the Demir-Hisar Ploi. As a matter of fact, he was later to have contacts
with the leader and ideologist of the aforementioned two uprisings (Razlove
and Kresna), Dimitar Pop Georgiev Berovski,” having the opportunity of
hearing first-hand information on these glorous events in Macedonian
history.

Delfev was undoubtedly well acquainted with the major demonstra-
tions of the Macedonian national cause at the time. He was personally close
to the Lozars and the Macedonian Socialist Group in Sefia. He was also very
well acquainted with the biographies of Washington, Lafayette, Mazzini,
Garibaldi, Kostyushko, Dombrowski, Kossuth, Rakovski, Karaveloy, Botev
and Levski, which widened his revolutionary vision.

Of course, in the overall building of his revolutionary profile, Del&ev’s
activity in the Salonika and Sofia circles as well as his close links with the
Lozars and the socialists in Sofia were of considerable significance. In this
respect, his friendship with Kosta Sahov was extremely useful.

Goce Delev was almost equally atiracted 1o the natural and social
sciences. His interest ranged from mathematics and biology to history and
philosophy.

He came into contact with a large number of doctrines. The scope of
Deléev's knowledge ranged from Darwin’s theory to Marx. He was particu-
larly fond of the ideas of the Russian revolutionary democrats Dobrolyvubor,
Chernyshevsky, Herzen and Pisarev.

“He was also influenced by various revolutionary, utopian-socialist,
utopian-communist and anarchist ideas, in particular those of Blangui, P.
Kropotkin, Mikhail Bakunin and 5. Mikhailovich Kravchinsky—Stepnyak.”
Hence he was close to the Siromahomilist movement of Spiro Gulaplev™
from Lerin,

Delfev’s ideclogical views acguired a socialist character after he
became acquainted with the work of Dimitar Blagoev" from ZagoriCani.
This was also a result of his contacts with Vasil Glavinov’s™ Macedonian

B Dimitar Pop Geoegiev Berovski (Berove, 1841 - village of Dolna Graénica, Kustendil
reghon, 1907), Macedonian revolutionary, Leader and idmﬁlngis: of the Razlovei U‘pl'ii:irlg (1876}
and the Kresna (Macedonian) Uprising 187879,

0 Spirp Gulaptey (Lerin, 1856-1918), Macedonian journalist and pablic figure. Founder
of the Siromalamilisi movemen! (moverent foe the proteciion of the peor) in Bulgaria,

A Dienitar Blagoev—Dedodo (villoge of Zagoriani, Kostur region, 1836 — Sofia, 1924),
founder of the socialist movement in Bulgara

A2yl Glavinoy (Weles, 1869 — Sofin, 1929), founder of the Macedonian Socialist Group
in Sofia { [R93).
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Workers' Socialist Group, and particularly of his inseparable friendship with
Dimo Had#i Dimov."' On the other hand, it was thanks to Spiro GulapCev's
publications that he became acquainted with the creators of Marxism —
Marx and Engels — via some of their works.

Surrcunded by the aforementioned Macedonians, outstanding propa-
gators of socialist ideas, and drawn by his intelleciual inclinations, Goce
Dieléev delved into the doctrine of socialism. A piece of public information
in this respect appeared in the Sofia Socialist newspaper (October 4, 1594,
ald style): “Six students who share socialist ideas have been expelled from
the military academy. under the pretext that they have written some anony-
mous letter to the Minister of War. In fact, the aim is that the despots over
poverty get rid of the socialist “infection’, which is dangerous for them”

Here is Goce Delfev's personal view of the socialists; “These people
carry out a real revolutionary task by spreading socialist literature so that
socialist ideas may penetrate our ranks. They may play a revitalizing role,
not 8 damaging one.”

Yet Deléey's inclination towards their ideas was mostly of a declarative
character. He was, above all, a classical national revolutionary. Thus, accord-
ing to Stamat Stamatov, Goce Dellev “knew perfectly well that Macedonia
wanild be liberated neither by the theory of Darwin nor that of Marx”. Here
is Hristo Andonov Poljanski’s™ interpretation in this regard: “Deléev was
aware that the concrete situation of Macedonia at the time did not allow a
stereotyped application of scholarly views and revolutionary ideas which did
net correspond to the concrete and specific conditions prevailing in the
Macedonia of that period. As a result, he acted as a typical revolutionary
democrat and tribune who, owing to the specific objective conditions and
eircurnstances, had brought the national liberation revolutionary idea to the
foreground. It was of an obvious and preeminent significance before all other
things"

It was this Goce Delfev, with his progressive ideological views and
military training capital, who found himself in front of the newly opened
transcendental doors of Macedonian history.

4 Dimo Had#i Dimoy {village of Gormo Brodi, Ser region, 1875 - Sofia, 1924), Macedonian
revolutionary, journalist and visiomary. Liquidated in Sofia.

* Hriste Andonov Poljanski (Dojran, 1927 - Skopje. 1985), Macedonian historiographer.
Rector of the S Cynl and Methodivs University, Skopje (198485} Auwthor of a six-velume
publication on Goce Deldev (1972,
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IV. STORMY YEARS

The establishment of the Macedonian Revolutionary Organization
{MRO) opened a new chapter in more recent Macedonian history. The agens
smievens in the foundation of MRO was the young Macedonian intelligentsia.
The chief proponent of MRO’s establishment was Dame Gruev.

The idea of the establishment of a revelutionary orgamization became
the basic precccupation of a number of Macedonian intellectuals, among
whom Pere Tofev, Ivan Had#i Nikolov and Dame Gruev deserve a special
mention for their efforts,

Dame Gruev belonged to the group of Macedonian intellectuals that
grew up fast thanks, above all, to his painful schooling odyssey in Salonika,
Belgrade and Sofia, experiencing most directly the harsh denationalization
approach of the Bulgarian and Serbian propaganda machines. Dame Gruev
embraced the idea of the establishment of a revolutionary organization in
Macedonia as early as 1891. He believed that the emphasis on its liberation
component would be the best way of blocking foreign propaganda, espe-
cially Serbian, “before Serbian propaganda becomes strong enough and
succeeds in dividing the people™.

The aforementioned student Macedonian Society was Dame Gruev's
first more serious step in this direction. The ideas and intentions of this
Macedonian student society were interrupted after the murder of Minister
Beltev and Dame Gruev's arrest in Sofia. Somewhat later, this Society,
although without Dame Grueyv, became the meeting-place of the Lozars.

In the summer of 1891 Dame Groey made a new attempt at revolution-
ary organization in Bitola by establishing a *Teacher’s Union” with “a purely
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The Sraff of the Prilep Junior Grammar School (Pere Tofev, Dame Gruev), School Yeor 189203
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revolutionary goal”. But this attempt of Groev's failed because of Archiman-
drite Kozma Precistanski,* an instrument of the Exarchate, the current
president of the Exarchal Church-School Community in Bitola.

The harsh Exarchal centralist and denationalization church and edu-
cational policy in Macedonia was largely responsible for the cohesion at the
beginning of the last decade of the 19th century of Macedonian young people
and the middle class, primarily among craftsmen and the intelligentsia,
tuming isolated instances of anti-Exarchist resistance into a broad anti-Exar-
chist movement which oppased the Exarchate’s control over the Macedonian
church-school communities and its Greater-Bulgarian orientation. The fol-
lowing question arose as an imperative of the time: “Until when are we to
be foster children? Are we not going 1o stand on our feet again one day? Or
should we perhaps continue to crawl?”

The arrival of Stambolov’s exponent Lazarov'™ at the head of the
Exarchate’s School Department in 1892 and his unscrupulous aggressive-
ness in implementing the denationalization policy in Macedonia contributed
even further to the growth of the already tense anu-Exarchist mood of
progressive Macedonian circles. The anger of the Exarchate was to be most
felt by the Macedonian progressive intelligentsia which was financially
dependent on Exarchal donors who had come with money “to create Bul-
garians in Macedonia®. The famed Macedonophobe Vasil K'ntov” openly
declared that he had come “to Bulgarize Macedonia®.

