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ABSTRACT

Development of municipal heraldry
in Bulgaria is divided in to three periods:
Principality and Kingdom (1878-1944),
Socialist (1945-1989) and Modern
(1990-). Many examples of municipal
coats of arms are provided to illustrate the
fashion during each period. The work of the
Bulgarian Heraldry and Vexillology Society
(BHVS) on municipal heraldry system is also
presented as are the local arms created by its
members.

Keywords: Bulgarian heraldry, Municipal

Heraldry, Bulgarian Heraldry and Vexillology
Society, rank crowns.

JUNE + 2021

XEPAJIIUKA « HERALDRY



AMATVYIH » VINTIVdIX

Bo mecHaTa wnm TepuTopHjaiHaTa XepajivKa,
JlojlelyBaaT  Ha  OJpeqeHa
TEPUTOpHja WM HACEJIeHO MecTo. Taa MoOXe jaa
Oume 3emja, MPOBHHIIMjA, OKPYT, PETHOH, Tpaj
win ceno. MecHata Xepajauka € IIOBp3aHa co
aIMUHUCTPATUBHATA TO/ENI0a Ha €aHa 3eMja WIIH
peruon (Jomorckm 2015, 189). Bo cercku pam-
KM, MECHaTa XepajJiKa 3a IpBraT Oelle BoBeaeHa
Ha KpajoT Ha 12 Bek, co rpboBu Bo Ppanimja u
Amnrnuja (Znamierowski 2017, 262).

Mecnata xepanauka Ha byrapuja, uecto e nmpeamer
Ha JIMCKycWja W mako narupa ox 1880 roawHa, He
MOCTOjaT MHOTY JO00pH XEpaJAMuKd TPUMEPH Ha
MecHH rpooBu 3a oBue 141 roguna. CrojaH AHTOHOB,
co cBojara craruja ,,I'paackute rpooBu Bo byrapuja
W KOHCTPYKIMja Ha HACJIENICTBO € Mel'y MPBHUTE KOH
MUIIYBaaT 3a MpalambeTo 32 MECHATa XepalIuKa BO

rpboBure  ce

Byrapuja (Antonos 2003). Xepono, bunreHot Ha by-
TapCKOTO XCPATIUYKO U BEKCHIIOJIOIIKO OIIITECTBO
(mpymtBo) — BXBO o06jaBn Hammc 3a OMIITHHCKATA
xepamauka o AJiekcaHmap AJIeKCHEB 3a TPOOT Ha
[Nazapyrk HU3 KCTOpHjaTa, KAKO M 32 MPEIO3UTE 32
rp6 (Alexiev 2008).

AHTOHOB TIMIIyBa [JIeKa Xepajaukara 3a
COBPEMEHOTO EBPOIICKO OIMITECTBO € JIeN O]
TpaauijaTa, Ho 3a byrapuja, Kojamro UCTOpHCKH
r0 TMPOIYIITHIA CBOjOT CPEIHOBEKOBEH arorej,
Toa € IMOBeKe aHaxpoHu3am. Toj mpomoiKyBa
JIeKa COBpEMEHOCTa TH TpaHchopMHUpa CTapuTe
CcUMOOJIM ¥ BOCIIOCTaBYBa HOBU BO COTJIACHOCT CO
HaIlMOHANHaTa wujeja. Bo oBaa cmmucna, jacHara
CBECT 3a OyrapcKuTe HAI[MOHAIHU CUMOOJH Ce
CIPOTHBCTaBYBa Ha HEJOCTATOKOT Of MOTpeda u
uzeja 3a aokaiHu cuMm6oau (ArToHoB 2003, 192).

Harmmonanauor cumO0On € MpoOM3BOJ — Ha
npepojdara, a TakaHapeueHuTe rpOOBU Ha Oy-
rapcKUTe TpajoBH ce U3padOTeHW HeoJaMHa
— on kpajor Ha 19 Bek o cera. OBa e eaHa o
MIPUIMHATE 32 CUMOONUTE Ja OWmaT aHaIu3upaHu
HE CaMO CO XEPAIMYKN U KICTOPUCKU METOIU, TYKY
U cO ymoTpeba Ha CONMjaTHH U KYJITYPOJIOIIKO-
aHTpoToNomK: MeToau. O HCTOPUCKH aCIeKT,
MECHHOT T'p0 ¢ cuMOONMYeH n3pa3 Ha popMUparke
ABTOHOMHA TIOJINTHYKA CTPYKTYpa, HO JOJIeKa Ce
rpajyl TAKOB CUMOOJI, Ce TIPUIBIKYBAAT CTPATETUN
3a o0enexxyBambe Ha KOHKPETHHOT TPaJICKA
uaertuteT. Ho, rpboT e mcro Taka mpumMep 3a
KOHCTpYKITHja Ha HacleAcTBoTo. Bo Byrapuja, Toa
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In municipal or territorial heraldry, coats
of arms are granted to a certain territory or
settlement. It could be a country, province,
county, region, city, town or a village. Local
heraldry is connected to the administrative
division of a country or region (JOHOBCKH
2015, 189). Worldwide, local heraldry was first
introduced at the end of 12" century with coats
of arms in France and England (Znamierowski
2017, 262).

