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Tret time of great darnoes was also a time of grest discoerdies ad
hold actigs in the contxy” s faeign palicy, a period dudrng which its new
adatatian, its new geals ad radties, its rnew prnciples and names were
keing defined, a time when new faces in diplarecy were everging and
a rew style of pasuing the retiay’ s fareion policy was taking hold.

Wet followed afterwards was more or less routine movarent within
the already estadlidhed bordaries of the acosptable, within set goals ad
adties, principles ad nome. Anyone who ventured beyond these
boudaries was doored to fail, as did the govenment of Prime Minister
Znen Videnov when it decided to strike NATO of £ tte list o dadtdies of
Bulcaria’ s BErgoean integration, ar to yeset the caatry’ s Balkan policy
by showing preferences far ae grap of neidghioars at the expense of an-
cler.

If the Presidaxcy hed a leading role to play in fomulating the rew
fareion policy of Bulgaria, this was ot anly de to the ciraamstance thet
of all goenmet institutias, the Presidet hes the lapest tewm of of-
fice. Mxh more inportant then thet were the relatively road powers an-
stitutically vested in the Presidacy, and ny persaal willingness to meke
the most of tham.

By sayirg this, it is by mo means ny intettion to day ar play don
the rle of the dder institurias of Sate ar of the political fares; neither
is it my desire to udkrestinete the role of parliaventarians, cabinet min-
isters, diplawets ar egerts.

However, if there vas a girgle of fice thet suvived seven Caoinets ad
three Parliavents, with all their lreedly fluctiating attitudes toerds ae
reticdl phadty ar acther; an of fice thet weathered the all-too-frequat
attenpts to denge the endasis of Bulgaria’ s farign policy; an of fie
that steadied the carse ad ensured catinuity, it wes the OE fiee of te
Presidat. Net accidatally it wes the Presidacy thet becae the tarast
of sare of the fiercest attacks landed agpinst aty govenment institu-
tin — bath directly, thrach allesptias of the so-called ‘gaf fes of te
Presidat’, ad ciradtasly, ttrogh the axsistat sladering ad dani-
gratim of anbassadars, diplavets and other Presidential gooointess who
fimly and casistatly udeld the contry’ s rewly-farged Bro-Atlantic

Tre roots of Bulcpria’ s new fareion policy, of corse, duld ke traced
kack to the darocratic denges ef fected within the contry drdrg the
period imrediately following 1989. W ithout these derpes, the rew far-
eiogn policy of Bulgaria would have been uithirkable. If we need to ke
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evan mae specific, the moots of the contry’ s new faeign palicy lie in
the Bulcarian peple’ s powerful drive for fresedom and darocracy dur-

As we et to the bottan of it all, we are boud to caxludke thet the
te guarantar of davocratic dence were the adinary citizens of Bul-
caria, those wo dudng the frosty winter of 1989-1990 shivered in suo-
Zero tanperatres at pro-danocracy rallies in the streets and ton sgeres,
those who voluntarily mouated guard uder the windows of the Natiawml
Palace of Qilture to dhow their sygoort for the gooosition delesgtes at
the ‘Round Table’ negtiatians, ad when these failed, did not hesitate
to axe apin parx art in the strests ad ton sguares of the majar cities
to darard the didearding of the hated thought police, the dissolution of
the grassroots cells of the Bulgarian Comunist Part qoerating by place
of aployment, the aoolition of Art. 1 of the erstwhile Castitution e
mettirg the leadership of the BP in all walks of life], electias far a
Cmstituent Natiael Asserboly, e

It is poesible that claiming such a direct lirk letween dovestic ad
interratiarl politics midt seam a little far-fetded to sae. The truth
is, owever, thet ro metter hov relatiwely sserate a gdere a ratiay’ s
fareion policy is, it can rnever becare tatally indgoedat of its doves-
teaf fairs. Egpecially at such tumirg poirts in histary . O the catrary £
is in times like these tlet the direct interdgoadacy between ae ad
the other becares all too menifest.

M the other harnd, however, it would ke wrayg to uderestimete the
relative irdepardence of a retian’ s fareion policy in recprd to its do-
mestic ar, ar to play domn the truly enomous potential gooortinities
which an autaxamous foreign policy has to of & . Because of there is
ae positive thing that has been acoarplished over the years since 1989,
these are the achievaments and accarplishments of Bulcaria’ s fasign
policy. Here things are for real, you can put your finger an tham, you
can reach ot ard touch tham, which is more then can be said about,
far eanple, the peaudo-refams in the ecaxmic or the social sghere.

Taky there is hardly ayae wo cn tell far sare wet pert of the
agdailtiral lad in Bilagria is fully restitited to its ridhtful oners, ac
wet propartion of the lad thet is declared restitured is indeed eck in
their possession in its achal boadkries, an the strapth of a dily issed
title of owership. Hardly ayae cn tell far sure wet percatae of
the erstvhile state and mnicipal assets have been rdvatized, ar how law-



