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AIICTPAKT

XepanguukaTa WMHBEp3HWja MPETCTABYBA
mporiec Ha aud)epeHIjarja mpu Koj ce 3a-
MeHyBaaT 0ojaTa Ha MTUTOT U 0ojaTa Ha Xe-
pananykaTa (pUrypa ucTaKkHaTa Ha TOj IITHT
CO IIeN Aa ce Ao0He ApYr, XepaAudKH pas-
JIMYeH TpO, HO KOj O yKa)KyBaJl HA HEKaKBa
HHMBHa 1oBp3aHocT. OJ caMHuTe MOYeTOUr Ha
HCTPaKYBamEeTO HAa MAKEIOHCKUOT 3EMCKH
rp0 3a0enexaHa € CIMYHOCT CO OyrapCcKHOT
3eMCKH Ip0 U ce jaByBaaT oOMAM 3a o0jacHy-
Barb¢ Ha HUBHATA TaKaHApeueHa UHBEp3Hja Koja, He-
COMHEHO, BJIETYBa KaKO 3Ha4ajHa TOYKa BO MPOYyYY-
BarbETO HA HUBHHUOT pa3Boj. Mo)kHATa MHBEp3Hja Ha
MAaKeJIOHCKHOT M OyrapCKHOT 3eMCKH Ip0 ja cpeka-
BaMe BO MJIMPCKATA XEPAIJIHKA U HE ja ClIeIuMe BO
Jieria HaJIBOp OJ1 oBaa rpymna. Brpodewm, nBara rpba
HE T Haorame 3aeJHO BO HHEIHO JPYTo IOCTapo
JIeTI0 OCBEH BO 3a osHaxume Ha Kanauo. Bo omHOC
Ha MO)KHHTE TIOTEKJIa Ha 3eMCKuTe rpboBu Ha Ma-
KeIoHWja U Ha byrapwuja, Bo OCHOBa ce M3/1BOjyBaar
ZIBa CTaBa: IPBUOT € JIeKa IPOOBUTE MMAAT 3aCIHUIN
M3BOD 3a 00pasell, a BTOPHOT JieKa TPOOBUTE UMaat
JIBa TIOCEOHM M3BOpa Ha O1a30HUTE.

Kiayunu 300poBu: MakenoHuja, MakKeIOHCKH
3eMCKH T'p0O, WIHUPCKH TrpOoBHUK, JKedapoBuk, Bu-
Te30BuK, Ctemarorpaduja, Kopennk — Heopuxk.
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i ABSTRACT

Heraldic inversion is the process of
differentiating by switching the color of
the shield and the color of the heraldic fig-
ure in order to obtain another, heraldical-
ly different coat of arms, but indicating a
connection between them. From the very
beginning of research on the Macedonian
coat of arms, a similarity to the Bulgar-
ian coat of arms has been observed and
attempts have been made to explain their
so-called inversion, which undoubtedly has en-
tered as a significant point in the study of their
development. We find the possible inversion of
the Macedonian and Bulgarian coats of arms in
Illyrian heraldry and it cannot be found outside
this group. In fact, we do not find the two coats
of arms together in any other older work except in
the book Delle Imprese by Capaccio. Regarding
the possible origins of the coats of arms of Mace-
donia and Bulgaria, basically two views stand
out: the first is that coats of arms have a common
source for the blazons, and the second is that coats
of arms have two separate sources of blazons.