Local heraldry of Bulgaria is often a subject of
discussion and although it dates back to 1880, not
many extant examples of local coats of arms cover
these 141 years. Stoyan Antonov, with his article
Bulgarian Civic Heraldry and the Construction of
Heritage is among the first to write on the issue of
municipal heraldry in Bulgaria (AaToHOB 2003).
Herold, the bulletin of the Bulgarian Heraldry
and Vexillology Society (BHVS), published
an article on municipal heraldry by Alexander
Alexiev detailing the history of the coat of arms
of Pazardzhik through history as well as proposals
for the arms (Alexiev 2008).

Antonov writes that European heraldry is
a part of tradition, but for the Bulgaria, which
historically missed medieval heraldry’s apogee,
it is rather an anachronism. He continues that
modern heraldry transforms the old symbols and
establishes new ones in accordance with national
idea. In this sense, use of Bulgarian national
symbols contradicts the lack of necessity and
idea of local symbols (AnToHOB 2003, 192).

Current national symbols are a product
of the National Revival, and so-called coats
of arms of Bulgarian cities have come about
relatively recently — from the very end of 19th
century until now. This is one of the reasons
for symbols to be analyzed not only by heraldry
and history methods, but also by social- and
cultural-anthropological ones. In the historical
aspect, the civic coat of arms is the symbolic
expression of the formation of an autonomous
political structure, and while developing such
a symbol, strategies are put in motion to mark
specific civic identity. But a coat of arms is also
an example of instituting heritage. In Bulgaria, it
is rather artificially forced than a result of natural
development (Ibid).
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€ TIOBeKe BEIITAYKH MPEIU3BUKAHO OTKOJIKY IITO €
pesyarar Ha npupoJieH pas3soj (Ibid).

AHTOHOB JedUHHpa TPU Tepuoja Ha PasBoj
Ha MecHaTta xepananka Bo byrapwuja. [IpBrHOT € of
1878 mo 1945 rommna, Kora roieMUTe TPAIOBH BO
byrapmja ru moOnBaatr cBOWTE MPBU CHMOOIH BO
npkaBata, ocinobomeHa ox Ocmannmure. Broprot
e 011 1945 no 1990 ronnHa, KOra COIUjaTuCTHIKHOT
pexuM nox Biujanue Ha CoerckuoT Cojy3, UM
JaJie Ha ONIITHHCKHUTE JIOT0a COLNjaTUCTHYKH UIEH,
Ha kpajoT Ha 1960-Tute 1 moyeTokoT Ha 1970-THTeE,
KOHMILUTO OJf HEKOM NPUYMHHU (BO HEKOW CIydan)
oCTaHyBaaT UCTH 10 cera. [locnenHHOT
MEpUoJ] € MO JEMOKPATCKUTE MPOMEHU
Bo byrapuja ox 1989 roauna (Ibid, 193).

[lpuor ycraB Ha KHexKeBCTBOTO
Byrapwuja 6eme nonecen Bo 1879 roguna
Kora Oemre AeUHUpaH APKaBHUOT Tpo.
JlaBoT e riIaBHHOT CHMMOOJ Ha Miajara
Oyrapcka Jip)kaBa ¥ MOXE Jla Ce BUJIU Ha
npBHOT amOJieM Ha rpajnot Bapha (Ci. 1),
BepojatHo ox 1880 rogmHa — cpedpeHo cumpo
moMery nBa KPYHHCAaHH JiaBa BO IIPECpET,
KOWINTO JAp)KaT Oyrapcku 3Hamuma. Mako
TOa € TPBHUOT amOieM (wim Oerr) Ha OyrapcKu
rpaja, TOj HEMa IITHT 3a Jla ce cMeTa 3a Tpo.
HeroBoro BiMjaHWe BO TEKOT HA CJICIHHTE
TOJIMHY MHCIHPHUPAIIE PA3INIHA YMETHUIM J1a
ro BKJIyYaT JIaBOT Kako amOieM BO TpOOBHTE
Ha Oyrapckure TpagoBH M ONIITHHHU. Jlpyr
amOyieM INTO THE HMMaaT TeHICHIMja Ja To
BKJIIy4aT € OyrapckoTo 3HaMe WM HErOBHTE
Tpu Oou. Bropuor rp6d mro wmaie roiemo
BJIMjaHKE Bp3 TPOOBHUTE HAa OyrapCKUTE ITPaJjOBU
e rpoot Ha rinaBauot rpan Coduja (Ca. 2). Ilo-
CTOM mpunuiian rpdo ox 1559 romuHa, cUHO,
cpeOpeHa mONyMeceyrHa, CBpPTEHA HAaJlECHO
1 37aTHa SBe3na, opameH 3abosumHo (Ci. 3)
(Fugger 1559, 751). Iloctou u ipeasor oz 1886
roguna (Cin. 4). Ho, rp6 He Oecire npudareH
ce 1o 1900 rommua, xora Ha Codwuja UTHO M
Tpebarre cHMOOJ 32 YIeCTBO Ha W3JI0XKOa BO
ITapus. Toraii, MIaIMOT CTYJEHT MO YMETHOCT
Xapanam6u TadeB u3nese co uzeja 3a CIOKEH
rp0, O/IeNIeH Ha KPCT CO IITUTYE, CO Pa3THIHI
cumOomH, 00eANHYBajKU TH CO OYrapCKHOT
naB. EmOmnazonor Ha Coduja nmemyBamie kKako
oOpaser; 3a MHOTY aMmOyleMH Ha Oyrapcku
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Antonov defines three periods of the
development of civic heraldry in Bulgaria. The
first one is from 1878 to 1945 where the big cities
in Bulgaria developed their first symbols when
freed from the Ottomans. The second one is from
1945 to 1990 where the socialist regime, with
influence from the Soviet Union, gave municipal
centers symbols with similar themes at the end
of the 1960s and beginning of 1970s, which for
some reason (in some cases) remain the same to
this day. The last period is after the democratic
changes in Bulgaria from 1989 (Ibid, 193).

