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From AMHRC Review to MHR Review ð  

not a Revolution, just another Sensible Improvement...  

Dear readers, you will have noticed a 

change in the title of the Review. The 

AMHRC and MHRMI have been cooperat-

ing very closely, for over two decades; so 

it should be no surprise that our organi-

sations recently made a decision to is-

sue the Review jointly. Though as indicat-

ed by the subheading, this is not a 

ôrevolutionõ and in more than one sense 

of the word.  

The new title does not indicate a drastic 

alteration and nor does it signify a 

changeless circular motion. The content 

of the Review will continue developing 

along its established path; will remain 

available for electronic download without 

charge, on the websites of the AMHRC/

MHRMI and we shall carry on publishing 

it four times a year, a month after the 

end of each season. Thus this is not is-

sue number one, but nine; however, the 

fact that MHRMI will now also be distrib-

uting a full colour hardcopy of the maga-

zine to all of its members/supporters in 

Canada and North America in general, is 

obviously a significant novelty.  

That said, I hope you find use in this is-

sue of the MHR Review, which is 

ôbookendedõ by two relatively long ôlooksõ 

at events from Macedoniaõs past.  The 

ôin between,õ as is usual, possesses up-

dates on our current activities, reports 

from our colleagues in the Balkans and 

highlights the artistic efforts of some 

Macedonians. 

George Vlahov 
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One Hundred 

Years Ago:  

A Review of 

Trotskyõs  

Journalism on 

the Balkan  

Wars and the 

Partition of 

Macedonia  

1912 -13  
 

by George Vlahov  At the time of the Balkan 

Wars, Leon Trotsky, the 

ôpermanent revolutionaryõ, 

was seconded by a daily 

newspaper within the Rus-

sian empire to cover events 

first hand. Although it has 

been many years since I 

ploughed my way through the 

considerable and apparently 

complete collection of Trot-

skyõs writings on the Balkan 

Wars published by Pathfind-

er/Monad Press in 1980; I 

thought it opportune, one 

hundred years on, to revisit 

this eyewitness source that 

seems to have been neglect-

ed by the Macedonian world. 

Of course Trotsky was a pro-

ponent of òrevolutionary 

Marxism,ó a worldview that 

has been largely discredited; 

however, this should not lead 

the researcher of the past to 

conclude that his Balkan War 

correspondence is not worth 

reading, far from it. Moreover 

we must keep in mind that he 

was present in the capacity of 

a journalist earning a liveli-

hood by preparing reports for 

the most popular newspaper 

in Kiev (Kievan Thought), at 

the time of the Balkan Wars.  

Difficulties with State Censors 

Trotsky experienced the cen-

sorial difficulties that all jour-

nalists covering wars encoun-

ter. His accounts did however 

reach their public destination; 

as did the ôshotsõ he fired at 

the state censors. Here is an 

extract from a very socially 

aware and concerned tirade 

delivered to the Bulgarian 

censors:  

òNeedless to say, you accept 

the military censorship uncriti-

cally as a necessary and salu-

tary institution. I am not a 

military man, any more than 

you are, nevertheless I will 

allow myself to declare, con-

trary to the affirmations of so-

called military experts, re-

spectfully supported by the 

philistines of all countries, 

that your military censorship 

lacks any military significance 

whatsoever, and essentially 

serves non-military purposes. 

It is beyond doubt that, if 

there were no censorship, 

isolated facts might find their 

way into the European press 

which would in one way or 

another prove detrimental to 

your army; but they might 

equally well get through by 

private correspondence or 

personal conversation. And 

yet you havenõt so far forbid-

den people to enter or leave 

the country. You consider it 

possible to describe the Euro-

pean journalists as spies and 

marauders who have been 

sent to Bulgaria by the usu-

rers of Europe. But be so kind 

as to appreciate that those 

among the journalists who 

hide the profession of espio-

nage behind the mask of a 

war correspondent have hun-

dreds of ways available to 

them for sending their mes-

sages wherever they may 

wish, evading dread your cen-

sorship. 