Criticizing this shortsighted policy of the Exarchate somewhat Tater,
in 1894, Petar Pop Arsov said: “The Exarchate gives money but buys wind,
for ethnicity cannot be bought with monay!™

The: penetration of Bualgarian teachers into Exarchal schools in Mage-
donia, despite the existing overproduction of native Macedonian teachers,
the discrimination, harassment and expulsion of Macedonian progressive
"separalist” teachers (e.g. Dimitar Conev, Tvan Had# Nikolov, Georgi
BalasCev), the use of the Bulgarian language in Exarchal schools and the
incorporation of Macedonian church-school communities within the Exar-
chal system were the main motives for the growing discontent of the
awakened Macedonian middle class and intellectuals whose edge was di-
rected against the Exarchist denationalization and Greater-Bulgarian en-

' Kowma Predistinski (village of Ovlanci, Kitevo region, ¢. 1835-1916), church prelate of
the Bulgarian Exarchate. Eaclier prior of the Kifevo monastery of the Holy Immaculate (Sveta
Predista), later archimandrite and finally {after 1897) the Exarchate’s Metropalitan of the Debar-
Eilewi region,

A0 Nikola Lazarov, head of the School Department of the Bulgarisn Exarchate in Constan-
tlinape

@ Vacil K’ntov (Viesca, 1862 - Sofin, 1902), Bulgarian educator, schaolar, public figure and
politician, Yiclim of an assassination. Killed as Bulgarian Minister of Education.
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fiment on the independent development of the Macedonian society.
Petar Pop Arsov said: “They give us money to destroy us... To the
| with stich money; they are not only destroying our communities, but
o not believe us either and appoint all kinds of presidents, clergymen,
%, leachers, etc., so that they can control (7!} the sums — the sole

¢ off Bulgarian propaganda. .. Yes, Bulgarian propaganda!”
) unti-Exarchist movement in Macedonia brought about a growing
Monary feeling among Macedonian middle class circles. Gorte Petrov
| 1o inlerpret that movement “simply as a reaction against the
nding aspirations of the Exarchate to gather into its own hands the
il ol social life, and besides, 1 consider it the first step towards
adent activity in the country. [t imperceptibly grew into a revolution-

Thus, while the former attempts at revolutionary organization ended
il best as revolutionary aspirations, at the time when the necessary condi-
lons were created, in 1893, the efforts were crowned with the establishment
of the Macedonian Revolutionary Organization. The principal merit for its
formation goes to Dame Gruev.

Dame Gruev's return to Salonika in the summer of 1893 was certainly
of erucial significance. He became employed as a proofreader in the printing
shiop of Kone Samardziev,” a book seller and outstanding example of the
Mucedonian conservative, pro-Exarchal bourgeoisie, As a matter of fact,
Diime Gruev replaced Nikola Naumov.

Ivan Had#i Nikoloy, fascinated by the idea of liberation since his early
youth, around 1892 became convinced that “only a secret revolutionary
organization will block the way to foreign propaganda in Macedonia”,
because the aspirations were for “Serbia [to become] — a Balkan Piedmont
and Bulgaria — a Balkan Prassia™. With this in mind, in 1892 he probed the
following progressive Macedonian intellectuals in Salonika: Petar Pop Ar-
sov, Hristo Tatarfev, Dimitar Conev and Hristo Batandziev.” But the fact
that they were few in number discouraged them from taking practical steps
in this regard. In search of an authoritative person, in July 1892 Ivan Had#
Nikelov went to Sofia. It was on this occasion that his aforementioned
meeting with Goce DelZey in Boris's Garden, through Kosta Sahov's media-
tion, took place. Goce Deléev accepted his idea in principle, but he preferred

4 Kone SamardZiev (Prilep, 1554 — Saloaika, 1912), Macedonian bookseller and publisher.
Prominent Exarchist sctivist. '

 Hristo BatandFiev (Gumendze, Enidfe-Vardar regron, - 1913), Macedonian revolidion-
ary. Coryphaeus of MEO. Eesigned from MRO Centeal Comatittee in 1890 Liguidated by the
Girceks,
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to complete his education in the Royal Military Academy first. As a result,
this attempt of Ivan Had#i Nikolov's failed.

Dame Gruev, however, was not of the same opinion, He believed that
the conditions for the establishment of a revolutionary organization were
ripe. His optimistic prognosis was based on the extremely difficult social
and economic position of the Macedonian people, on the growing denation-
alization activity of the propaganda machines, on the fervent anti-Exarchist
struggle, in particular on the strained atmosphere created by Lazarov as the
head of the School Department of the Bulgarian Exarchate ( 1892}, on the
return of the Lozars to Salonika (1892), on the Exarchate’s transference or
sacking of several progressive Macedonian teachers from the Ss Cyril and
Methodius Boys’ Exarchal Grammar School in Salonika, on the appointment
of the former Bulgarian minister Mihail Sarafov™ as the principal of the
Salonika Boys' Exarchal Grammar School (school vear 1893/94), as well as
on the appointment of the pronounced Bulgarian Macedonophobe Vasil
K’nfov as the chief inspector of the Exarchal schools in European Turkey
{1893). Dame Gruev simply felt the pulse of the time; it proved that his
persistence was nota vain effort.

Dame Gruev first joined the circle of the progressive Macedonian
teachers” intelligentsia in Salonika. He came into contact with his old friend
Petar Pop Arsov who shared the same ideas and from whom he had probably
heard about Ivan HadZ Nikolov's unfulfilled plans. Goce Deltev's name is
likely to have been mentioned on that occasion. Dame Groev also became
close to Andon Dimitrov,” ateacher of Turkish in the 8s Cyril and Methodius
Boys' Exarchal Grammar School in Salonika. In Angust 1893 Dame Gruey
met Hristo Tatarfev,” an Exarchal school doctor in Salonika, for the first
time. There is no doubt that he was impressed by Tatardev as a person, and
talked to him concerning the organization of future revolutionary activity.

On November 2, 1893, walking on the Salonika coast, Dame Groev
and Andon Dimitrov met Ivan HadZi Nikolov. There they finally agreed to
held a joint meeting,

The founding meeting took place on Saturday evening, November 4,
1893, in Hristo BatandZiev's home in Salonika. On that occasion, the six
MRO leaders — Dr Hristo Tatarfev, Ivan HadZi Nikolov, Petar Pop Arsov,

il Sarafov (1534-1924), Bulgarian public figure, politician and diplomat

3 Andon Trmitroy (village of Ajvatove, Salonika region, IR68-1933), Macedonian reve-
latiomary. Coryphacus of MREC.

2 Hristo Twtarfev-Dokloret {Resen, 1869 - Turin, [952), Macedonian revolutionary,
Coryphacus of MRO. First president of the Central Commvittee of MRO, Later, MRO"s external
represenialive in Sofia
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D Hrizte Tatardey

Hristo BatandZiev, Andon Dimitrov and Dame Gruey — exchanged ideas
ganceming the physiognomy and goals of the Revelutionary Organization.
The discussion covered a broad spectrum of issues ranging from the struggle
lor the implementation of Article 23 of the Treaty of Berlin to Ivan HadZi
Nikelov's already crystallized idea.

According to Hristo Tatarfev, the group was constituted as an associa-
tion without a written protocol and without electing a head such as a
president. “At the meeting there were no formalities, vows or anything
similar so that the members could feel themselves bound to act for the cause”
Yet the very fact that the group was constituled confirms the founding
character of its first meeting,

The second mecting, held in early January |894, dealt with the con-
crete establishment of MRO. Petar Pop Arsov was then given two assign-
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ments: (a) to prepare a Draft Statute of the Organization, and (b) “to write a
booklet entitled Stambolovism in Macedonia”. Ivan Had#i Nikolov's pro-
posal was accepted stating that "Those whio have chosen the Exarchate’s
centralist policy should be considered unsuitable, and those in favour of
decentralization of the church-school cause in Macedonia should be consid-
ered suitable... and [as such, author's note] should devote themselves to the
revolutionary idea”. This itself confirms how true was Gorfe Petrov's view
that the anti-Exarchist movement in Macedonia “imperceptibly grew inke a
revolutionary movement”. Once MRO was formed, it made ils first steps
chiefly as an antipode to the Exarchate and its harsh centralist and denation-
alization policy in Macedonia.