Keywords: Macedonia, Macedonian land

coat of arms, Illyrian armorial, Zhefarovic, Vi-
tezovic, Stemmatographia, Korenic-Neoric.
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Xepanauukata HHBEp3Hja TPETCTaByBa MpoIec
Ha audepeHujanmja npyu Koj ce 3aMeHyBaar 0oja-
Ta Ha IITUTOT M 0ojaTa Ha Xepajauykata Gurypa
WCTaKHaTa Ha TOj IITUT CO IIEJ Jla ce Jo0Hue IpyT,
XEPAIINYKH pa3IndeH rpod, HO Koj OM yKa)KyBall Ha
HEeKaKBa HUBHA ITOBP3aHOCT. Panu mpumepn 3a xe-
panandka WHBEp3Hja ce cpekaBaaT MpH KaJeHIIN]a,
OJTHOCHO TIPH TIPOIIECOT Ha audepeHnujanvja Ha
rpOOT Ha MOMIIAJNTE CHHOBH WM KOJATEApHHUTE
TpaHKU Ha €IHO ceMejcTBO. Bo Temenor Ha mpo-
[ecOoT Ha XepalandyKa WHBEp3Hja JISKH ujaejara 3a
MpBUYHO NpudarteH 0J1a30H KOj BO HEKOja HapeaHa
(aza ke ce nuuBep3upa. OTHOCHO, 3a 1a MOXKeE Ja ce
300pyBa 3a XepajinuKka HHBEP3HUja, MOpa co CUTyp-
HOCT J1a ce 3Hae 0;1a30HOT Ha najeH rpd. Jloko:n-
Ky CO CUTYpHOCT HE ce 3Hae 3a MoYeTeH O0a3oH, a,
cerak, II0CTojar ABa rpda KO M3IJie1aaT HHBEP3HO
€/ICH Ha JIpYT, TOTall 332 YTBPAyBamke HA MOXKHATA
BaKBa BpcKa Tpeba Ja ce modapa Ipyr KOHTEKCTEH
rokasaren Koj 3acernature rpOoBu OW THM IOBp-
3aJ BO MHBEP3HMBEH Ipoliec. BakBHOT mokazaredn
HAQjJIECHO MOJXKE Jia Ce COTJIeAa MPeKy IMorope Io-
COYCHHUOT MPHUMEP 32 WHBEpP3UjaTa KaKo CTENCH Ha
KaJIeHIIMja, OJHOCHO KAaKO CTETeH Ha HaCIlIe/ICTBO.
[Tpumepn 3a BakBaTa MpaKkTHKa Ce CpeKaBaaT PedH-
cu Hacekaze Hu3 EBpora, a ocodeHo Bo ['epmanuja,
Xomanamja n bpuranmja (Gayre, 1961 26 — 32).
MoskeH mpuMep 3a oBaa MpakTHKa IToBp3aH co Ma-
KeJI0OHHja ce Haora BO Jenoto Pomanom 3a cume
sumesu' ox Tomac ne KeHr, co3mazeHo Ha moue-
TOKOT OJ1 YeTUpUHAECeTTHOT BeK. Bo oBa neno nma
MHUHH]jaTypa Ha Koja € mpuKaxkaH norpedot Ha du-
mun [I Makenoncku (ci. 1) Ha Koja jacHo ce riesaa
XepalInyKa KOMITO3UIUja cO OJIa30H: 3JIaTHO, IIp-
BeH JiaB (Kent 1304, fol. 6v). Ha npyra munujarypa
BO HCTOTO JICJIO € MpUKaKkaH rpOoT Ha AnleKcaHuap
MakenoHcku co 01a30H: IIPBEHO, 3JIaTEH JIaB (C1.2)
(Ibid, fol. 30r).

Opn camwure moyve-
TOLIM HAa WCTPaxKy-
BalETO Ha Make-
JTOHCKHOT
rp0 3abenexaHa ¢
CIIMYHOCT cO Oyrap-
CKHOT 3eMCKH TpO u
ce jaByBaaT o0HIM
3a o0jacHyBame Ha
HUBHATa TaKaHape-