Against the illegal, rounda-

bout methods that are always 

open to employment by ill-

intentioned persons, you cen-

sorship has always been 

quite helpless. All the more 

vigorously, however, has it 

acted against serious political 

journalists whose task is not 

to serve their respective gen-

eral staffs but honestly to 

inform the public opinion of 

Europe. You wanted to force 

us to see with your eyes and 

hear with your ears, to think 

and write ôBulgarianõ, and in a 

ôBulgarianõ spirit to lead Eu-

rope into error. 

Your censorship has not pur-

sued military aims, it has not 

been concerned to safeguard 

military secrets, but rather to 
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conceal ôsecretsõ of quite a different order: 

all the black spots, all the cruelties and 

crimes, all the infamies that accompany 

every war, and your war in particular. That 

is what you have striven above all to hide 

from Europe! You have indulged in the 

senseless dream of hypnotizing European 

public opinion and making it believe not 

what was true, not what you yourselves 

knew to be true, but what you wanted to 

get accepted as true. 

Alas, your practical sense proved to be 

extremely short-sighted. Precisely now, 

when the question has shifted from the 

battlefield to the conference table and you 

are more than ever before in need of pres-

sure by a sympathetic European democ-

racy upon European diplomacy ð precise-

ly now dozens of correspondents, having 

left Bulgaria, are spreading in concentrat-

ed form, all over Europe, that half of the 

truth about which you forced us to remain 

silent for so long! 

You defined your war as a crusade for 

civilization against barbarism. You strove, 

with your pencils and scissors, to adjust all 

our telegrams and correspondence to 

those two categories. But now Europe will 

learn that the path of the crusading army 

was marked by crimes that must evoke 

shudders and nausea in every cultured 

person, in everyone capable of feeling and 

thinking. 

Perhaps, Mr. Todorov, you have no idea of 

what I am talking about? Perhaps you 

donõt know that at the very beginning of 

the war your troops in the Rhodope sector 

destroyed by artillery fire a Pomak village 

with its entire population ð houses and 

farms, people and animals, women and 

children? Donõt tell me that this brutal act 

is to be explained by the bitterness felt by 

the soldiers against Muslim Bulgars who 

had allied themselves with the enemy. I 

know this explanation as well as you do. 

But the fact that a report of this medieval 

reprisal against the Pomaks was com-

pletely struck out by your military censor-

ship; the fact that then, while this crime 

was still fresh, no voices were raised suffi-

ciently loudly in protest and warning ð this 

fact must inevitably have deprived your 

officers and soldiers of any restraint, and 

filled them with a sense of complete mor-

al freedom from responsibility. 

Your public life is still only in its cradle. Ele-

mentary political and moral concepts 

have as yet not been established among 

you. All the more obligatory is it for the 

advanced elements of your people to 

watch intransigently over the principles of 

democracy, the politics and morality of 

democracy. In the last analysis, the basic 

historical capital of every nation is the so-

cial and moral consciousness of the mass 

of the people. And if history has now 

charged your monarchy, your diplomats, 

and your generals with carrying out the 

task of clearing your historical path by 

means of bullets, shrapnel, and the bayo-

net, then you, in any case, regardless of 

what your attitudea of principal may be 

toward war, should have undertaken the 

task of protecting the peopleõs conscious-

ness from all these poisonous dangers 

that victorious war brings with it. You did 

not do this: so much the worse for 

you!ó (Trotsky, 1980: 280 ð 285) 

Doubtless Trotsky would have similar 

problems even today as all states involved 

in wars still attempt to justify the veiling of 

atrocities by referring to ònational securityó 

etc. The assertion made by Trotsky in re-

gard to the infancy of Modern democratic 

cultural standards, could not be more per-

tinent; though we may note with irony that 

this is essentially the same problem that 

later (1917) led to the degeneration of the 

Bolshevik revolution in Russia ð a process 

in which Trotsky himself played a leading 

role and precisely as a military man, at 

that. He failed to heed his own advice in 

connection with violence and immature 

Modern societies. Furthermore, during the 

course of WWII, the spread from the Sovi-

et Union into the Balkans  of what came to 

be referred to as the Stalinist Communist 

model, ensured that public life would re-

main in its cradle for a long time  to come, 

in certain important respects. 