It is very likely that the Adrianople region was not part of the plans of
the chief MRO actors at the first two meetings.

Tt is rather difficult to follow MRO's founding organization in connec-
tion with its character, goals, name, the time and manner of adoption of its
first legal acts (Statute and Regulations) owing to the different accounts of
its protagonists, but primarily owing to the lack of original protocol docu-
mentation. The only certain thing is that all of them had “the principle of
autonomy” in mind.

) Of course, all dilemmas around the organizing principles, character

and goals of the Organization arising from the different accounts of its
founders were dispersed after the adoption of its legal acts — the Statute
(‘Constitution’) and the Regulations.

The Draft Statute prepared by Petar Pop Arsov was based on the Statute
of the [-lulﬁarian Central Revolutionary Committee published in Zaharij
Stojanov's famous Notes. ..

The Statute was adopted at one of the subsequent sessions of the six
founders of the Organization, It is difficult to establish whether the Stamte
was adopted without corrections, or with considerable moedifications, as can
be concluded from Dame Gruev's words: “We grouped ourselves and we
worked out a Draft Statute together”

The Organization's first statute was of a narrow, nationalistic character,
which was certainly the result of the ideological intolerance, external influ-
ences and inexperience of its authors at the time.

MRO Statute contained 14 articles divided into four chapters covering
the goal, composition and structure, as well as the financial support and
penalties of the Organization.

According to Article 1, the goal of the Organization was the attainment
of the “full political autonomy of Macedonia and the Adrianople region”,

 Zaharij Stojanoy [1830-1859), Bulgarian revelutionary and siatesman.
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Petar Pop Arsov

which was a significant step forward with regard to Article 23 of the Treaty
of Berlin, For the attainment of this goal, according to Article 2, the
Chganization was bound to awaken “awarcness for the gelf-protection” of
the population, to spread among them, in the press or orally, revolutionary
jtleas and to prepare and incite a general uprising.

The organization was based on the centralist principle. According to
the Statute, it consisted of a Central Committee as well as district, subdistrict
anel village committees {Article 5).

The conspiratorial character of the Organization was reflected in
Ariicle 4 of its Statute: “The members of each committee shall be divided
into groups led by a head appointed by the director. Fach member of the
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group, as well as the head, shall receive a number given by the responsible
committee. Each activist shall know only the members of his group and the
head, and the latter shall know only the director of the committes or the
mediator.” In fact the groups were the basic cells of the Organization

A managing body stood at the head of each particular local committee.
The managing bodies of the district commitiess were appointed by the
Central Committee (CC), those of the subdistrict committees were proposed
by the district committees and appointed by the Central Committes, and the
village committees were appointed by the subdistrict committees { Article 6),

The final Article, 14 of the Statute, set forth the following: “Detailed
internal Regulations have been worked ot on the basis of this Statute.” This
was certainly an anticipation, as the Regulations were prepared later.

The first Central Committee was constituted at the same session as that
at which the Statute was adopted. It was headed by Dr Hristo Tatartev as
president and Dame Gruev as secretary and treasurer,

The Regulations contained 50 articles grouped into |1 chapters. They
set forth the statutory (‘constitutional’) norms in detail. The Regulations
contained the following chapters: I. Composition, Structure and Duties of
Revolutionary Committees; IL. Duties of the Managing Bodics of Local
Revolutionary Committees; I1L. Duties of the Members of Managing Bodies;
IV. Duties of the Heads of Groups; V. Duties of the Worker Members: VI,
Cormespondence; VIL Secret Mail: VIIT. Secret Police: IX. Penalties: X,
Armament, and X1, Financial Means of the Committes,

The Central Committee and the managing bodies of the local revolu-
tionary committees were composed of a president, secretary, treasurer and
several advisors (Article 1). Membership of the Central Committee was by
election. They were to be elected once a year with a majority of votes by the
directors of the district committees or their proxies.

The dutics of the Central Commitiee members are specified in Article
4. Of special interest is ltem 5 of Article 4 which reads as follows: “It [the
Central Committee, author’s note] shall direct the contacts with external
MRCs [Macedonian Revolutionary Committees, auther's note] if there are
any, and in agreement with them and the district internal commitiees it shall
proclaim the day of the uprising, it shall adopt the plan of action and direct
the movement directly or through a special commission com posed by it in
agreement with the external committees.” This clause shows the extent to
which the authors of the Regulations, while the Organization was still taking
its initial steps, cherished illusions of external help, their eyes mainly tumed
towards the Macedonian émigrés in Bulgaria. Hence they made the rank of
possible external Macedonian committees equal with that of internal district
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gommitiees, retaining, however, the right of the Central Committee as the
principal factor and coordinator of the future uprising.

District committees made contact with the Central Committee directly,
and subdistrict committees indirectly, via the district ones. They were
ebliged, at the end of each month, to submit a report to the Central Commit-
tee on their work and the sifuation in their territory,

“At the end of each year they shall submit a detailed report relating to:
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“1. How many comrades/workers for freedom they have in any specific
town and village, and how many of them are capable of fighting against the
enemy with arms in their hands;

2. The quantity of arms they have and the quantity they need;

*3. The guality and activity of the secret police;

“4. The organization and activity of the postal service;

“5. The financial simation;

“f. The spirit of the members and opponents; and

“7. Existing Turkish armed forces; army, zaptiehs, bashibazouks, etc”

The groups were the main cells of the Organization, and their heads
were the basic guidance staff. In accordance with Article 13, “the heads of
the groups shall be bound:

“1. To forward tasks given by the president or mediator o their
subordinates;

*2. To notify, once a week, the president or mediator of the position of
the groups in all respects: discipline, weapons, ete.;

“3_ To care for and maintain in order the weapons of the fighters;

“4, Tor gather their subordinates regularly once a week with the purpose
of instruction, and extraordinarily, whenever it shall be deemed necessary;
also to distribute and read revolutionary books, and to strengthen in various
ways their revolutionary spirit in general;

“5. To collect monthly fees and voluntary assistance from their subor-
dinates and hand them over to the president or mediator”

The reception of new members into the Organization was made con-
ditional on the *recommendation of an older member or the permission of
the president” (Anticle 14).

The insufficient strength of the Organization was compensated for by
a strong conspiratorial cloak. Thus, in accordance with Article 18, “each
member shall know only the comrades and the head of his group.,. The
workers should be sober, honest, reticent and incorruptible; they should not
drink nor should they talk to anyone about the revolutionary cause, not
excluding the closest friends, closest family members and relatives. They
should not have a threatening comportment towards anyone and should
systematically avoid anything that may arouse suspicion among the people
that they are members of the committee, Singing of rebellions songs and
outhursts of patriotic feelings are forbidden to the workers, not only in front
of people undecided as regards the cause, but also in front of comrades in
the cause.”

The Organization attached great importance to discipline, Hence, in
accordance with Article 19, “no worker under any pretext can refuse unpun-
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ished any duty imposed upon him by his superiors, be it casy or difficult, in
the place or outside "

The centralist structure of the Organization is also seen in Article 26:
“All those workers who criticize and attack their superiors, the managing
body or the Cause in general shall be considered renegades of the Cause ™

The Organization had its own secret police. In accordance with Article
34, “each committee has its own secret police which consists of two depart-
ments: investigative and punitive...”

As far as arms were concerned, “each member should be provided with
a rifle and also, wherever possible, with a revolver and dagger...”

With regard to finance, the commintees were obliged to contribute
ong-third of the money collected into the treasury of the Central Committee
(Article 50).

The statutory norms established in this way opened good prospects for
the powerful structuring of the future organizational network. The estab-
lishment of MRO was a crucial event in the more recent history of the
Macedonian people. It marked the beginning of a new, highly significant
period in the painful past of Macedonia,

The Macedonian Revolutionary Organization became an avant-garde
force of the Macedonian national liberation movement, which entered a new,
higher stage of development. Therefore the establishment of MRO was a
historic turning point for the Macedonian people.

At the outset the spread of MRO took place gradually, cantiously and
slowly, but safely and with no disturbances. The revolutionary centre of the
young MRO was located in Salonika, the city from which its revolutionary
ideas spread radially.

The Resen Conference (August 27-29, 1894) marked the beginning of
a new stage in MRO's development.