3CMCKHU

cn. [fig. 1
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Heraldic inversion is a process of
differentiation of arms in which the color of the
shield and the color of the heraldic figure are
switched in order to obtain another, heraldically
different coat of arms, but which indicating a
connection between the two. Early examples
of heraldic inversion are found as a mean of
cadency, that is, the process of differentiating the
coats of arms for younger sons or the collateral
branches of a family. At the heart of the process
of heraldic inversion is the idea of an initially
accepted blazon that is inverted at some later
stage. That is, in order to be able to talk about
heraldic inversion, it is necessary to know the
blazon of a given coat of arms for certain. If
the initial blazon is not known for sure, and yet
there are two coats of arms that act inversely to
one other, then another contextual indicator that
would link the two in an inversion process should
be sought to determine such possible relationship.
This indicator can be most easily seen through
the above-mentioned example of inversion
as a degree of cadency, that is, as a degree of
inheritance. Examples of this practice are found
nearly everywhere in Europe, and especially in
Germany, the Netherlands, and Britain (Gayre,
1961, 26-32). A possible example of this
practice associated with Macedonia is found in
the work Roman de toute chevalerie' by Thomas
de Kent, created in the early fourteenth century.
This work contains a miniature in which the
funeral of Philip II of Macedon is depicted (fig.
1), which clearly shows a heraldic composition
with a blazon: Or, a lion Gules (Kent 1304, fol.
6v). Another miniature in the same work shows
the coat of arms of Alexander the Great with a
blazon: Gules, a lion Or (fig.2) (Ibid, fol. 30r).
From the very
beginning of re-
search on the
Macedonian land
coat of arms, a
similarity ~ with
the Bulgarian
land coat of arms
has been observed
and attempts have
been made to ex-
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YeHa HMHBEp3HMja KOja, HECOMHEHO, BJIETYBa KakKo
3Ha4YajHa TOYKa BO NPOYYyBamETO HA HUBHHOT
pa3Boj. Ilo3Hayajuu aBTOpH, Kako: AJiekcaHiap
MarkoBckH, J{paromup AmnoBuk, JoBaH JOHOBCKH U
WBan BojHukoB, ko oOpHajae BHIMaHUE Ha MaKe-
TIOHCKUOT 3eMCKH TpO mo6ap men ox cBojaTa pabdo-
Ta MOCBETyBaaT Ha oBa npamame. Co Toa MOXKHATA
WHBEp3Wja Ha MaKeJOHCKHOT 3€MCKH I'pO cTaHala
HEPACKUHITUB JIEN OJ1 HErOBHOT HAPATUB U HHUE CME
00Bp3aHU J1a ja MpoydyBame KaKo KaTeropwja u
KaKo Mporiec.

MoskHaTa HHBEp3Hja Ha MAKEJJOHCKHOT U Oyrap-
CKHOT 3€MCKHU I'p0 ja cpekaBaMe BO MJIMpCKaTa Xe-
pajAMKa M HE ja clieluMe BO Jiesia HaJBOp Of OBaa
rpyna. Brpouewm, aBara rpba co oBue 06J1a30HHU, HE
I'M HaoraMe 3aeJHO BO HHEIHO JPYTo JeJ0°, OCBEH
BO 3a osmaxume Ha Kamago. OHa mTo € of mpe-
CYJHO 3HAYCHE 32 yTBpAYBamEe Jald HABHCTHHA
MOCTOW MHBEp3Hja Ha JBaTa rpda e NpamameTo Ha
M3BOPHUKOT. Bo cymThHa, oBa mpamiame He MOXKe
Jla Ce OJTrOBOPH KOHEYHO 0Oe3 JeTalHO Ja Ouje
npoydeHa cocrojOaTa Ha JBara 3acerHatd rpda Bo
WIMpCKaTa Xepaljinka v BOH Hea, HO | Jia ce lobapa
KOHTEKCTEH TI0Ka3aTell 3a Jia ce YTBPJU Jalld BOO-
IIIIITO TIOCTOM WHBEP3Wja HA JBaTa Tpda WIH, TaK,
MpoOMEHaTa Ha OOUTE € pe3yniTaT Ha HEIlTO JIPYTo.
Taka, BO Jenara o WIMpCKaTa Xepaliuka UHBEp-
3MjaTa MOXe Jia ce TSI BO JIBE IPYITH: MOYeTHA
WHBEP3Uja KaKo KapaKTePHUCTHKA MPH CO3/IaBAmHETO
Ha rpOOBUTE U MPUYMHCKA MHBEP3Hja KAKO MOCIe-
JIUIIa Ha TPEeIKa WITH KOPEKIIHja mopau yoeyBame
BO IPOIIECOT Ha KOMHUPABE WM KpEeUpame APYTH
XEepaIINIKH Jieia.