The first constitution of the
Principality of Bulgaria was adopted
in 1879 and defined the state coat of
arms. The lion is the main symbol
of the young Bulgarian state and it
can be seen on the first emblem of
the city of Varna (Fig. 1), probably
established in 1880, and described
as an anchor Argent between two
lions rampant respectant and crowned
Or holding Bulgarian flags. Although
being the first emblem (or badge) of
a Bulgarian city, it lacks the shield
necessary to be considered a coat of
arms. Its influence through the following
years inspired different artists to include
the lion as a charge in the emblems and
coats of arms of Bulgarian cities, towns
and municipalities. The other charge
they tend to include is the Bulgarian flag
or its three colours. The second coat of
arms that also influenced Bulgarian cities
coat of arms was the one of the capital
Sofia (Fig. 2). There are arms attributed
to Sofia from 1559: Azure, an increscent
Argent and a star Or, bordure dancety Or
(Fig. 3) (Fugger 1559, 751) There is an
1886 proposal for arms of Sofia (Fig. 4).
But arms, however, were not accepted
until 1900 when Sofia urgently needed
a symbol for participation in the Paris
exhibition. Then the young artist student
Haralambi Tachev came up with an
idea of marshaled arms: quartered with
an escutcheon, using different symbols
and uniting them with the Bulgarian
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rpajioBu, INTO cieayBaa. Toj e KBaapupaH co
IITUTYE, ¥ BKIy4YyBa ICj3KHU M apPXUTECKTOH-
cku eneMeHtd. Kopucrennte ambiemu ce
Xepalauuky Henpudammei. Ha Toj HaumH ce
BOBEJIC TOTPEIICH TPEeH]| BO Oyrapckara MecHa
xepanmuka. Croopem TpeHOT, rpOoBH
BKJIy4yBaa KYJITYPHO W MCTOPUCKO HACJIE/ICTBO,
reorpad)cka MOJIO’k0a M EKOHOMCKH TIPOQIIT
(AnTonoB 2003, 194). Bemmuko TpHOBO, cTapaTta
npectoiHuHa Ha byrapuja, Oeilie TPETHOT Tpaj
mTo ro 106U cBojoT rpd Bo 1921 roxuna (C. 5).

On npyra crtpaHa, TpOOBUTE, JHU3ajHUPAHH O]
PomMaHCKHOT KOHCYJITATUBEH KOMUTET 33 XepaJlIKa
3a 5-te rpaga: JoOpuu /Bazapyuk (Dogaru 1994,
106) (Cn. 6), Cumuctpa (Ibid, 118) (Cm. 7),
Bamuuk (Ibid, 106) (Cn. 8), Kasapna (Ibid, 107)
(Cn. 9) u Tyrpakan / Typrykaja, (Ibid, 118) (Cu.
10) u 2 oxpyra Bo JyxHa [loOpyuya moja poMaHCka
agmuauctpaja (1919 —1940). YMETHUKOT KOj
I'M HACJIHMKaJ CHTE MEl'YBOCHH POMAHCKH OKpY3H
u rparancku rpoosu Owin Juonucue Ilekypapuy

T.H.

cn./Fig. 7

cn./Fig. 6 cn./Fig. 8
(1876 — 1960) (Diaconu 2019, 66).

Ha xpajot Ha oBoj mepuos 6ea BOBEACHN MHOTY
HOBU WJICM W MPEIIo3u 3a TpO Ha Oyrapckure
rpajioBH, HO 3apaau Bropara cBeTcka BojHa He Oea
npucdatenu cute. EBe HeKonky npuMepu: MoHTaHa
— 1935 roauna, Buaun — 1936 (Cn. 11) (I'epobT
2021), Byprac — 1936 (Cn. 12) u I'abpoo 1940 (Cu.
13) u Ha Xapanam6u TaueB (ITocromen moroBop
2020), Jam6on — 1937 (Cu.
14), [Mnoaus — 1938 (Cu.
15), Cmmuctpa (Cn. 16)
(,20 romman*) u Lllymen
— 1942 (Cn. 17) (Antonov
et Aleksiev) u Ilazapnmx
— 1943 (Cn. 18) (Alexiev
2008).

3Haum, 3a OBOj MEPHOJ

47

cn./Fig. 12
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lion. Sofia’s emblazon acted as
a pattern for many Bulgaria city
emblems subsequently developed.
It is quarterly with escutcheon,
and includes landscape and
architectural elements. The charges
used are heraldically unacceptable.
In that way, an erroneous trend
in Bulgarian civic heraldry was
perpetuated. According to that
tendency, the so-called coats of arms included
cultural and historical heritage, geographical
location, and economic characteristics (AHTOHOB
2003, 194). Veliko Tarnovo, the old capital of
Bulgaria, was the third city to receive its coat of
arms in 1921 (Fig. 5).

Alternatively, the coats of arms, designed
by the Romanian Consultative Committee for
Heraldry for five cities — Dobrich/Bazargic
(Dogaru 1994, 106) (Fig. 6), Silistra (Ibid, 118)
(Fig. 7) Balchik/Balcic (Ibid, 106) (Fig. 8),

cn./Fig. 5

cn/Fig. 10  onfFigdl
Kavarna/Cavarna (Ibid, 107) (Fig. 9), Tutrakan/
Turtucaia, (Ibid, 118) (Fig. 10) and 2 districts
in South Dobrudzha under 1919-40 Romanian
Administration. The artist who painted all the
interwar Romanian district and civic coats of
arms, including the abovementioned, was Dionisie
Pecurariu (1876-1960) (Diaconu 2019, 66).