This Conference was initiated by the Central Commitiee of MRO as a
result of the growing need to exchange ideas with activists in the field in
order to surmount the initial weaknesses of the Organization, find new
elements of organizational activity and adopt the most adequate solutions
for further building, strengthening and expansion of the Organization's
network.

At first glance, the Resen Conference may seem to have been of a
regional character, but its decisions exceeded the regional framework and
applied to MREO as a whole.

The Resen Conference, as the first conference of MRO), gave a strong
impetus to the Organization”s further activity towards the spread and organ-
izational reinforcement of the Macedonian liberation movement.

44

g this Conference, new, fresh forces joined the Macedonian
tion movement, such as Pere ToSev, Goce Deléev and Gorfe
Introduced new meaning and vigour into MRO's expansion and

new revolutionary forces which had cutgrown the ideological
£¥'s founders, reinvigorating and expanding their ideological
ereating a new, more democratic concept for the development
donian liberation struggle.

v/

al liberation movement is Goce Deléev's joining of the Macedonian
utionary Organization,
. ".I"I'l_ln marked the third, the Jast and the most successful, revolutionary
Mlinge (1894-1903) of DelZev’s short life. It included two sub-stages. The
st coverced Deltev's legal activity as a teacher in $tip and Bansko (Novem-
- e 1894 — November 1896), and the second, entirely dedicated to the
Wevolutionary cause, lasted until the end of his life (December 1896 — May
A, 1903),

- A historic meeting between Goce Deléev and Dame Gruev took place
I Stip in early November 1894,

Having arrived in Stip, Goce Deléev and Tuge Deliivanav were wel-
“eomed by Dame Gruev, who worked as a teacher in Stip at the time. Gruev
il met Deliivanov before, but this was his first personal contact with
Nﬁ:‘-‘ Goce Deléev’s name, however, was not unknown to him. He had
probably heard of him in Salonika in the autumn of 1893, during the probing

for MRO's foundation. He must have been informed at the time that Kosta
iﬂaov had a high opinion of Goce Deléev, Hence Gruev's welcome was not
accidental, and even less accidental was his effort to discourage guests from
visiting the lodgings in which they stayed — in the house of the old village
leacher Mite Terancaliev — where Gruev himselfused to live during his stay
in Stip.

That same evening, at Dame Gruev’s provocative question as to wh ¥
he had left Bulgaria. Delev answered fervently: “Can there be any other
place for a Macedonian than Macedonia? Is there a people more unlucky
than the Macedonians? And is there a broader ficld for work other than
Macedonia?™
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The Junior Grammer Scheal in Nove Selo, near Stip

Delighted by Delev’s liberation concept, Gruev opened his hf:arl_ wide
with the words: “May you be welcome!”, presenting him the Constitution of
the young MRO. The following day Goce Deléev took an cath before the
first man of the Organization, becoming a full member of MRO.

From this first contact between Deléev and Gruey, on the threshold :_}{-‘
Goce Deléev's revolutionary activity, up to their last, which took place 1:1
dramatic circumstances, nearly a decade later — at tfle end of Deléev's
brilliant organizational work, on the eve of his tragic death — a rare
closeness and profound respeet characterized their refations, .

Deliev's legal teaching activity in the two-form Novo Selo Julmﬂr
Grammar School was at a highly competent level. He taught four subjects
in the second form: Geometry, Natural History, Geography and French. He
was a strict and just teacher, !

Deléev paid special attention to the training of adulis. lnﬂtl:e evening
and Sunday schools, together with his colleagues {Gruey, Delitvanov, u.j,tc:.]
Goce Delfev covered important subjects from Eum]:u:nq and American
history, but above all from the history of the Balkans, managing 1o encourage
a revelutionary atmosphere in the town of Stip.

With his activity as a teacher, Goce Deléev intelligently cumw.t_uﬂuge_d
his real revolutionary activity before the local Onoman uulhun!_u::a. His
teaching was an excellent screen for the unobstructed expansion and
strengthening of the Crganization’s network.
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The young Goce Delfev proved an unrelenting agitator and organizer,
Dame Gruev was impressed: “Delfev has immediately made an impression
on e with his openness and honesty. He was, in his first attempls at
becoming a member, even too open, so we had to restrain him to prevent him
giving away our weaknesses, the weaknesses of the Organization. He always
tended to tell the truth, believing that everyone should adopt the idea in the
way he had adopted it, He was very nimble.”

Goce Delfev’s radius of activity covered only Novo Selo and the
surrounding villages, but his aspirations were much greater. Here are the
recollections of his colleague Tufe Delifvanov: “Each Saturday evening he
disappeared from Stip, sometimes disguised, sometimes not, and returned
on Sunday evening or Monday morning. In two month’s time he had
completed his work and one night, sometime about Epiphany, he compla-
cently and smilingly said that we could even send caravans 1o Bulgaria, and
from Bulgaria to as far as Radovig and Strumica” ’

Dame Gruev was a witness, in Stip, of Goce Deléev's historic role in
the spread of the movement, reflected above all in the incorporation of the
rural areas into MRO and in the organization of MRO's important channel
on the Macedonia-Bulgaria route. Motivated by Deléev's tremendous enthu-
siasm and vigour, in the school year 1894/95, together with Todor Lazarov™
and Tufe Deliivanov, and independently of Deléev, Dame Gruev arganized
new people in the town of Stip and its surroundings. “The whaole town and
Novo Selo were enveloped by revolutionary fever,” points Deliivanov, There-
fore it was not by chance that Stip turned into a true bastion of the Macedo-
nian liberation struggle,

Goce Deléev’s first major organizational mission within Macedonia
took place in April 1895 during the Easter holidays. Deléev went on ajourney
together with his friend Tude Deliivanov. In Veles they exchanged views with
Petar Pop Arsov. From there they took a train to Salonika where they met
Dr Hristo Tatarev, the president of the Central Committee of MRO, On
Easter Day they came to Delfev’s native Kuku¥, where they chose 15 new
MRO members. Goce Deléev's sister, Rusa Deléeva,” was among them,
becoming one of the first women members of MRO, Goce Deltev showed
clear democratic broadmindedness on that occasion. During his stay in
Kukus, 180 Torkish liras were collected for the needs of MRO, and imme-

¥ Todor Laaray (5tip, 186% - Sofia, 19123, Macedonian revolutiosary. Seriously ill, he
committed suicide.

# Rugn Deldeva (Kukug, 1868 - Sofia, 1945), Goce Deltev's sister. Joined MECH in April
1895, Mother of Lika Copova,
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diately after his departure the contribution rose to 330 Turkish liras, which
were sent 1o MRO Central Committee in Salonika. On his return to Stip,
Deléev visited Dojran where “he established the local organization. From
there he went on to Furka (Gevgelija region), Bogdanci, Gevgelija, Strumica
and Radovid. In all these places Deléev established local organizations and
spread the spirit of freedom” (H.A. Poljanski).

Dame Gruev points out the following, among other things, in connec-
tion with this mission: “During the Easter holidays, Delfev and Deliivanov
set off to Kukuf with the duty of visiting Salonika, where I recommended
them, in order to check what kind of activity the others had developed. They
returned utterly disappointed: the work there was in a slumber.”

They were right, as after Gruev's departure from Salonika, MRO
Central Committee, headed by Hristo Tatarfev, had become passive and the
simation within the organization was close to inactivity. At thattime, in terms
of the various types and forms of revolutionary life — thanks, above all, to
the tandems Dame Groev-Goce Deléev and Pere Tofev-Gorle Petrov — Stip
and Bitola by far exceeded Salonika as the Organization’s metropolis. Hence
Gruev had to leave Stip and returned to Salonika after the end of the school
year 1894/95. As far as ﬁtip was concerned, Dame Gruev was not worried
at all, as he had laft Deltev there, who had already shown his high qualities
as an organizer

Without doubt, in terms of the speed of recruiting new members, the
swift building of the Organization’s network and providing it with organiza-
tional channels, Goce Deléev took the leading place among the Organiza-
tion's activists, Thus DelZev distinguished himsell as an excellent worker
among the people.

Dame Gruev and Goce Deléev crowned their joint activity with “a
farewell assembly’ of the leading figures of the Stip region, which they held
in the vicinity of the KeZovica baths in early July 1895, where, in addition
to a recapitulation of what had been done, directions were given for future
activity.