[loueTHaTa WHBep3Wja TpeTcTaByBa ABO(MA3EH
mpoliec Koj OM ce MojaBWJI BO CAMOTO CO3/aBambe,
OJTHOCHO BJIETYBam€ Ha IPOOOBHTE BO HIIMPCKATa
XepalIuKa ¥ TOTSHIIMjalTHO ce OABHBAJ O] LIPBEHO/
37IaTHO KOH 3JIaTHO/
LIPBEHO W O0OpaTHO.
OBa 3HauM 1eKa BO
mpBa ¢asza eaHHOT
rp0 Omi mpe3eMeH,
BepojaTHO oOf He-
KOj TIOCcTap H3BOD,
W Taka BIIETOJN BO
Wnupckuor rpOOB-
HUK CO IITO CE MpeT-
BOPWJI BO H3BOPHHK
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plain their possible inversion, which undoubt-
edly enters as a significant point in the study of
their development. Important authors such as
Aleksandar Matkovski, Dragomir Acovic, Jovan
Jonovski, and Ivan Voynikov, who paid atten-
tion to the Macedonian land coat of arms, dedi-
cate a good part of their work to this issue. Thus,
the possible inversion of the Macedonian coat of
arms has become an inseparable part of its narra-
tive and we are obliged to study it as a category
and as a process.

The possible inversion of the Macedonian
and Bulgarian coats of arms is found in Illyrian
heraldry and it cannot be found in works outside
this group. In fact, we do not find the two coats
of arms with these blazons together in any other
work? except for Delle Imprese by Capaccio.
The question of the source of the two arms is
crucial in determining whether there is indeed
a case of inversion of the two. In essence, this
question cannot be answered definitively without
a detailed study of the condition of these two
coats of arms in Illyrian heraldry and beyond, but
also to seek a contextual indicator to determine
whether there is any inversion of the two coats
of arms or the change in the colors are the result
of something else. Thus, in works from Illyrian
heraldry, the inversion can be divided into two
groups: initial inversion as a characteristic of
arms’ creation and causal inversion as a result of
an error or correction in the process of copying
or creating other heraldic works.

The initial inversion is a two-phase process
that would have occurred in the very creation or
upon the entry of the coats of arms into Illyrian
heraldry and potentially developed from gules/
or to or/gules and vice versa. This means that
in the first phase,
one coat of
arms was taken,
probably from an
older source, and
thus entered the
Illyrian armorial,
thus  becoming
a source for the
other coat of
arms. The second
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3a IpyruoT rpd. BropuoT rp0d Ha TOj HAYKMH CTaHAI
HeroBa MHBep3uja. Bo Bropa asza 3apamu 3acera
HEW3BECHHU NMPUYNHU WIH [TOTpedn aBaTa rpoda moB-
TOPHO TH MEHYBaaT CBOUTE OOU MPH IITO H3BOPHU-
KOT CTaHyBa MHBEP3€H, a HMHBEP3HUOT I'P0O CTaHyBa
N3BOPHUK.

On apyra crpaHa, IpWYWHCKAaTa WHBEp3Hja €
enHodaseH MpoIec Koj MOTEHIIMjaTHO Ce OJIBUBAJ
on Unupcku rpboBHKK KOH OpOMHM U 0J1 HETO KOH
BuresoBuk 3a na 3aBpmm co XKedaposuk. Bo oBa
CIICHapH1o U /1BaTa O61a30Ha OM MOJKeJIe Jja Biie3aT BO
WIMpCKaTa XepaJJuKa He3aBUCHO €AeH O APYT W,
BEpOjaTHO, OJ] OCTapH eBpOICcKH u3Bopu. HuBHaTa
MOJIOLIHE)KHA MHBEP3HUja MOBTOPHO OM Omia pazyi-
TaT HAa HEKAaKBHM 3acera HEM3BECHU NPUYMHHU HIIH
notpedu. OHa mWTO T'M 00eNMHYBa JBETE MOKHH
WHBEP3UH € MpallambeTo 3a KOHTEKCTEH MoKazaTell.
Toj e TecHO Bp3aH CO M3BOPUTE KOM CE KOPHUCTECHH
IIPY CO3JIaBamk-e Ha JieyiaTa oJ1 MINpCcKaTa Xepajiiu-
Ka IITO, MaK, € BP3aHO CO MPOIeCOT Ha HACTAaHOK U
JlaTUpame Ha UCTUTE.