At the end of this first period, a lot of new
ideas and proposals
for coats of arms
of Bulgarian cities
were introduced, but
because of the World
War II not all of them
were acted upon. Here
are some examples:
Montana — 1935, Vidin
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Ha MOHapxHja BO
Byrapuja, moBeke
on 10 Oyrapcku
[IOTOJIEMH I'PAIOBH
ru no0uja cBOUTE
cumbom u
MTOBEKETO O] HUB
ce MOXEePATIUIHU
O]l COBPEMCHUTE
aMOJIeMH.

cn./Fig. 15

cin./Fig. 16

CouujaquCTHYKHOT TEPHOJ CMEHH MHOTY BO
Byrapuja u umamie Bpeme kora cuMmOonute He Oea
npuopurteT. Co HOBaTa aJJMMHUCTPATUBHA MO1e10a
BO 1959 roauna, HEKOM rpaJOBU CTaHaa IIEHTap Ha
OKpyT (HOBa aAMUHUCTPATUBHA €IMHHILIA), K OPOjOT
Ha ONUITHHHU pacTelle U MHOTY HOBHM TI'PajJOBH,
MOpaHEeIHN CeJla, CTaHaa MOBKHU O IMOPaHO H
3aToa M Oea MOTpeOHU HOBH CUMOOIIH KaKO IPUMEP
3a pa3Boj ¥ BaxHOCT. HoBuTE TpOOBM T'M KOMHMpaa
COBETCKHTE JM3ajHU CO L[PBEHA SBE3/Ia, MICHUYHO
KJIacje W 3aueHHK, KOUIITO JJOMHHUPAa BO HOBUTE
moroa. Bo oBOj mepmon ce m3ryOm IpenBoeHara
XepalJInika BO MECHUTE TPOOBH, M HACEIICHHETO CE
HaBWKHA JIa TH TIprdaka HOBHUTE JIOTOa Kako q00ap
cUMO0I1.

EBe ru mMumara Ha HEKOJIKY I'PaJJOBH CO TaKBU
NPUMEPH Ha JIOTO Of 0BOj mepuoi: AnMHUTPOBrpan
— 1949 romuna (Cn. 19), Jlopeu — 1959 (Cim. 20),
[epuuk — 1966 (Cn. 21), Kpyamm — 1969 (Cn. 22),
XackoBo — 1970 (Cn. 23), Tprosumre — 1971 (Co.
24) u mHory Apyru (Antonov et Aleksiev).

[lo neMOKpaTCKUTE MOJIMTUYKH IMPOMEHU O]
1989 roauna no cera, norpedeH Oelie HOB OpaH Ha
rpOOBH 32 3aMEHa Ha KOMYHUCTHYKHTE CHUMOOJH
u soroa. bea co3maneHn Xxepainuuku rpOOBH 3a:
MomnTtana — 1993 (Cn. 25), byprac — 1994 (Cn. 26),
XackoBo — 1995 (Cx. 27), Tepauna — 1999 (Ci. 28)
u yire HeKosky (Antonov et Aleksiev).

OBOj IMPOK CIIEKTap HA JW3ajHM WU CTUIOBH

cn./Fig. 20

cn./Fig. 21
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— 1936 (Fig. 11)
(TepobT 2021),
Burgas — 1936
(Fig. 12) and
Gabrovo 1940
(Fig. 13) both
by Haralambi
Tacheyvw
(IToctommupoB
2020), Yambol — 1937 (Fig. 14), Plovdiv — 1938
(Fig. 15), Silistra (Fig. 16) (,,20 romuau‘) and
Shumen— 1942 (Fig. 17) ((Antonov et Aleksiev)),
Pazardzhik — 1943 (Fig. 18) (Alexiev 2008).

So for this first period of monarchy in
Bulgaria more than 10 Bulgarian major cities got
their symbols more heraldic in nature than the
modern existing emblems.

The socialist period had changed a lot in
Bulgaria, and there was a time when the symbols
were not a priority. With the new administrative
division in 1959 some cities became center of
,okrag® (new administrative unit), and the
number of municipalities grew. Numerous
new towns and former villages increased in
importance and needed new symbols to exemplify
their development and new importance. The new
“coats of arms” reflected Soviet designs with
red star, wheat ear and gear wheel dominating.
During this period, prewar heraldry in civic arms
was lost and the population became inured to the
new logos as good symbol design.

The following towns have logos exemplify
this period: Dimitrovgrad — 1949 (Fig. 19),
Lovech — 1959 (Fig. 20), Pernik — 1966 (Fig.
21), Kardzhali — 1969 (Fig. 22), Haskovo — 1970
(Fig. 23), Targovishte — 1971 (Fig. 24) and many
others (Antonov et Aleksiev).

