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The topic of the thesis is current. The clarification of all aspects of the Bulgarian administration of Vardar Macedonia in 1941-1944 is a significant problem for our national history. This is a key issue for Skopje historiography as well.
There is a good bibliographical awareness. Archival sources from Bulgaria and Northern Macedonia. Working visits to Croatia, from where considerable archival material has been drawn.  
The PhD student has adopted a problem-chronological structure of the dissertation. He presents a realistic reconstruction of the facts, interpreting them convincingly. Structurally, the dissertation is organized into an introduction, four chapters, a conclusion and bibliography. 
The introduction justifies the importance of the topic. The author points out that in order to make sense of the developments during the war years, they must be analyzed “through the prism of the then reality and geopolitical factors”. Aleksandar Joshevski sets out to clarify the fate of Macedonian activists after the accession of Vardar Macedonia to Bulgaria, whether they cooperated with the Bulgarian authorities and whether they accepted Bulgarian rule for liberation. Yet, with how the views of the activists of IMARO and IMRO differed with regard to the Bulgarian rule and whether the veterans of the Ottoman period have similar views to the members of IMRO and Ivan Mihaylov? 
Chapter One “Vardar Macedonia on the Eve of Bulgarian Rule” is of an introductory nature. It describes the situation in Vardar Macedonia under Serbian rule and Belgrade's actions to integrate the local Bulgarians into the Serbian culture and traditions. Any attempt by the local Bulgarians to express their national idea was crushed. They are also denied minority rights. They are analyzed and the positions of the organizations of the Macedonian Bulgarians in Bulgaria and North America on the Macedonian question. Logically, the chapter ends with the military defeat of the Kingdom of Yugoslavia and the establishment of the Bulgarian Action Committees as the first step towards reunification with Bulgaria. 
Chapter Two “The Veterans of IMARO and the Bulgarian Government of Vardar Macedonia” deals with the establishment of Bulgarian rule. In short terms, the new lands were included in the administrative-territorial division of Bulgaria. The Bulgarian legislation is introduced. The author addresses the speculations surrounding the term “occupation”, especially in the Skopje historiography. According to him, the term is technical name used by the Bulgarian army and should not be equated with the definition used by Germany and Italy when they entered Yugoslavia. Joshevski supports his conclusions with documents of the Bulgarian military command and memories of Gen. Ivan Marinov. 
In chapter Three, “Ivan Mihaylov and the Bulgarian rule of Vardar Macedonia” the PhD student examines the activities in emigration of the leader of IMRO. It also analyses the activities of Ivan Mihaylov during the Bulgarian rule of Vardar Macedonia, and his stay in Zagreb from 1941 to 1944 is illuminated through reports of Bulgarian and Croatian diplomats. Iv. Mihaylov criticized the way of governance in Vardar Macedonia. After the end of World War I, only IMRO was the organization that fought actively for the preservation of the Bulgarian identity in Macedonia, while the Bulgarian governments for various reasons abandoned Macedonia and the Macedonian Bulgarians and were servile towards neighboring countries, especially Yugoslavia. 
After the war, Ivan Mihaylov believed that the decision to annex part of the Vardar Macedonia to Bulgaria was a strategic historical mistake. But given the geopolitical situation and the aspirations of the Bulgarian citizenship to the Macedonian region, another solution was not impossible. Mihaylov did not change his principles and views on the resolution of the Macedonian question. According to him, after the impossibility of the accession of the whole of Macedonia to Bulgaria, only an autonomous and independent Macedonia could maintain Bulgarian identity as a temporary and transitional stage towards unification with Bulgaria. 
Joshevski refutes the claims in the Serbian and Macedonian historiography that Ivan Mihaylov was a collaborator of the “fascist occupiers”.  
In Chapter Four “The IMRO Activists and the Bulgarian Government in Vardar Macedonia” the interaction with the Bulgarian authorities of the two currents in IMRO - the supporters of Ivan Mihaylov and the Chkatrov-Guzelev group. Joshevski refutes the claims of historians from Northern Macedonia that the Chkatrov-Guzelev group, through its cooperation with the Bulgarian authorities, carried out treason against the Macedonian people. Whether Ivan Mihajlov and his supporters are actually working for the autonomy of Macedonia? Joshevski argues that this should be understood as an aspiration to obtain an autonomous status for Vardar Macedonia within Bulgaria. 
A number of prominent figures from the “local intellectual elite” who were active during the period under review. According to Joshevski's analysis the local intelligentsia in Vardar Macedonia was negatively against the way the laws are applied, wants to improve conditions the living conditions of the Macedonian Bulgarians and to have retribution for the collaborators of the Serbian denationalizing regime. Another irritant is that among the Bulgarian authorities of the central, as well as local level, there are many individuals who only a few years ago welcomed rapprochement with Yugoslavia, which was seen as a rejection of the national ideal of a Whole Bulgaria. 
The doctoral candidate also commented on the attitude of the Communist Party of Macedonia towards the activists of IMARO and IMRO. The existence of Bulgarian nationality in Macedonia is denied. The partisans are declared to be the bearers of the ideals of Macedonian revolutionaries Gotse Delchev, Dame Gruev, Nikola Karev. According to Joshevski, the communist leaders in Vardar Macedonia were either unaware of the the history of the recent past or deliberately falsify historical facts. 
The contributions of the PhD student can be summarized in the following sequence:  
A detailed and substantiated presentation based on numerous sources is presented of the relations between the activists of IMARO and IMRO and Bulgarian authorities during the Bulgarian rule in the period 1941-1944. Despite the existence of discontent against certain actions of the Bulgarian authorities, the activists of IMARO and IMRO appreciated the accession of Vardar Macedonia to the Bulgarian state as liberation from Serbian oppression. Criticism of the government in the annexed parts of Vardar Macedonia were based on the claim that the Bulgarian authorities did not perceive the calls for active involvement of the revolutionary struggle activists in administration. 
The abstract correctly reflects the content of the thesis and presents its main research achievements. Aleksandar Joshevski is published three articles on the dissertation and has participated in seven scientific forums. With this fulfils the minimum national requirements of the Law on criteria of University of Sofia “St. Kliment Ohridski” for obtaining the educational and scientific Doctor degree. 
On the basis of the above, I consider that the dissertation of Aleksandar Joshevski meets the criteria for a scientific study with merit. Confidently I give a favorable opinion and will vote to award the PhD student the degree of Doctor of Education and Research. 
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