Not ôLiberationõ Wars 

By 1912, the Christian population of Mac-

edonia had been under Ottoman Muslim 

rule for over five centuries. They constitut-

ed the vast majority of the inhabitants and 

were treated as second class citizens; this 

was especially so in the case of the peas-

antry, who were consistently over exploit-

ed by Muslim landlords and often the vic-

tims of a ôHobbesianõ like state of lawless-

ness. 

These facts provided the neighbouring 

Christian states of Bulgaria, Serbia and 

Greece, a pretext for submitting a collec-

tive ultimatum to the Ottoman govern-

ment on the 29 September 1912, de-

manding that it grant òautonomyó to Mac-

edonia. The demand was rejected and the 

allies responded by declaring war against 

the Ottoman state on October 17/18 

1912 and on May 3 1913, the Ottomans 

surrendered. The allies now defined au-

tonomy/liberation as annexation. This was 

a very predictable outcome: 

òThe emancipation of the Macedonian 

peasantry from feudal landlord bondage 

was undoubtedly something necessary 

and historically progressive. But this task 

was undertaken by forces that had in view 

not the interests of the Macedonian peas-

antry but their own covetous interests as 

dynastic conquerors and bourgeois preda-

tors. A usurpation of historic tasks such as 

this is not at all an exceptional happening. 

... But it is not at all a matter of indiffer-

ence who undertakes this task and how. 

... No, there is, consequently no need to 

idealise the Turkish regime ... in order to 

express at the same time oneõs uncom-

promising distrust of the uninvited 

ôliberatorsõ and to refuse any solidarity 

with them. If Ferdinand of Saxe-Coburg-

Gotha [the royal head of the Bulgarian 

government], leader of the ôSlavõ cause in 

the Balkans, had been offered the choice: 

free peasants in an independent Macedo-

nia or retention of feudal fetters in a Bul-

garian Macedonia, he would, of course, 

have chosen the latter without hesitation. 

Proof of this is provided by the whole of his 

policy toward Macedonia over the last 

quarter of a century, as well as by the ob-

jective sense of things. You Slavophile 

Liberals advertised as a war of liberation a 

war which, in order to satisfy military and 

dynastic appetites, took as its point of de-

parture the desire of the Macedonian 

peasantry for liberation. Not a struggle by 

the Macedonians for their own freedom, 

but a bloody speculation by the Balkan 

dynasties at the expense of Macedo-

nia ...ó (Trotsky, 1980: 325-326). 

Also quite foreseeable was that the allies 

would begin to quarrel among themselves 

about how to divide Macedonia, as they 

did at the London Peace Conference. On 

the night of June 29/30 1913, Bulgaria 

decided to attempt to settle the matter by 

force and launched an attack against its 
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former allies, Greece and Serbia. In this 

second bout of fighting, Greece and Ser-

bia joined forces and toward the end of it, 

the Ottomans and even Romania joined in 

against Bulgaria, which of course, was 

forced to surrender on July 21 1913. Thus 

when a settlement was reached by the 

signing of the Treaty of Bucharest on the 

10th of August 1913, over 85% of Mace-

donia was taken by Greece and Serbia. To 

those who doubted that the second war 

was a likely outcome of the first, Trotsky 

responded:  

 òIf you donõt see the link between todayõs 

disgrace and yesterdayõs ôgloryõ, thatõs 

because you imagine that in the Balkans 

somebody is conducting a policy and an-

swering for its reasonableness. In actual 

fact, policy is making itself down there, 

just like an earthquake. It was precisely 

the first war, the ôwar of liberation,õ that 

reduced to insignificance, to a negligible 

quantity, all the factors of calculation and 

political discretion. Blind, unthinking spon-

taneity came into its own ð not the benign 

spontaneity of awakened mass solidarity, 

which already has so many good deeds to 

its credit in history, but malign spontanei-

ty, the resoluteness of which is only the 

other side of blind despairó (Trotsky,1980: 

327). 