2. The appearance of the organized Macedonian national liberation
movement on the historical scene had strong repercussions in the circles of
the Bulgarian bourgenisie. They suddenly found themselves confronted with
a powerful independent and indigenous Macedonian factor, which lethally
threatened their prestige and ‘historical’ interests in Macedonia. As a result,
they again adroitly used Macedonian émigrés in Bulgaria in order to parry
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and neutralize MRO's activity. They hoped that this would be the casiest way
to succeed in toming the course of events in their own favour.

The establishment in the spring of 1895 of the Macedonian Commitlee
in Sofia, headed by Trajko Kitanev,™ was instigated by the Bulgarian
bourgeoisie themselves, The Macedonian Committee almost immediately
turmed into an instrument in the hands of the Bulgarian bourgeoisie, which

became quite apparent after the staging of the so-called ‘Melnik Uprising’
of 1895,

Iramediately after the foundation of the Macedonian Committes in
Sofia, the Central Committee of MRO came out against any parallel author-
ity in the Macedonian liberation cause. Aware of the danger to the inde-
pendence of the Macedonian liberation movement, the Central Committee
of MEO attempted, throwgh Ivan Had#i Nikolov and Dame Groev, to halt
the activity of the Macedonian Committee in Sofia, or at least to reduce its
role to a morale-helping and supportive institution linked with the Macedo-
nian liberation cause. Goce Dellev joined them in their efforts, but to no
avail,

It is known that around July 10, 1895, Dame Gruev, no doubt in
agreement with Goce Delfev and in coordination with MRO Central Com-
mittee, came to Sofia, the centre of the dangerous game aiming to destroy
the Macedonian Revolutionary Organization. There Dame Gruev met the
protagonisis of the Macedonian Committee: Trajko Kitanfev, Naum
Tufek&iev and Andrej Ljaptev. According to Dame Gruev's testimony, he
did not tell Kitanéev anything about the ‘uprising” even thongh “it hampered
our plan considerably”, largely because of the worsened health of the
obvionsly misguided Trajko Kitanfev, Their talk concentrated on mutual
assistance in the fumure.

Meanwhile, according to MRO's leader Andon Dimitrow, the Salonika
streets saw 40 to 50 bound “peasants from the Goma DFumaja, Melnik and
Nevrokop regions, detained and tortured as a result of the infiltration of
Vrhovist detachments in those places, The damage to the Internal Organiza-
tion caused by these thoughtless activities of the Sofia (Vrhovist) Committee
was exlensive, There was hesitation in the minds of ocur followers, The
leaders of the Internal Organization were shaken, Measures had to be devised
in order to put an end to that abnormal situation”™ (AL Dimitrov).

5 Trajko Kitanfew (village of Podmodand, Resen region. 1558 - Sofia, 1895), Macedonian
educator and public figure. Firsl president of the Macedonian Committes (later YME) in Sofia.
Drigaf of a heart attack.
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Andon Dimirrov

As a result, the summer of 1895 saw the holding of the Salonika
Conference of MRO. This Conference, convened on Dame Gruev's initia-
tive, was held under the disguise of a Teacher's Gathering. Atending it,
among others, were Dame Gruev, Pere Todev, Goee Deldev and Tvan Hadi
Nikolov, It is likely that the Conference covered the well-known counter-
revolutionary propaganda tour of the Exarchist exponent, Kone SamardZiev,
who in the spring of 1895 travelled all over Macedonia propagating the
message that "Bulgaria has 200 thousand bayonets with which it is going to
liberate Macedonia™ In this regard, the position of MRO was quite clear. It
can be best expressed by Petar Pop Arsov's well-known maxim: “Anyone
giving us freedom from outside will take our land !

0

The Salonika Conference, held primarily as a result of the interference
of the Sofia Macedonian Committee in Macedonian internal matters, un-
doubtedly speeded up the decision of MRO Central Committee to put an end
to outside interference.

Following Dame Gruev's return to Salonika, in the school year
1895/96, a strong revolutionary triangle was active: Dame Gruev in Salo-
nika, Pere Todev in Bitola, and Goce Deléev in Stip. A sturdy dam against
Vrhovist encroachment was built. Hence the Vrhovists attempted to move
Dame Grzev away from Salonika. Gorte Petrav gave the warning in this
respect, so the former plan for Dame Gruev's transfer to Ser (Serez) was
cancelled and his further stay in the Macedonian metropolis was strongly
assured,

During the summer holidays (1893), in the course of his second tour
of the Salonika, Kukui, Gevgelija and Dojran regions, Goce Delfev took
steps for strengthening and expanding the effects of his recent Easter visit.

Peju K. Javorov's claim that Goce Deléev met Trajko Kitanlew, the
first president of the Macedonian Committee in Sofia, immediately before
the "Melnik Uprising’, has no real foundation.

In the subsequent school year 1895/96, Goce Delfev was promoted to
principal of all gtip schools, a post which included inspection of the village
schools in the Stip region. This appointment of Delfev's was clearly inspired
by MRO,

Goce Deléev’s rich and varied revolutionary activity can also be
authentically illustrated with what has survived of his extensive correspon-
dence, which is considered “a significant epistolary defence of his revolu-
tionary philosophy™.

This can be seen in his earliest surviving and impressive letter to Efrem
Karanow,” president of the Kustendil Macedonian Society, sent on October
29, 1895, which is certainly of major significance. Goce Delfev's revolu-
tiomary concept concemning the independent character of the Macedonian
cause is strongly manifested. Here “Deléev explains the basic principles
upon which the Macedonian revolution should be built and upon which he
builds it... DelZev also shows the ohjective of the Macedonian revolution;
‘a free state’... He also points to the means by which that objective can be
attained: an internal uprising” (K. Hristov).

By stigmatizing the unsuccessful attempt by the Vrhovist adventurer,
Bulgarian Lieutenant Aleksandar Cakarov, ‘to proclaim' in Vinica, or more
precisely to provoke an ‘uprising’, Goee Deldev in fact fully unmasked the

7 Efrem Karanov (Kratevo, 1852-1927), Macedonian educstor and public lijure, Associ-
ate of Delgey,
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sordid, supposedly ‘Macedonian' policy of the Sofia Macedonian Commit-
tee — so loudly propagated through the ‘Melnik Uprising’.

It is of great importance that Goce Deléev very early on notified the
Sofia Macedonian Committee, through its branch, the Kustendil Maceda-
nian Socicty, of his views in writing. He clearly pointed out: “In Macedonia,
systematic propaganda, which has already taken large proportions, is being
carried out for a general internal uprising, and there is no place in Macedonia
which has not been involved.” Further on, he stresses: “It is the duty of every
patriot to help as much as he can, and it is the duty even more of the
committees for that purpose, especially of the Kustendil commitiee, which
could help in every way” He appeals: “There are a lot of people, but
unfortunately we suffer from a shortage of the most indispensable thing for
an uprising: we have no arms, and you, if you are willing to help, help us in
this, send us a5 many arms as you can.”

Hope was still not lost,

In order to strengthen the border regions on a line extending through
Stip, Pehevo, Viadimirovo, Berovo, Diumaja, Dupnica and Kustendil,
Deléev inspected them once again towards the end of 1895, He secured the
links and routes, he appointed responsible people for the centres and organ-
ized methods of traffic and communication with the interior. Two impertant
centres stood out during this activity: Kustendil, headed by Nikola Zogra-
fov,” and Dupnica, headed by Nikola Malefevski.™

Kustendil and Dupnica were scon to grow into significant transit
centres of MRO on Bulgarian territory,

In December 1893, at the Second Congress of the Macedonian Socie-
ties in Bulgaria, the Macedonian Committee was renamed as the Supreme
Macedonian Committee {Vrhoven Makedonski Komiter, VME) headed by
General Danail Nikolaev,” with the patently transparent aim of taking over
the conductor's baton and playing the principal role in the Macedonian
liberation cause, offering its services to the Bulgarian patrons,

The *Melnik Uprising' was the: first more important step of the insane
Wrhovist game with the Macedonian liberation cause. The subsequent at-
tempt by Aleksandar Cakarov, in the autumn of that year, to instigate an
‘uprising” in the interior of Macedonia — of course, with Naum Tufekiev's
blessing, the then Viee president of the Macedonian Committee in Sofia —
was a clear indication that such Vrhovist ambitions were not subdued,

® Nikola Zografov, citizen of Veles, Warchmaker. Head of MRO's centre in K ustsndil,

B bikala MaleBeveki (Berovo, 1852-1035), head of MREO's centre in Dupiiics, Associate
of Deldey.