After the democratic political changes
from 1989 to the present, a new wave of

cn./Fig. 17 cn./Fig. 18

HbPOMANM

cn./Fig. 22 cn./Fig. 23 cn./Fig. 24
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cn./Fig. 25 cn./Fig. 27

mpoussieryBa ofi GaxkToT neka Bo byrapuja Hema
WHCTUTYIMja KojamrTo jaeduHUpa TmpaBmwia 3a
co3JlaBakbe MECHU I'pOOBHM M TIOCTaByBa MECHO-
XepalAMYKU CTaHJapAx 3a Ja ja HalpaBU MEcHaTa
XepaJMKa MOMo3HaTa U MONOYUTYBaHa. 3aKOHOT 3a
JIOKaJlHa camoyIlpaBa W JIOKaJHa aJMUHHCTpaluja
Bo wieH 16 cnomenyBa camo cumOomnu, 0e3
MOHATAMOIIHO JAe(UHHpame Ha OBOj TEPMUH
(IbpxaBen BecTHUK 1991). O6uuHO, BO ONMIIITHHATA
MOCTOM TMOCEOCH JEKPeT KOJjITO T JjaeduHHpa
HEJ3MHUTE CUMOOJM Kako: rp0, 3HaMe, XUMHa U
redvaT, HO HE MOCTOjaT OAPENICHH KPUTEPUYMHU 3a
pa3nuKyBame Ha TPOOBUTE OJ1TIOTOATa U aMOJIEMHTE,
HAIIMPOKO HOrPEIIHO HapeueH IpOOBH.

Kako o0un nma ce mHoOmomHM OBaa IIpa3HUHA,
Byrapckoto  xepanguuko U
BEKCHJIONIONOMIKO  ommTecTBO  (mpymTBo)— BXBO

(& OCHOBaHO

Ha Kpajor ox 2004 romuHA, Kako HE3aBHCHO U
HEenpopHUTHO 3pYyKEHUE MTO paboTH BO 00IacTa Ha
XepaJiuKara 1 Bekcuionoryjara. Ipercenaren e n-p
Crojan AHtoHOB. Toa paboTH Ha MPOLIMPYBakE Ha
Oyrapckute JOCTHIHYBamba BO OBHE HAYKH, 1 HUBHO
MPOMOBHpAkE BO 3eMjaTa M CTPAHCTBO, Oapajku
IWjaJior moMmery pa3MuH{d OpraHu3ald W JIyre
CO CHJIHM JIMYHOCTH M MHTEPECH BO OBHE OOJACTH.
Lenrta Ha APYIITBOTO € UCTPAXKYBaE HAa OYTapCKOTO
XEPAIMYKO  HACJE/ICTBO,  OTKPHBAWkE  CTapH
Hero3HaTH TpOoBu Ha Byrapwja BO OMOMMOTEKHTE
BO 3anagHa EBporna, u pe3eHTHpame 1pej] jaBHOCTA
(YcraB 2021, 4. 6, 7). BXBO nma nHTEpHET-CTpaHHIIA
(www.heraldika-bg.org) xkame ce
HAOIMTe, KAKO U MHTEPHET-perucrap Ha rpooBH.
Odurmmjamanor OwnteH Xeposno, W3ne3e BO TpU
opoja. [Ipsrot e m3ganen o 2008 roauHa, OTIIeYaTeH
BO IpHO-0eno Ha 16 crpanunm. Bropuot Opoj Gerre

CHCI_II/IjaJ'IHO HU3JaHUC, IIOCBETCHO Ha H3II0K0aTa

[IPE3EeHTUpaaT

Ha 100-romuinHuHATA OJ NPOINIACYBAKETO HA
He3aBucHOcTa Ha byrapuwja Bo Benmko TpHOBO
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coats of arms were needed
to replace the communist
symbols and logos. Coats of
arms providing examples of
good application of heraldic
principles are Montana — 1993
(Fig. 25), Burgas — 1994 (Fig.
26), Haskovo — 1995 (Fig.
27), Tvarditsa — 1999 (Fig.
28) and few more (Antonov et
Aleksiev).

This wide spectrum of designs and styles
likely results from the lack of an institution in
Bulgaria to define rules for creation of civic
arms. Such an institution would set the municipal
heraldry standards and make the local heraldry
better known and respected. Article 16 in the Law
on Local Government and Local Administration
only mentions symbols, with no definition of
the term (IbpxaBen BectHuk 1991). Usually,
there is a special municipal decree defining its
symbols as a coat of arms, flag, anthem and seal,
but there are no certain criteria for distinguishing
the coats of arms from the logos and emblems
widely named incorrectly as coats of arms.

In response to the need for an institution
focused on setting heraldic standards, the
Bulgarian Heraldry and Vexillology Society
(BHVS) was established at the end of 2004. It is
an independent non-profit association operating
in the field of heraldry and vexillology. The
society’s president is Dr. Stoyan Antonov and
it works to expand Bulgarian achievements in
these sciences and promote them in the country
and abroad. The society seeks dialogue between
different organizations and people with strong
personalities and interests in these areas. Aims
of the society include researching Bulgarian
heraldic heritage, discovering old, previously
lost coat of arms in Bulgarian in Western
European libraries and present them to the
public (Ycras 2021, art 6, 7). The BHVS uses its
website (www.heraldika-bg.org) to present the
findings of its research and provides an online
registry of arms.

The official bulletin, Herold, has had three
issues. The first, issued in 2008, was printed in
black and white and contained 16 pages. The
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(22.9.2008). Mcro Taka, Oca oOjaBeHH 1 MaTEpUjaTUTE
3a XEPAIHIKHOT JIeN O] U3JI0%k0aTa, OpraHu3upaHa
on bXBO. M3nanuero e orneuareHo Bo 00ja (24 cTp.)
on Harmonamauot ucropucku mysej Bo Coduja. Tpe-
THOT 6p0j 3a 2010 TroamHa, BCyITHOCT Oellie OTredaTeH
B0 2011 romuna, moBTOpHO BO 1pHO-Oemo (16 cTp.).