The source of this spontaneity was not just 

dynastic greed or the blood thirst and par-

anoia that all wars breed. The royal rulers 

of Bulgaria, Serbia and Greece, had moti-

vated the hundreds of thousands of sol-

diers who fought in these wars with 

ôpatrioticõ propaganda campaigns, under-

pinned by an ethno-nationalist 

ôjustificationõ for an expansion of state 

borders. The respective armies operated 

on the basis that Macedonia must be-

come Bulgarian, Greek and Serbian ð the 

fact that these desires did not in general 

exist among the Macedonians them-

selves, did not deter the invaders from 

attempting to carry out their ôpatrioticõ con-

viction (Carnegie Endowment, 1914:50-

51, 59). Trotsky was fully aware of this 

and was particularly scathing of Bulgaria: 

òIt was these principles ð imperialistic, not 

national ð that also determined the whole 

of Bulgariaõs Macedonian policy. The aim 

was always the same ð to annex Macedo-

nia. The Sofia government supported the 

Macedonians only in so far as it could 

thereby bind them to itself, and it betrayed 

those interests of theirs which might have 

estranged them from Bulgaria. The well-

known Balkan politician and writer, Dr. C. 

Rakovsky, whom I have met again in Bu-

charest after an interval of two years, told 

me, along with many other pieces of infor-

mation, the following extremely eloquent 

fact. In 1903-1904 the Bulgarian exarch 

was lobbying in Sofia for the establish-

ment of a peasantõs bank in Macedonia. 

This was after the Ilinden rising, when 

chaos reigned in Macedonia and the Turk-

ish landlords were ready to sell their es-

tates to the peasants for a song. The Bul-

garian government firmly rejected the 

exarchõs proposal, explaining that if the 

Macedonian peasants achieved a certain 

level of prosperity they would become 

deaf to Bulgarian propaganda. The same 

point of view was maintained by the Mac-

edonian revolutionary organization which, 

especially after the crushing of the revolt, 

became finally transformed from a nation-

alist-peasant organization into a tool of the 

imperialist designs of the government in 

Sofiaó (Trotsky, 1980:3650). 

Dr. Christian Rakovsky, a leading Bulgari-

an Socialist, was a good source to seek 

reliable information from. He was person-

ally familiar with leaders of the Macedoni-

an national liberation movement, like Dim-

itar Vlahov (who had been involved with 

the Internal Macedonian Revolutionary 

Organisation ð IMRO, since before 1903). 

Indeed the two of them, along with others 

had written and published a manifesto 

opposing the Balkan Wars, on the eve of 

their commencement (Vlahov, 

1970:169).  

However, Trotsky is only partially correct 

here ð it was only one faction of IMRO that 

became a tool of Bulgarian imperialism 

after the Ilinden uprising. At the time of the 

Balkan Wars, this faction was led by Hristo 

Matov and Todor Aleksandrov. Trotsky 

interviewed Matov during the course of 

the first Balkan War and Matov refused to 

commit himself to supporting Macedoni-

an autonomy and admitted that his fac-

tion operates fully in the interests of the 

Bulgarian army (Trotsky, 1980:233-234). 

Trotsky was probably unfamiliar with the 

fact that other factions of the Macedonian 

liberation movement led by Sandanski, 

Pop Arsov and Chupovski, had remained 

loyal to the original IMRO ideal of an au-

tonomous/independent Macedonia and 

had no qualms about publicly asserting it.  

At the first warõs end, they attempted to 

organise resistance against the partition 

of Macedonia and advocated before the 

Great Powers of Europe for the organisa-

tion of a plebiscite in which the Macedoni-

an people would be allowed to decide 

Macedoniaõs fate. This is why they were 

constantly hounded, attacked and deport-

ed by the forces of the invading armies 

(Hristov, 1971:49-50; Pandevski, 

1985:115; Gjorgjiev, 1997:143-151). 