0 Danail Nikolacy (1852-1942), Bulgarian general. Fresident of VME, Later adjutant 1
Ferdimarsd,
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General Danail Mikolaev

Vrhovist verbal aggressiveness, which increased after the arrival of General
[Danail Mikolaey at the head of the Supreme Macedonian Committes (VME)
was also worrying. At the same time Vrhovist actions aimed at dismantling
MRO continued. In January 1896, for instance, VMK sent the aforemen-
tioned Aleksandar Cakarov to Kustendil to take control of MRO's Kustendil
transit centre, and somewhat later Andrej LjapEev tried to win Nikola
Zografov, the head of MRO's Kustendil centre, over to the Vrhovist cause.
Hence, as early as the first months of Vrhovism, MRO Central Committee
decided to combat strongly any outside interference coming from the Bul-
garian capital.

Yet it was still too early for an open break owing to MROs frailty. It
was necessary to use diplomatic tactics. Thus the correspondence between
MRO Central Committee and VMK (Sofia) began.
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The first known letter sent by VMK to MRO Central Committee bears
the date January 10, 1896. The original correspondence is inaccessible to us
as the Bulgarian archives are still closed.

Apart from correspondence, personal contacts were not neglected
either. In February 1896 in Sofia, for example, in the capacity of delegate of
MRO Central Committee, Goce Delfev met General Danail Nikolaev, the
president of VMK, with whom he parted sharply, saying the following: “We
— you known who we are: the peasants, the Macedonian population, the
people. We cannot play politics, nor can we allow others to play politics with
Macedonia. Our struggle, it is a question of life or death for us. We will not
allow others to decide whether we should Tive or die, and when. The people
will decide when an uprising will start. We will not let you give us orders
from here and throw us, as you tried to last year, into an uprising adveniure. ..
We believed we could get brotherly help from you, the Committee and the
emigrés. But please bear this in mind, we are not seeking patrons, even less
masters!”

Goce Deltev also had an argument with Josif Kovafev, the vice
president of the Supreme Macedonian Committee.

Goce Deléev usad his brief February stay in Sofia to meet some of the
members of the dissident Macedonian Committee, headed by Naum
TufekEiev, but with Lieutenant Anton Bozukov® playing the chief role. Goce
Deléev was mostly interested in the supply of arms and ammunition, and
talked to the well-known arms-suppliers Naum Tufeké&iev and the Ivanov
brothers. This meeting was probably arranged by the Reserve Lieutenant
Dimitar Zostov, treasurer in the dissident Macedonian Committee, a key
figore who initiated Deléev’s training in the Royal Military Academy,

Then Goce Dellev met Boris Sarafov once again, suggesting that they
go 1o Macedonia and become “forest tsars”. This is a confirmation that even
then, on the eve of MRO Salonika Congress ( 1896), Goce Deléev had a vision
of the future structure of the Organization’s fighting detachments. Hence the
invitation to Boris Sarafov was not mere chance, as both of them, as military
men, could play a leading part in the development of the Organization’s
military structure. As a matter of fact, Goce Delfev was to incorporate his
vision in Article 11 of TMORO's Constitution. Yet it was not put into practice
until after 1898 (with the exception of Duko Tasev JudovEanecot’s detach-
ment of 1897), and was only sanctioned in TMORO's Detachment Regula-
tions in 1900,

# Anton Bozukov, Bulgarian officer and Vibovist, Participant in the 1895 Melnik *upais-
{ng'
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Boris Sarafoy

At this period (February 1896), however, Sarafov’s adventuresome
spirit prevented him from conforming to MRO"s norms.

Adter his return to Stip, in a letter to Nikola Zografov, MRO's head of
the Kustendil centre, Goce Deléev wrote the following of the Sofia Supreme
Macedonian Committee: “The impression that commillee made on me was
such a cooling experience that I am not concerned any more about themrncrt
helping us, but I am afraid they may inflict great damage on our canse.”

Dwring his contacts with the leadership of VMK in Sofia, Goce Deléev
acted in the capacity of an emissary of MRO Central Committee for the first
time and, more importantly, “for the first time, Goce Deléey openly declared
the autonomy and independence of the Internal Organization in the face of

Sofia Vrhovism.”
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3. The immediate reason for the convocation of the First Congress of
MRO was the open interference by the Sofia WME in MBO's internal matters
with a bias towards turning the Central Committee of MRO into an obedient
tool for the achievement of VMK'’s objectives. The ultimatums of VMK to
the Organization were particularly arrogant in VMK’s letter of March 20,
1896, to the Central Committee of MRO.

Yet the main reasons for the convocation of the Congress were deeper.
I is known that during the first stage of the development of the Organization
{ 1893-1896] it established a basic network in Macedonia, During this stage,
dug 1o its initial weaknesses, but above all due to the restricted scope of
MRO's first documents, the movement was of a limited character. It recruited
mainly craftsmen and lower middle class people as well as the educational
intelligentsia. In this period MRO had the character of an urban organization.

At this stage, MRO came face to face with numerous problems which
hampered its speedier development. Indeed, the two conferences — the
Resen Conference (1894) and the Salonika Conference {1895) — instilled
some vigour, but did not remove the main obstacle preventing the achieve-
ment of a broader, mass character for the Macedonian liberation moverment,

On the other hand, MRO found itself confronted with numerous
enemies. The progressive clements in MRO's ranks {Goce Deléev, Gorde
Petrov, Pere Tofev) had developed a clear vision of the future of the
Macedonian national liberation movement by overcoming the narrow scope
of MRO's first statutory documents and creating a broader idealogical
platform, which was to secure internal allies for the Macedonian liberation
cause, eliminate speculation concerning the Macedonian revolutionary
moverment by foreign propaganda machines and cut off or weaken their
artificial roots in Macedonia.

This speeded up the holding of MRO's First Congress, the Salonika
Congress of 1896,

MRO Salonika Congress was held during the Easter holidays, in the
period April 5-12, 1896, The sessions of the Congress took place in Andon
Dimitrov’s flat, opposite the Exarchal Grammar Scheol.

In addition to the members of the Central Commitles, the leaders of
the Organization from the more important centres were present at the
Congress. Fifteen to sixteen persons took part in the work of the Con Eress;
thirteen names are known: Dr Hristo Tatarfev, Dame Gruev, Andon
Dimitrov, Ivan Had#i Nikolov, Gorée Petroy: delegates Goce Deléev {Stip),
Hristo Matov (Skopje), Pere Todev (Bitola), Petar Paop Arsov (Prilep). Kiril
Prligev™ {Voden), Vasil Kalejéev (Ser), Velko Dumeyv™ (Veles) and Hristo

o Kiril Priitev (Ohaid, 1875-1944), Macedonian revalutionary. Son ol Grigor Prlidey.
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Hriste Botardiiey

Pop Kocev (Adrianople). It is quite possible that the fourteenth participant
in the Congress was Hristo BatandZiev, member of MRO Central Commi lice,
who resigned from that duty as late as August 1899,

The Congress adopted major, essential changes in the conceptual and
ideological platform of MRO, which now acquired elements of an interna-
tional character. This was not only a turning point for the further develop-
ment of the Macedonian national liberation movemnent, but an event which
made MRO one of the leading and most progressive organizations among
the Tiberation movements in the world,

¥ Vielko Dumew (Voden, 1874-1945), Macedonian revolwiionary, Later joined Vanfo
lihajlov®s ranks,
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In the spirit of the changes made, MRO was given a new official name:
The Secret Macedonian-Adrianople Revolutionary Organization ({Tajna
Makedono-Odrinska Revolucionerna Organizacija, TMORO).