Wnupckara xepanavka ja COYMHYBaaT PaKkoIHC-
HU 30MpKH cO TpOOBH — rPOOBHUIIN KOH CE IT0jaBHUIIe
Bo Jlammatunckoro IIpumopje, Utanwmja, 1llmanuja
n ABcTpHja KOH KpajoT Ha XVI MW MOYETOKOT Ha
XVII Bex (ITamaBectpa 2010, 53). Kon oBaa rpy-
Ia TpaJULMOHAIHO Ce 0JaBaaT U JIBETe CTEeMaTo-
rpacduu Ha [laBne Putep BurezoBuk u Xpucrodop
XKedapoBuk, kako ¥ HHU3a OPYrd JOKYMEHTU AH-
PEKTHO NOBp3aHU co rpboBHuMumMTE. bruaejku curte
rpOOBHHULIM OJ MJIMPCKAaTa XepajuKa ce BO roJe-
Ma Mepa COAPKUHCKU CIMYHHU, MOXKE CO CUTYPHOCT
Jla ce Kake JieKa, BO CYIITHHA, ce paboTH 3a eleH
Wnupcku rpOOBHUK BO MoBeke penakuuu (Anosuh
2008, 216 — 226). Bo xepanmuukara Hayka mpe-
OBJIaJlyBaaT J[Ba CTaBa BO OJJHOC Ha HACTAHOKOT Ha
Wnupckuor rpboBHuk. Cropes €THHOT CTaB, HA
CaMHOT MOYETOK Ha MIIMPCKATa XepajJuKa TOCTO-
e OxmyueBHKeB rpOOBHUK, KOj OMI ipoTorpad 3a
IpyruTe rpOOBHHUIIM, a KOj IeHeC € u3ryoeH. [[pyru-
OT CTaB € JIeKa TaKOB T'POOBHUK HE TIOCTOET.

IIpBuoT ctaB e pazpadorern ox A. Coiosjes,
KOJIITO BEJIM JeKa HeKaae BO TepuoioT ox 1584
no 1594 roamna, a, HajBepojaTHO, okomy 1590 T.,
noH [lenpo OxMydeBHK co3/laBa CBOj TPOOBHUK KO)j
percTaByBa mpororpad ol KOro MmoAolHa Ke Ha-
CTaHaT CUTE APYTH MPENUCH, OJHOCHO IPOOBHHULH
(Solovjev 1954, 131). Cnopen oBoj cTaB, rpOOBHU-
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coat of arms thus became its inversion. In the
second phase, due to uncertain reasons or needs,
the two coats of arms changed their colors again,
with the source becoming inverted and the inverse
coat of arms becoming the source.

On the other hand, causal inversion is a single-
phase process that potentially took place from
the Illyrian armorial to Orbini and from it to
Vitezovic and then to Zhefarovic. In this scenario,
both blazons could have entered Illyrian heraldry
independently and probably from an older
European source. Their subsequent inversion
would again be the result of some uncertain cause
or need. What unites the two possible inversions
is the question of a contextual indicator. It is
closely related to the sources used in the creation
of works from Illyrian heraldry, which in turn is
related to the process of origin and dating.

[llyrian heraldry consists of manuscript
collections with coats of arms—armorials
that appeared on the Dalmatian coast, and in
Italy, Spain, and Austria in the late sixteenth
and early seventeenth centuries (IlamaBectpa
2010, 53). The two Stemmatographias, of Pavle
Ritter Vitezovic and Hristofor Zhefarovic are
traditionally added to this group, as well as a
number of other documents directly related to the
armorials. Since all armorials of Illyrian heraldry
are largely similar in content, it can be said with
certainty that they are essentially one Illyrian
armorial in several editions (Amosuh 2008, 216—
226). Modern heraldic science today is dominated
by two points of view on the origin of the [llyrian
armorial. According to the first point of view, at
the very beginning of Illyrian heraldry there was
an Ohmuchevich’s armorial that was used as a
prototype for other armorials, and which is now
lost. The second point of view is that such an
armorial did not exist.