The Waging of the Second Balkan War 

During the second war, Greek, Serbian 

and Bulgarian ôpatriotismõ were duly im-

plemented ð the inhabitants of Macedo-

nia were not accepted as they were and 

tens of thousands were killed and deport-

ed; dozens of towns and villages were 

razed and the new rulers established gov-

erning bodies with imported officials to 

carry out programs of violent assimilation 

(see for example, Carnegie Endowment, 

1914:163-164).  

At the second Balkan Warõs end some 

Russian and Balkan politicians attempted 

to take the focus away from these facts 

and make the claim that ôMacedonia was 

at least now freeõ: 

ò ôFreeõ! And to whom, pray, are the Mace-
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donians to pay the costs of their 

ôliberationõ? And exactly how much do 

these costs amount to? How easily people 

operate with words, and not with living 

concepts, when they are not involved 

themselves! You...say that peace is not an 

end in itself and so on, but you are letting 

your vision of reality be obscured. ôFreeõ! 

Have you any idea what the areas that 

were recently the theatre of war have 

been turned into? All through those plac-

es a terrible tornado has raged, which has 

torn up, broken, mangled, reduced to ash-

es everything that manõs labor had creat-

ed, has maimed and crushed man him-

self, and mortally laid low the young gen-

eration,  down to the baby at the breast 

and even further, to the foetus in the 

motherõs womb. The Turks burned and 

massacred as they fled. The local Chris-

tians, where they had the advantage, 

burned and slaughtered as the allied ar-

mies drew near. The soldiers finished off 

the wounded, and ate up or carried off 

everything they could lay hands on. The 

partisans, following at their heels, plun-

dered, violated, burned. And, finally, along 

with the armies, epidemics of typhus and 

cholera advanced across the ôliberatedõ 

land (Trotsky, 1980:330)...This astonish-

ing struggle, in which brutality was com-

bined with heroism, has ended ð how? 

With a perfidious agreement for the parti-

tion of Macedoniaó (Trotsky, 1980:365). 

Macedonia was located on the periphery 

of Modernity ð caught within a rotting em-

pire trying to maintain no longer practica-

ble pre-Modern traditions and surrounded 

by extremely immature virulent forms of 

Modern ethno-nationalism. Unable to find 

the means to liberate itself, the result was 

a horrible explosion of violence, in which 

the supposed beneficiaries suffered most 

ð both at the time and for decades after-

wards. And it is the same ethno-nationalist 

tradition that is still maintained at present, 

which denies the human rights and even 

the very existence of Macedonians in Bul-

garia and Greece today. Some scholars/

authors who, rather recently, have re-

ferred to Macedoniaõs òliberationó post the 

1912/13 Balkan Wars, really need to 

think more carefully about that which they 

choose to put down on paper.  

Reinforcing Negative Balkan Stereotypes? 

Trotskyõs Balkan Warõs journalism is full of 

vivid descriptions of politicians, soldiers 

and ordinary citizens ð the writing is often 

so good, that it seems at times, as if one 

can actually hear, see and even smell, the 

goings on. As a committed Socialist, Trot-

sky was not only concerned about report-

ing on the latest results of the fighting, but 

also in capturing the parameters of a cul-

ture/society. He often did this inductively 

by moving from an analytical focus on the 

particular to the general ð a methodology 

that many Sociologists still make use of 

today. Take for instance his description of 

an encounter between himself and his 

friend Dr. Christian Rakovsky and a Roma-

nian politician: 

òSimeone, Simeone!ó my companion calls 

across the square, in the direction of the 

monument to Ovid, òcome over here....ó 

Then, to me: òIõm going to introduce you 

now to a local notable, a very interesting 

personage, a political figure in the true 

Romanian style ð just study him closely....ó 

òSimeoneó approaches our table. Despite 

his short stature, he looks very imposing. 

While we are being introduced, I survey 

this thickset man in an elegant summer 

suit, with black moustaches streaked with 

gray, the crafty-cheerful eyes of a south-

erner above a fleshy nose, a too-thick gold 

chain across his stomach, and a too large 

diamond on his left hand. A splendid 

specimen of a southerner! He looks about 

forty-five. 