The changes on the organizational plane made at the Congress wene
fairly small, The Organization was divided in a new manner. Instead of the
previcus distribution of its territory into three districts, MRO s new territorial
division consisted of seven districts: . Salonika, I1. Bitola, 111, Skopje, IV,
Stip, V. Strumnica, VL Ser, and VII. Adrianople. In addition, the Organiza-
tion’s committees in Constantinople and Prilep were granted the right to
maintain direct communication with the Central Committee of TMORO in
Salonika.

The Salonika Congress also initiated the question of the admission of
women into the Organization, There is no doubt that one of the men insisting
on this was Goce Deléev who, a year earlier, had admirtted his sister, Ruda,
into the ranks of the Macedonian liberation movement. In addition, Pere
Tozev informed the Congress of his negotiations with the pro-Exarchist
elements in Salonika grouped around Kone Samard#iev, underlining that a
reconciliation with the Exarchists was illusory. The Congress passed a
decision suspending negotiations with the Exarchists, leaving the door open,
however, for their possible joining of the Organization in accordance with
its statetory norms.

Strictly adhering to the principles of autonomy and revolution, the
1896 Salonika Congress of MRO stood firmly on the ramparts of revolution-
ary struggle and defended the independence of the Macedonian liberation
cause.

The open Bulgarian expansionist policy necessitated the establishment
of a special institution — the External Representative Office — with its seat
in Sofia, the city where most of the underground plans for obliterating the
independent character of the Macedonian national liberation cavse were
devised.

The talks with the highest representatives of VME in Sofia held by
Goce Deléev in February and Dame Gruey in March 1896, with the purpose
of changing WMK's position or at least bringing their views on the Macedo-
nian liberation cause closer to those of the Organization, failed utterly. Thess
brief contacts thus clearly showed the deep abyss dividing MRO and VME.
This seems to have been the crucial reason which made the Salonika
Congress of MRO ( 1896) pass a decision on the establishment of an External
Representative Office of MRO based in Sofia.

There is no doubt that this decision of the Salonika Congress was also

influenced by the large number of Macedonian émigrés living in Bulgaria
and the opportunity for winning them over to the Macedonian cause and
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turning those who had been misled away from the Greater-Bulgarian idea.
There were also great hopes that they would provide financial support and
supply arms.

The Salonika Congress obliged Gorée Petrov and Goce Deléev — the
principle advocates of the new, progressive course in the Macedonian
national liberation movement and the leading initiators of these changes —
to work out a draft of the new constitution (statute) and regulations in
accordance with the changes in the Organization’s programme adopted at
the 1896 Salonika Congress.

TMOROQ's Constitution, where the spirit of the 1896 Salonika Con-
gress is apparent, contained nineteen articles divided into four chapters.

Article 1 of the Constitution stressed MRO's new ideological and
political orientation: “The aim of TMORO is to unite all discontented
elements in Macedonia and the Adrianople region, regandless of nationality,
with the purpose of attaining, through revolution, full political autonomy for
thess two regions.”

According to Article 2 which, among other things, was an open
challenge to foreign propaganda machines and a guarantee for the inde-
pendent character of the Macedonian liberation cause, .. .the Organization
shall strive to overcome chauvinist propaganda and national disputes which
divide and weaken the population of Macedonia and Adrianople in their
struggle against the common enemy; it shall work on instilling a revolution-
ary spirit and awareness among the population and use all means and efforts
for the swift and timely armament of the population with all that is NECEssaAry
lor a general and widespread uprising.”

TMORC( was composed of local revolutionary organizations (compa-
nies) (Article 3). The local organizations were divided into groups directed
by heads (desemiks). In fact the groups remained MRO's principal cells.

With regard to organization, MRO's old centralist structure from the
previous constitution was retained. The old hierarchical structure consisting
of commanding revolutionary bodies (village, subdistrict and district com-
mittees, and a Central Committee) remained in force, The secret mail and
police were also retained (Articles 14 and 15). The novelty was that “each
subdistrict revolutionary section has its own detachment, the task of which
shall be defined by special regulations™ (Article 11).

In connection with membership of MRO, *A member of TMORO can
be: any Macedonian or Adrianopolitan who has not compromised himself
with anything dishonest and characterless before society and who promises
and vows to work for the benefil of the revolutionary lberation cause”
(Article 4).
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TMORO's Regulations were worked out on the basis of its previous
regulations and were brought into agreement with TMORO's Constitution,
TMORD's Regulations contain 48 articles divided into the following ten
chapters: I Central Committee; I1. Village, Subdistriet and District Commit-
tees; 111 Duties of the Heads of Groups; IV. Dutics of the Worker Members;
Y, Correspondence; V1. Secret Mail, VII. Secret Police; VIIL Penalties; IX,
Armament; and X. Financial Means of the Committee.

Clearly, the broad platform of TMORO's new constitution, whose main
purpose was to unite all patriots regardless of ethnicity, religious affiliation,
political colour or conviction for the attainment of the ohjectives set by MRO
— provided that their acts and actions were not contrary to MRO's basic
principles — opened wide the process of democratization and expansion of
the revolutionary movement. Thus, in addition to the Macedonians, MRO
attracted as new members or sympathizers people from other nationalities
or ethnic groups living in Macedonia, regardless of their religious affiliation.
These included Vachs, Albanians, Greeks and even Turks, Of course there
were also Bulgarians, who abandoned the comfort of the Principality of
Bulgaria, dedicating themsealves to the Macedonian cause. In other wards,
MRO found the internal allies 50 much needed in the merciless struggle
against the long-standing oppressor and the ravenous foreign propaganda
machines. This marked the beginning of the second and qualitatively ad-
vanced stage in the development of the organized Macedonian national
liberation movement. From an urban organization, MRO gradually grew into
a predominantly rural one. This change was a result of the increasingly mass
character of the movement, and the peasants indeed formed the large major-
ity of the population.

This came as a result, primarily, of the Salonika Congress of April 1896
and the newly-adopted documents by MRO, which eliminated the principal
barriers standing in the way of the mass character of the Macedonian national
liberation movement.

The role of Goce DelCev, one of the chief architects of the Salonika
Congress, was undoubtedly of crucial significance in this respect.

The 1896 Salonika Congress was a highly progressive and historic
turning point in the development of the movement. Its main columns were
further strengthened at the Rila Congress of MRO in 1005,

4. The precccupation of the Bitola District Committee of MRO with
the supply of arms and ammunition was not limited only 1o revolvers, rifles
and ammunition, but also involved the supply of grenades. The principal role
in arousing this early interest in obtaining grenades in the Bitola District
Committee was, played by Goce Delfev, who had already established a
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suceessful channel of the Organization to Bulgaria. In this connection, Gorde
Petrov says: *We asked Deléev to send us a few grenades, just to see them,
so that they could encourage us and cheer us up... We still nourished no
hopes in the power of the people, we looked for salvation in the grenades.”

During one such action of grenade supplying in Bitola, on April 19,
1896, Done Stojanov Tofev (Dondo ﬁtipjam’f-cm}ﬁ“ from the village of
ErdZelija was caught and imprisoncd. This was to lead to what became
known as the Done Affair,

As a result of the Done Affair, MRO was confronted for the first time
with the great danger that its conspiratorial activity might be revealed. Only
the prompt preventive measures taken by MRO and Done's strength limited
the scope of the affair and precluded its being turned into a disclosure of
larger proportions,

In Stip, according to Gore Petrov, “our information from Bitola came
two days earlier than that of the authorities, which enabled Goce and his
comrades to take all the possible precautionary measures. The dispatcher of
the grenades himself, Koce Efremov, set off for Bul zaria just in case; Done's
wife was warned and received instructions, and Goce, having appeared in
the town centre so that everyone could see him, stayed at home expecting a
visit — and writing a school report”

What had been foreseen came to pass. Goce Delifev was among the
suspects. He had earlier attracted the attention of the local Ottoman autheri-
ties after his return from Sofia, appearing as the organizer of the March
protest demonstration in Stip in response to the brutal murder by the Turks
of an 18-year old Macedonian. After the outbreak of the Done Affair, Goce
Deléev, according to Peju K. Javorov, was brought before the Stip Kai-
makam, but as there was no evidence, he was immediately released.