The first point of view is presented by A.
Solovjev, according to whom sometime between
1584 and 1594, and probably around 1590, Don
Pedro Ohmuchevich created his own armorial,
a sort of protograph, from which all other
transcripts or armorials would later emerge
(Solovjev 1954, 131). According to this point
of view, the Korenich-Neorich armorial® is the
first transcript of the now-lost (or hypothetical)

JYHI + 2020



kot Kopenuk - Heopuk® npercraByBa npB mperuc
Ha JICHEC M3TYOCHUOT XUMOTETHIKH OXMyJICBUKEB
rpooBHUK. OBa e mupoko npudareHa Teza, ocode-
HO 3a uctpaxysaunute o Cpowuja. [Tokpaj Conosjes
Ha TakBO MHCIIee ce u A. [lamaBectpa u C. Pynuk.

Bropuort cras e paspadoren ox Crjenan Kocuk.
Toj amanm3upajku ja coapKWHATa Ha TPOOBHUKOT
Kopenunk - Heopuk o reHeoJiomka TiieHa TouKa
Joara JI0 3aKJIy9OK JIeKa HCTHOT MPETCTaByBa W3-
BOPEH JIOKYMEHT, OJIHOCHO OPWUTHHAIHO JIeJ0 KOoe
ITOJIOITHA Ke MOCITY’KH KaKO YPHEK 32 HACTAaHOKOT Ha
npyru rp6osrumu (Cosi¢ 2015, 12). Kocuk ykaxy-
Ba M Ha TOa JieKa JieJ 0]l IpOOBUTE Ha ceMejcTBaTa
KOM Ce 3acTaleHd BO TPOOBHHUKOT C€ apXEOJIOLIKH
MOCBEZOYEHH U JaTHPaHU Mpe] BpEMETO Ha co3/a-
Bamke Ha IPOOBHUKOT. Bo cBOMTE TeHeoomKN pe-
KOHCTPYKIUH, TO] Jioala U J0 HajBepOjaTHOTO UME
Ha HapavaresjoT Ha rpooBHuMkOT. CTaHyBa 300p 3a
Marteo Jepunuk (+1598), nu3Becen Tproseu u Kare-
TaH Bo mmancka ciyx6a (Cosi¢ 2015, 37 — 61). I'p-
OOBHHKOT € co3najeH Bo JlyopoBHuK niau Bo CiaHo
(Ibid, 127) 3a nmoTpebuTe Ha HETOBOTO CEME)CTBO, a
OJ1 UICTH MO0y | TI0 YTJIeN Ha JIejCTBYBAKHETO HA
noH [Tenpo OxmMydeBHK.

Ona mTO € 3aeHNYKO W 3a J[BaTa CTaBa € JieKa
ce 1o0MBa 3a0KpY)KEH IpOIleC Ha JIETUTUMHU3AINja
Ha JIAKHU TIOBEJIOW M MPETSH3UH CO INTO THE CTa-
HyBaar peJIeBaHTHU W 3a JIPYT'H CEMEjCTBA CO MCTU
Hagexku. OBa € TOTBPIEHO MHOTYKPAaTHO TPEKy
YCIICIITHO 3aBPIICHHUTE MTPOIECH Ha MPU3HABamka Ha
OIaropoJHUYKO MOTEKJIO Ha CeMejcTBa KOM ce 3a-
CTaIrleHH BO TPOOBHHULIUTE 0COOCHO BO paMKHUTE Ha
XabcOypiikaTa MOHapXHja U MmojouHa ABCTPOYH-
rapuja. Cemnak, BO ogHOC Ha Make/i0HH]a, BaKHOC-
Ta Ha WIKPCKATa XepajuKa ce CBEeAyBa Ha CAMHOT
rp0 Ha MakeZoHMja ¥ HEKOJIKYTE BJIJCTEIICKU Ip-
0OBH Ha ceMejcTBa KOM BJIajieesie CO MOroJIeMH HITH
nomaiu aenoBu Makenonuja. OBa, mipes ce, ce ce-
MmejcTBara: MpmaBueBuk, bpankoBuk u Kactpuor®.
Ha oBoj maumn curte ocranartu rpboBu on Mmup-
CKHOT IpOOBHHUK MPAKTHYHO OCTAHYBAAT JaIeKy OJ1
MIOTJIeIOT HAa MaKeJIOHCKaTa XepalInKa.