òMonsieur Simeone N., president du con-

seil general.ó    

òMonsieur N.N., journaliste russe.ó 

òEnchante!ó says Simeone and makes a 

benevolent gesture in the manner of a 

grand seigneur. 

Le president du conseil general is, in our 

terms, something like a chairman of a 

provincial zemstvo board. By political ten-

dency Simeone is a òTakist,ó that is, a Con-

servative-Democrat, a supporter of the 

present (1913) minister of the interior, 

Take Ionescu. 

òHow are things, Simeone?ó 

Things? Simeone is dissatisfied with 

things. In general, he is dissatisfied with 

the political situation. Everything is at sixes 

and sevens. In the recent municipal elec-

tions in Constanta the Liberals routed the 

Conservatives; the same will happen to-

morrow in the elections for the depart-

ment. The liberals are winning because 

they have energy and discipline. In the last 

analysis, the only real party in Constanta, 

as in the country as a whole, is entre nous 

{between us}, the Liberals. 

òIõm Takist, but I tell you: we canõt survive.ó 

òOh, but youõve become quite a pessimist, 

I hardly recognize you, Simeone! . . . Tell 

us, a propos, is the zemstvo going to buy 

your lamps? 

Simeone ignores this question, the point 

of which escapes me. 

òNo, no, things are going badly. The Liber-

als have control of the banks, the priests, 

the teachers, theyõve got everything, they 

do as they like and get away with it. And 

we Takists are going to have to close up 

shop. Thatõs the long and short of it!ó 

òCould you, please, Monsieur le president, 

explain to me why your party is called the 

Conservative-Democratic Party?ó 

òThatõs very simple. Weõre opposed to 

these old cliques that stop anybody else 

from getting into power; weõre against the 

monopolist dynasties that rule this coun-

tryõs politics, both the Liberal one and the 

old Conservative one. We demand that 

two things be rewarded in political life: 

service and talent. Voila, monsieur, nos 

principes {There, sir, are our principles}: 

talent and service. Thatõs why we are 

democrats.ó 

òBut in what sense are you conserva-

tives?ó What is it that you want to con-

serve?ó 

òTo conserve? We want . . . but itõs quite 

simple: we want to protect our country . . . 

our people . . . our nationality.ó 

òAnd the budget, Simeone, eh?ó 

òThe budget? Of course! Que diable! {Devil 

take it!} Why should the budget be used 

for the benefit of the old cliques alone? 

No, the budget too, must show regard to 

two new principles: talent and service.ó 

òAll the same, whatõs happening about 

your lamps, Simeone?ó 
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         p8 

òBut, really, it seems youõve got my lamps 

on the brain! Leave them out of it, please 

ð weõre talking about politics now.ó 

òHm . . . hm.ó 

òMais, a propos, what do you think of our 

women?ó the òpresidentó asks me, out of 

the blue. 

òSimeone, Simeone, surely weõre talking 

about politics.ó 

òYes, yes! But do you, then, imagine that 

our women have nothing to do with poli-

tics, with Romanian politics? Tais-toi, mon 

vieux! {Quiet, my friend!} No, no, tell me, 

please, how do you like our women, eh?ó 

As he asks me this question the president 

winks his left eye, and with it his forehead, 

lips, and moustaches. 

òMes meilleurs compliments pour vos 

femmes, monsieur le president {My high-

est compliments for your women, Mr. 

President},ó I reply with all civility, at the 

same time recalling that nearly all the 

Romanians I have met have asked me 

this question, almost as soon as we have 

begun to converse. 

òTheyõre the ones who are ruining Roma-

nia! Yes, write this down, if you are mak-

ing a study of our country. Not the latifun-

dia, not the budget, not militarism, but the 

women! I ask you ð how can there be 

order in a country where there are so 

many, many lovely women, lovely in the 

fullest sense of the word, monsieur! 

There, over there, look ð see, see, how 

she moves? Just watch her, eh? Eh?ó At 

this point the chairman of the zemstvo 

board gives a few elucidations which do 

full honor to his southern imagination. 