Bo oOmacta Ha MecHaTa Xepaiuka,
aktuBHOocTUTe Ha BXBO ce pa3BuBaar BO Tpu
HacokH. [IpBo e pa3BuBame 0/1/1e 3a OMIITUHCKA
rp6oBH 1 amMOIeMH Ha CBOjaTa UHTEPHET-CTPAHUIIA
(Antonov et Aleksiev), kajie € MpeTCTaBeH rojieM
JIeT1 O] ONIITHHCKUTE aMOJIeMu U € HajceorndaTHa
KOJIEKI[Hja O] BAKOB BH/I.

Bropo e nuszajaupame rpooBu. Hekonky cen-
CKH TpOOBM Oea CO3MaJeHH OJ WICHOBHUTE Ha
BEXBO: Berpen non (2007, Ilnamen I[BerkoB
(TI1X) u Pagocnas Unues (PN)) (Ca. 29), Jlozen
(2008, 111, PN) (Cx. 30), Bapsapa (2007, Crojan
AwnrtonoB (CA), PU) (Cn. 31), Koaueso (2011,
JoBan Jonoscku (JJ) u Eneonopa Xaymnukososa
(EX)) (Cn. 32), 3nokymene (2012, Anekcanmap
AnekcueB (AA), JJ, EX) (Cn. 33), CunuteBo
(2015, AA, 1], EX) (Cn. 34) u MupujanTu (2018,
AA,JJ, PN) (Cn. 35).

Tperoro e pa3Boj Ha MECHO-XEPAIIUUKU
cucteM. Temara Ha CHCTEMOT C€ JAWUCKYTHpAIle
MHOTY TOAMHH, ce nedaTupaiie 3a CTHIOT U
€IEMEHTUTE Ha CHCTEMOT, OCOOCHO KpYHHTE.
Jluckycujata 3a MOXEH JW33jH Ha MECHHU
rpboBu Ha peruoHuTe BO byrapwja 3amoyna
Bo oktomBpu 2006 roauHa, mpeky rpymnara
BgHerald na Google. bemie noroBopeHo tue aa
OuUIaT MU3ajHUPAHH KaKO CIOXKEHU TPOOBH CO
ynotpeba Ha ucrtara mema Ha mozaenda. Camo
Crojan AHTOHOB CIIOMEHYBA JIeKa TOj CMeTa JieKa
pPErMOHAIIHUTE KPaeBU He Tpeba J1a mmMaat KpyHa
(Antonov 2006a). Ha neros npemjior, 3a€IHO CO
Panocnas Nnmes, 3a rpd Ha rpagor Kazamnak,
AHTOHOB KOpPUCTH cpeOpeHa MypajHa KpyHa

cn./Fig. 29 cn./Fig. 30 cn./Fig. 31
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second issue was a special edition, dedicated to
the exhibition of the 100th anniversary of the
proclamation of the independence of Bulgaria
in Veliko Tarnovo (September 22, 2008). It also
published materials for the heraldic portion of
the exhibition, organized by BHVS. The issue
was printed in colour (24 pages) by the National
Historic Museum in Sofia. The third issue, for
2010, was actually printed in 2011 and again in
black and white (16p).

In the field of civic heraldry, BHVS activities
are developing in three directions. First is the
development of a section of Municipal coats of
arms and emblems on its website (Antonov et
Aleksiev). A significant portion of municipal
emblems are present on the site, the most
comprehensive collection of its kind.

Second is devising coats of arms. Several
village arms were created by BHVS members:
Vetren dol (2007 — Plamen Tsvetkov (PT) and
Radoslav Iliev (RI)) (Fig. 29), Lozen (2008
— PT, RI) (Fig. 30), Varvara (2007 — Stoyan
Antonov (SA), RI) (Fig. 31), Kovachevo (2011
— Jovan Jonovski (JJ) and Eleonora Hadjinikolva
(EH)) (Fig. 32), Zlokuchene (2012 — Alexander
Alexiev (AA), JJ, EH) (Fig. 33), Sinitevo -
(2015 — (AA, JJ, EH) (Fig. 34), Miriantsi (2018
— AA, 1], RI) (Fig. 35).

Third is the development of a civic heraldry
system. The details of the system were discussed
for many long years, with debates on the style and
system elements, especially the rank crowns. A
discussion about possible design of arms for the
regions in Bulgaria started in October 2006 via a
Google group called BgHerald. BHVS members
agreed regional arms should be marshaled
using the same pattern of partition. Only Stoyan
Antonov took the position that regional arms
should not have a crown (Antonov 2006a). On

", o
®Pa nocto

cn./Fig. 33 cn./Fig. 34

cn./Fig. 35
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co tpu Ky (Antonov 2006b). uckycujara 3a
MecHO-xepanauuku cucteM Ha bXBO nponomku
Bo anpui 2007 roauHa U ce KOHIIGHTpUpAIIE Ha
CHCTEMOT Ha TePUTOPHjTHH KPyHH.

Ha T'enepamnoro cobpanmne (I'C) ma BXBO
Ha 15 voemBpu 2014 roguna, Jlumutap Ilomos ja
npudary ymorara ga pabOTH Ha KOMILICTHPAE
Ha MPEAJIOroT 3a CTaHAApJOT 3a TEPUTOpPHjaHA
xepanuka 10 I'C cnemnara roguna (Popov 2021).