Javorov claims that a month later, by order of the Skopje Vali, Goce
Deléev was again detained and sent to Skopje. According ta other sources,
however, quoted by Konstantin Fandev,'ﬁ Goce Deléey was escorted to
Skopje as late as approximately July 2, 1896, The latter is more probable, as
Delcev’s last letter written at liberty from Stip, addressed to Nikola Zografoy,
was dated June 6, 1896,

Goce Deléev's brief stay in the Skopje Kurshumli-An, where they

suggested to him that he should not to go back to Stip, was a serious warning,
This made DelCev take his farewell of the town of Stip.

™ Done Stajanay Todev—Stipjanter (villige of Erdielija, 7 — Kusicndil, 1930}, chiel
protaganist of the Done A fair,

£ Konstantin Pandev (Meveoknp, 1938 — Sofia, 1983), Bulgarian historiographer. Studied
the Macedonian revolotionary national liberation moversen.
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According to CGiorte Petrov, this “affair in the Organization did not
cause any immediate damage, but two problems were self-evident:

“]. The faet of the existence of a plot in Stip and Bitola has become
known to the Turkish authorities; and

2. Goce Delev has attracted to himself the attention of the authorities
in Stip” (G. Petrov).

The Done Affair announced to the world that “something horrible”™ was
being prepared in Macedonia (Prave journal). On the other hand, the event
made a strong impression on the Macedonian people, who exaggerated
MROYs strength in their imagination. And finally, Done's name became a
synonym for the revolutionary firmness and endurance of the Macedonians
in their further struggle for national and social freedom,

5. In September 1896, the Exarchate appointed Goce Delfev Head
Teacher (Principal) of the two-form school in Bansko {the Razlog region)
for the school year 1896/97.

In the summer of 1896, after he had left Skopje, Goce Delfev briefly
stayed in his native town of Kukug to attend the wedding of his sister, Tina.
He used his stay rationally for a revision of the Organization’s network in
Kukus. After that, in all likelihood, he visited Salonika.

Delgey's falling into disfavour with the Cttoman authorities because
of his involvement in the Done Affair threw him into scrmi-illegality.

The appointment as the Principal of the Bansko Junior Grammar
School again brought him back to legal activity, but only brisfly. A little over
two months later, Goce Delfev ended his career as ateacher, just as two years
earlier he had broken off his military career, in order to devote himself
entirely to the Macedonian liberation cause,

In Bansko, too, Delfev had proved a good teacher. His melodious
accent as a teacher of French became unforgettably imprinted on the memo-
ries of his students.

Immediately after his arrival in Bansko, Goce Delev started building
up the Organization’s network in Razlog, “Having founded revolutionary
committees in Bansko and Mehomija [Razlog], he gradually expanded the
Ohrganization’s network to the villages of Belica, Godlevo, Dragliste,
Dwbrsko, Banja, Dobrinifte, Jakoruda, Elefnica and Bafevo. Then he
founded revolutionary committees in Gorna DZumaja [present day Blago-
evgrad] and Nevrokop [present day Goce Deltev]. During his work as a
teacher in Bansko, Deléev organized two channels to the Rila Monastery via
Godleve and Draglifte-Dobrsko. At the same time he organized a channel
from Bansko to the village of Srhinove [Brezani] and Gorna DEumaja. Later,
channels were also organized via Jakoruda to L'dZene [Velingrad] and via
Belica to Samokov” (K. Pandev).
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Goce Deléev deserves the utmost merit for building the strong foun-
dations of MRO in this important part of Macedonia.

“His aim was to unite and boast the spirit of the population in the whole
of the Pirin region, which he called *an invincible fortress, desired home of
ajdieks and a future sacred region of the revolutionaries’. He had achieved
his aim from Ser and Drama to Goma DZumaja, along the valleys of the
Mesta and Struma. In the main centres he founded and organized revolution-
ary committees, inspired them with faith in the future, gave them directives
and a plan for their further activities” (L. Tomov).

Because of the hostile attitude of the wealthy people of Bansko, the
acute danger of denunciation, and above all because of his eager desire to
dedicate himself fully to revolutionary activity, Goce Deléev announced his
resignation from the office of principal as carly as October 17, and on
November 13, 1896, through the Nevrokop Metropolitan, Tlarion,™ notified
the Exarch Josif (Toseph) I in writing of his irrevacable decision to resign
from the post, due, as he wisely stated, to “health reasons™,

Thus, of his own free will, Goce Deléev ended his brief, TwWo-year
activity as a teacher, his chief objective being 1o devote himself entirely to
the Macedonian national liberation struggle.

Although some authors claim that immediately after his departure
from Bansko (November 1896) Goce Delfev came to Sofia, the period
between November 13 and December 16, 1896 — the date when he sent o
telegram from Sofia to Nikola Zografov in Kustendil — is rather unclear.

In all probability, during this period (November 13 — December 16,
1896), Goce Deldev first briefly visited Salonika, where he was appointed
by MRO Central Committee as the first External Representative of MRO in
Bulgaria with a seat in Sofia, on the occasion of which he was given an
authorization with appropriate powers, Then, it is believed, he spent some
time inspecting the Organization’s border centres in Bulgaria — Dupnica
and Kustendil.

This assumption is supported, above all, by the contents of Deléev's
telegram from Sofia mentioned above, dated December 16, 1896, addressed
to Nikola Zografov in Kustendil: “The envelope with Mount Athes [code
word for Salonika] letters forgotten at home. Send them quickly.” By *home”
he certainly meant the Kustendil centre, and “Mount Athos letters” was Goee
Delev’s “external’ authorization by the Central Committee of MRO.

In any event, there is no doubt that Goce Deléev was in Sofia from
mid-December 1896, in the capacity of the first external representative of
the Central Committee of MRO in the Principality of Bulgaria.

“ Narion {1850-1915), the Exarchate’s Metropolitan of Nevrokeop { 1504-1012),
 Josif I (sacral name; Lazar Joviey, 1840-1915), Bulgarian Exarch after April 1877,
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and some Bulgarian governments concerning the methods of implementa-
tion of their *Macedoman® policy.
“In such an atmosphere and social and political situation, Goce Deléev
and Gorfe Petrov began their activity as external representatives of the
Macedonian Organization, defending — at the very centre of Greater-Bul-
garianism and Vrhovism —Macedonian truth and freedom. .. TMORO could
not find a more suitable tandem than these two people to head such an
imporlant institution as the External Representative Office. They turned it
into an unconguerable fortress of the Macedonian independence struggle and
a shield of Macedonian truth and freedom. The decision of the Central
Committes of TMORO to send these two powerful creators of the Macedo-
nian policy and protectors of Macedonian intercsts to the centre of Wrhovism,
where anti-Macedonian aggressive policy was inspired and tailored, proved
a farsighted move, because Greater-Bulgarianism did everything to infiltrate
Macedonia and take over the revolutionary organization from within” (H.A.
Poljanski).
Hence, by openly unmasking and parrying Greater-Bulgarianism,
Goce Deldev and Gorle Petrov played an invaluable role in the protection
of the independent, authentic character of the Macedonian national libera-

Hon movermant.

2. Goce Deltev's appointment as the first external representative of the
Macedonian Revolutionary Organization in Bulgaria opened the second and
mast froitful period of the third and last, revolutionary stage of his life. [t
was a period when his extracrdinary intellectual and organizational talent
blossomed into a manifold and diverse Macedonian revolutionary activity.

For nearly five years {December 1896 — September 23/0ctober & new
style, 1901) Goce Deléev occupied the post of external representative of
MRO in Sofia (Bulgaria), This period coincided with the major part of
Drelev™s activity in the Organization.

“As an external representative, Goce Delfev was primarily engaged in
providing financial means for the Organization, in supplying it with arms,
ammunition and revolutionary literature and periodicals, in dispatching
revolutionary forces into the land, in securing the border centres and in caring
for the situation concerning the revolutionary cause in the various regions
of Macedonia. He was also an uncompromising fighter against Vrhovism
and unmasked and foiled Vrhovist actions in Macedonia. He was also
engaged in other activities connected with the Macedonian liberation cause”

i(H.A. Poljanski).

At the insistence of Goce Deliey, in March 1897 the Central Commit-
tee of MRO expanded the External Representative Office with the election
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