òBut Simeone, Simeone, youõre 62!ó 

òSixty-two?ó I exclaim, with sincere sur-

prise. òSurely not?ó 

òYes, monsieur, itõs true. But, glory be to 

God, Iõm not done for yet. I can still give a 

good account of myself. . . . Our women ð 

remember this ð are at once the cause 

and the harbinger of our coming ruin. 

Why? Itõs very simple. I must tell you ð this 

is a very important factor in the whole 

question ð that our women cannot be 

described inaccessible. No, no . . . and 

every politician, lawyer, and official here 

tries to get for himself the very best wom-

an he can. Thatõs the source of our ruin: 

everybody spends twice and three times 

as much as he earns. The result is utter 

chaos in the state. There you have the key 

to Romanian politics: the women are 

leading the country to catastrophe.ó 

òAnd is there no salvation, Monsieur le 

president?ó 

Simeone spreads his hands. 

òI see none. The future looks dark to me. . 

.  ôõ (Trotsky, 1980:437-439). 

Trotskyõs conclusion: òSimeone is a na-

tional type. ... He is not without wit, he is 

jovial and superficial; but he is also a 

sharpster, he knows all the tricks. He re-

veals-not without a personal interest in 

the matter-the superiority of Take Ionescu 

to the Eiffel Tower and the Statue of Liber-

ty. He keeps a shop that sells lighting ap-

paratus, and he does some business in 

these things with the zemstvo of which he 

is a chairman; and so he is not pleased 

when people ask him questions about 

lamps. The local police administration has 

its office in his house; and although Sime-

one is at daggers drawn with the prefect, 

he receives from the police a rent three 

times the usual amount for these rooms 

of his. Oh no, there are no flies on Mon-

sieur le president du conseil general! 

Against this background of political sword 

swallowers and verbal tightrope-walkers, 

the former circus acrobat Simeone Uni-

versul, now a leading provincial politician 

stands out, with his Chicago diamond ring 

on his finger, as no accidental case, but a 

symbolic figure. After that evening spent 

so pleasantly in the company of the 

òpresidentó, Romanian political mores ... 

became intimately comprehensible to 

meó (Trotsky, 1980: 443). 

The sarcastic humour mixed in with the 

mention of cliques, patronage, uncon-

trolled lust, nepotism and corruption in 

general, makes a strong impression and 

still today, sounds awfully familiar. I am 

aware of the dangers of reinforcing nega-

tive Balkan stereotypes, as outlined by 

scholars like Maria Todorova (1997:184-

189). Never-the-less there is little doubt at 

present, that Simeoneõs lamps signify an 

acute cultural problem throughout much 
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of the Balkans. We have commented on this before (in the editorial 

of Review no.5) and we still think that the current generation of lead-

ers need to make far more serious educational efforts to ôarmõ the 

upcoming generation with the ability to implement a cultural shift. In 

other words, unlike Trotsky, it is a relatively peaceful/non-violent phe-

nomenological type of ôrevolutionõ that I am interested in seeing at-

tempted. 

George Vlahov  
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MHRMI and  
AMHRC  

Reiterate  

Demand  
That Macedonia  

End Name  
Negotiations  

Toronto, Canada and Melbourne, Australia (September 8, 2011) 

- On the occasion of the Republic of Macedonia's 20th anniver-

sary of its independence, Macedonian Human Rights Movement 

International (MHRMI) and the Australian Macedonian Human 

Rights Committee (AMHRC) reiterate our demand that Macedo-

nia immediately cease negotiations over its name.  

It is a disgrace that Macedonia, by participating in the negotia-

tions, is violating its own most basic human right, that of self-

identification. It is reprehensible that the Western world, despite 

having recognized Macedonia, is insisting that Macedonia 

change its name. 

MHRMI and AMHRC initiated the Our Name is Macedonia cam-

paign in July 2010, an ad campaign which demands an end to 

the negotiations, and which has gained overwhelming sup-

port from Macedonians in the Republic of Macedonia and 

throughout the world. 

As stated in the Our Name is Macedonia campaign, "We are win-

ning. Over 130 countries have recognized Macedonia, including 

four of the five permanent UN Security Council members. We 

have the power to end this. Stop negotiating our own name".  