Juckycujara Oerre
3aBpIeHa co outykata 3a I'C
Ha 7 HoemBpu 2015 roauna
Bo IlnoBauB, ycBOjyBajku
IO €IHOITIACHO M3BELITajOT
Ha [lomoB 3a craHgapaoT Ha
BXBO 3a xpyHU Ha MECHUTE
rpooBu: 1. 3maTHa MypayiHa
KpYyHa 32 OIITHHCKH IIEHTPH
BO Tpaj (218) u 2. Cpebpena
3a TpagoBU IUTO HE Ce
omuTtuHCKA 1ieHTpu  (39);

3. Cemara, OIIITHHCKATE
IIEHTPU — 3JIaTHA pypayHa
KpyHa, TaIWcajHa WM

nBeTHa (43). 3a npyrute cena
HE € TUIaHUpaHa KpyHa.

Ha cneqnoro I'C, Ha 12 noemBpu 2016 roau-
Ha, nipercenatenoT CtojaH AHTOHOB TH TIPEJIO-
#u Jnmurap IlonoB u Henko AtanacoB na ce
BKJIyyaT BO IOJIrOTOBKATa 3a BU3YEJIEH MPOEKT
Ha MECHO-XepaiandkuoT cranaap Ha bXBO (co
JIOAIATOK CO CJIMKU OJ1 TPU PAHTOBU KPYHH), U TO
JIOCTaByBaaT Ha TUCKYCH]a JI0

BXBO.
Juzajaep Ha rpaduykuTe
IPEAIO3H e Henko

ATaHacoB, KouTo (1o JABE
3a CeKOj BHJI KpyHa) Oea
Mpe3eHTUpaHu aypu Ha 21
¢despyapu 2019 roguna (Co.
36) (Popov 2019a). Jlucky-
cujara Oemie CrpoBeieHa Ha
®dejcoyk u ['yrim rpynata Ha
BXBO.

Bo kxpaTtka cTymuja 3a mOCTOJHUTE TPOOBH
co KpyHa, a-p JoBaH JoHOBCkH, Tperceaaren
Ha MakenoHCKOTO TpOOCIOBHO JPYIITBO,
ru kiacupummpame cure 34 Bo 6 rpymu: 1.

TPAA
LEEHTBP HA OBLLMHA
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his proposal, together with Radoslav Iliev, the
arms of the city of Kazanluk uses a mural crown,
Argent with three embattlements (Antonov
2006b). The discussion on the civic heraldic
system of BHVS continued in April 2007 and
concentrated on a system of civic crowns.

During the General Assembly (GA) of BHVS
on 15 November 2014, Dimitar Popov accepted
the role to complete a proposal for a BHVS
civic heraldry standard for
presentation at the next GA.
(Popov 2021)

ci./Fig. 36

TPAA

cn./Fig. 37
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The discussion  was
finished with a decision
during the GA on 7
November 2015 in Plovdiv,
unanimously adopting the
Popov report on a BHVS
standard for rank crowns on
local coats of arms: 1. Mural
crown - Or - for cities that
are municipal centers (218)
and 2. Argent - for cities that
are not municipal centers
(39); 3. Villages that are
municipal centers (43), to have a rural crown Or
- palisade or floral. No crown was included for
the other villages.

At the next general meeting of BHVS, on
November 12, 2016, the President Stoyan
Antonov, proposed Dimitar Popov and Nenko
Atanasov engage in the preparation of a visual
representation of the BHVS
standard for local coats of
arms (appendix with images
of three rank crowns) and
submit it for discussion to the
BHVS.

The designer of the
graphic proposals was Nenko
Atanasov (two for each crown
type) and were presented only
on 21 February 2019 (Fig. 36)
(Popov 2019a). Discussion was carried out via
a BHVS Facebook group as well as through the
Google group BgHerald.

In a short study of all the current coat of arms
with a crown, Dr. Jovan Jonovski, president

CEAO
LIEHTBP HA OBLLMHA
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Kpynu nHa cromuuara (2); 2. Tun Ilazapyux
(4); 3. Mypanna xpyna (8); 4. Illemarcka
kpyHa (9); 5. Cumbonuunu kpynHu (5); 6.
Hexnacudumupan (6) (Jonovski 2019). Ilomnos
ja MpoIIMpH OpUTHHAIHATA CTIope10a Ha MECHO-
XEpaJUUKUTE CUCTEMH Ha AHTOHOB CO THE Ha
O®pannyja, [Inanuja, [lopryramuja, ABcTpwHja,
Makenonnja u bpazun (Popov 2019c¢).

3emajku ru ipeaBua KomeHTapure, [Tomos u
ATaHaCcoOB r'd KOpUrupaa rpaguuKuTe npeasiosy,
U ru npe3eHrupaa Ha 4 anpun 2019 roguna. 1
KoHeuHo, Ha 13 maj 2019 roauna, YnpaBHHOT
on6op Ha BXBO ro ycBou MecHO- XepaiIniKu-
OT CTaHAAp/ 3a€JHO CO MOCIECIHUOT rpaduuKu
crangapz (Cin. 37). CucteMoT He TO nepuHUpa
BUJIOT HAa IITUTOT, HO TNPEABHUIYBa JIeKa MMa
camo 3 ONIITUHCKU KPYHHU:

a) 3naTHa
MypamHa co 3
BHUTHBH KYIH — % BHATAPCKA
rpaj, LEHTap Ha S
OINIIITHHA, et