MHRMI and AMHRC demand that Macedonia vehemently de-

fend our name and immediately end the name negotiations. 

Furthermore, we demand: 

¶ an end to the "temporary reference" of "FYROM" or "Former 

Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia" 

¶ that Macedonia revert to the original flag 

¶ that Macedonia withdraws from the 1995 Interim Accord 

Our organizations also: 

¶ condemn every Macedonian government for capitulating to 

Greek racism and to the United States and Western Europe 

and continuing the name negotiations 

¶ condemn the US government and Western European gov-

ernments for threatening to withdraw "support" for Macedo-

nia and demanding that it changes its name 

Finally, MHRMI and AMHRC call on every Macedonian organiza-

tion and individual to sign on to the Our Name is Macedonia 

campaign. 

www.mhrmi.org/our_name_is_macedonia 

Silence is not an option.  

Our Name is Macedonia. 

 

http://www.mhrmi.org/our_name_is_macedonia
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ȹȺȯȮȲȱȬȲȴ Ȼȸ ȴȸɑ Ȼȯ 

ȻȸȸɁȽȬȪȶȯ Ȼȯ ȾȲȷȪȷȻȲȻȴȲȼȯ 
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ȮȸȷȪɀȲɑȪ Ȭȸ MHRMI Human 

Rights Fund ȲȵȲ Ȭȸ AMHRC's 

Macedonian Minorities Support 

Fund. 

ȘȮȷȪȹȺȯȮ ȬȲ ȫȵȪȭȸȮȪȺȲȶȯ. 

ȑȪ ȹȸȬȯɕȯ ȲȷȾȸȺȶȪɀȲȲ 

ȴȸȷȼȪȴȼȲȺȪɑȼȯ ȭȲ: 

ȖȪȴȯȮȸȷȻȴȸȼȸ ȶȯɌȽȷȪȺȸȮȷȸ 

ȮȬȲȰȯɓȯ ȱȪ ɁȸȬȯȴȸȬȲ ȹȺȪȬȪ 

(ȖȖȎȡș) ȷȪ 1-416-850-7125, 

i n f o @ m h r m i . o r g, 

www.mhrmi.org, twitter.com/

mhrmi, facebook.com/mhrmi 

ȊȬȻȼȺȪȵȲȻȴȸ-ȶȪȴȯȮȸȷȻȴȲȸȼ 

ȴȸȶȲȼȯȼ ȱȪ ɁȸȬȯȴȸȬȲ ȹȺȪȬȪ 

(ȊȖȔȡș) ȷȪ +61 3 9329 

8 9 6 0 ,  i n -

fo@macedonianhr.org.au, 

www.macedonianhr.org.au, 

facebook.com/AMHRC  

ȎȪɑȼȯ Ȳ' 

ȹȸȮȮȺɂȴȪ ȷȪ 

ȫȸȺȫȪȼȪ ȱȪ 

ɁȸȬȯȴȸȬȲ 

ȹȺȪȬȪ ȷȪ 

ȖȪȴȯȮȸȷɀȲȼȯ 

 

ȖȸȵɁȯɓȯ ȷȯ ȯ 

ȺȯɂȯȷȲȯ! 
 

22 ȷȸȯȶȬȺȲ, 2011 

www.mhrmi.org www.macedonianhr.org.au 

http://www.mhrmi.org/donation.asp
http://www.mhrmi.org/donation.asp
http://www.macedonianhr.org.au/wip/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=109&Itemid=95
http://www.macedonianhr.org.au/wip/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=109&Itemid=95
http://www.macedonianhr.org.au/wip/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=109&Itemid=95
mailto:info@mhrmi.org
http://www.mhrmi.org/
http://twitter.com/mhrmi
http://twitter.com/mhrmi
http://www.facebook.com/MHRMI
mailto:info@macedonianhr.org.au
mailto:info@macedonianhr.org.au
http://www.macedonianhr.org.au/
http://www.facebook.com/AMHRC


             p12 