0) 3matHa
najnucagHa co 3
BUJUTUBU KYyIU —
ceno, IeHTap Ha
OTIIITHHA;

B) Cpebpena
MypaiHa co 3
BUIJIMBU  KyJH
— rpaa (WTO HE
e OIILITUHCKU
uenrap) (Popov
2019b).

bunejku BXBO Hema MOK ja ro HameTHE
CBOjOT CHCTEM, TOj TIPETCTAaByBa CaMo Mperopaxa
3a OHME KO JIM3ajHUpaar rpooBu. Bo MOMEHTOB
Hema TpOOBH MITO TO clienar oBoj cucteM. CaMo
CEJICKUTE TIpOOBH, CO3/aJI€HH OJi YJICHOBUTE
Ha bXBO, HemaaT kpyHa, 1a 3aToa MOXE Ja ce
CMeTa Jieka ro cienar cucteMot. CucremMot Oertie
MPETCTaBEH BO JaBHOCTA, TPH IIITO C€ T0jaBU Ha
MEJIM3MOT Ha TabaveTo O] ABE MOLITEHCKH MapKH,
KOMILTO T'M MpHKaKyBaa rpbosute Ha byprac u
XackoBo (Cm. 38). Mcro Taka, 1 Ha KOBEpPTOT Ha
nipBuoT aeH (Ci. 39).

BbDATAPINA
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of the Macedonian Heraldic Society classified
all 34 into 6 groups: 1. Capital crowns (2); 2.
Pazardzhik type (4); 3. Mural crown (8); 4.
Schematic crown (9); 5. Symbolic crowns (5);
6. Unclassifiable (6) (Jonovski 2019). Popov
amended the original Antonov comparison of the
civic systems, adding France, Spain, Portugal,
Austria, Macedonia and Brazil. (Popov 2019¢)
Considering the comments from the
discussion, Popov and Atanasov amended the
graphic proposals and presented them To the
BHVS members on 4 April 2019. Finally, on 13
May 2019, the Advisory Board of BHVS adopted
the municipal heraldry standard together with the
final graphic standard (Fig. 37). The system does
not define the type of shield to use but indicates
there are only 3 municipal crowns:
a) Mural with

: three visible

PXEPAAAMKA } towers Or

NEiges i vl | Cli, center of a
= A municipality.

b)  Palisade
with three visible
towers Or:
village, center of
$ weumpra municipality
. d‘-« ¢) Mural with

i e | three visible

: towers  Argent:

& a city (which is

’ not a municipal

center). (Popov
2019Db).

Since BHVS does not have the authority
to enforce its system, the system is only a
recommendation for those designing coats
of arms. There are no coats of arms currently
following this system. While village arms
created by BHVS members have no crown, they
could be considered as following the system.
The system was introduced to the public with the
appearance of the millésime on the block of two
postal stamps showing the arms of Burgas and
Haskovo, (Fig. 38). As well as on the First Day
Covert (Fig. 39).

L

igpyrp S
T'ep6 na Xackobo
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3AKJIYYOK

MecHnaraxepannukaBo byrapujae uHTEpecHO
nmpamamse W UMa IIOBEKE HEXCPATIUIKA
MpUMEpH Ha TPOOBH Ha TPaJOBUTE, celaTa WUiIu
onmrraute. BXBO nMa 3a 1iei1 1a ro cMeHH Toa
CO BOBE/yBam€ MMOBEKE MPUMEPH 3a XepaJAUKa U
o0jacHyBame Ha Pa3IMYHO HUBO U BKITyUyBambe
MoBeKe JIyf'e BO pa3dupameTo Ha XepaluKaTa.

CONCLUSION

Local heraldry in Bulgaria is an interesting
topic, with more non-heraldic examples for coats
of arms of towns, cities, villages or municipalities
than those heraldically correct. BHVS aims to
change that by introducing more examples of
good heraldry with accompanying explanation
to involve more of the public in understanding

Enno pelieHre heraldry.

€  BOCIOCTaBYBaHE One  solution
WHCTUTYIIMja3axepa- anacrs 1) for this is
JMKa KakoO BJIQJIMHO e establishing a
TEJIO, PaKoOBOAECHO heraldry institution
on [IpeTCeNaTeIoT % as a governmental
Ha Peny6rnmka body, overseen
byrapuja wmm Ha- by the president
pPOIHOTO  coOpaHwme, of the Republic
KOELITO MOXE€ Ja T'd of Bulgaria or
[I0CTaBU  IIpaBUJIaTa cn./Fig. 39 the National
U Ja ja Hampasu Assembly, which
MocakyBaHaTta IpOMeHa BO CHUMOOJIUTE | can set the rules and make the desired change in
rpOoOBUTE. symbols and coats of arms.

I'maBHOTO mparmiame € BUCTUHCKOTO LIEHEHE
Ha JIOKajlHaTa XepaJlquKa O] >KUTEJINUTE, KOU
CMeTaar Jieka € HeBaXKHO U ro 3aneMapysaar. Ce
HajieBaMe JieKa 0Ba ke ce MPOMEHH CO TEKOBHOTO
naptHepctBo Ha BXBO wu Hanuonamnoro
3Ipy’KEHHE Ha ONIITHUHU BO PemyOnmka
Byrapuja.

The main issue is the real appreciation of
local heraldry by the inhabitants, who typically
find it an unimportant issue and neglect it.
Hopefully this will change with the ongoing
partnership of BHVS and National Association
of Municipalities in the Republic of Bulgaria.
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