3a ;ma ce OJrOBOpPHM Ha MpAIIameTo 3a MOYKHATA
WHBEp3Hja Ha JBata rpOa, Tpeda 1a ce mpoydar u3-
BOpHTE KOPHCTEHH 3a CO3/IaBamkeTo Ha MmupckuoT
rpOOBHHK. YIITe BO paHa (haza Ha HCTPaKyBambe-
TO Ha WIHPCKaTa XepalJuka ce 3a0enexano Jexa
HajTOJIEMO BJIHjaHHUE BP3 OBOj TPOOBHUK MMa JeJ0-
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Ohmuchevich’s armorial. This is a widely
accepted thesis, especially from researchers in
Serbia. In addition to A. Solovjev, this view is
shared by A. Palavestra and S. Rudic.

The second point of view was presented by
Stjepan Cosic. Analyzing the content of the
Korenich-Neorich armorial from a genealogical
standpoint, he concludes that it is an original
document, a work that would later serve as a
model for the emergence of other armorials
(Cosié 2015, 12). Cosic also points out that some
of the coats of arms of the families represented
in the armorial are corroborated archaeologically
and date from before the time of the creation of
the armorial. In his genealogical reconstructions,
he comes up with the most probable name of the
client for the armorial—a certain Mateo Jerinic
(+1598), a merchant and captain in Spanish
service (Cosi¢ 2015, 37— 61). The coat of arms
was created in Dubrovnik or Slano (Ibid, 127)
for the needs of his family, and for the same
reasons, inspired by the actions of Don Pedro
Ohmuchevich.

What is common to both points of views is
that the process of legitimizing false charters and
claims is being completed, making them relevant
to other families with the same aspirations. This
has been confirmed many times through the
successfully completed processes of recognition
of the noble origin of the families represented in
the coats of arms, especially within the Habsburg
Monarchy and later Austria-Hungary. However,
in relation to Macedonia, the importance of
[llyrian heraldry comes down to the very coat of
arms of Macedonia and the few coats of arms
of noble families that ruled larger or smaller
parts of Macedonia. These are primarily the
Mrnjavchevich, Brankovich, and Kastriotich
families.* In this way, almost all the other coats
of arms of the Illyrian armorial remain practically
unseen in Macedonian heraldry.

To answer the question of the possible
inversion of the Macedonian and Bulgarian coats
of arms, the sources used to create the Illyrian
armorial should be studied. In an early phase of
research into Illyrian heraldry it was noted that
the greatest influence on the armorial was the
work of Virgil Solis, the 1555 Wappenbiichlein
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to [ pbosnuue (Wappenbiichlein) na Buprun Co-
quc, ox 1555 ropuna (Solovjev 1954, 132). Mmeno,
nBara TPOOBHHMKA WMaarT HWJIEHTUYHA CTPYKTypHA
ocTaBeHOCT Ha penociienot Ha rpoosute (Filipovié
2009, 191). ITokpaj oBaa CIMIHOCT ce 3abemeKyBa
U JTUPEKTHOTO Ipe3eMame IOCJUHEYHU IpOOBH,
kako onne Ha Jlammarmja, XpBatcka, CiaaBoHwHja.
Tyka ce BxiomyBaar u rpoosure Ha [Ipumopje u
Bocna (Ibid 192). Kaj Comuc ce cpekaBa u Tpbd Ha
necriorctBoTo Ha Cpouja (Filipovié, 2009 192), Ho
u Ha Tpoja ox I'punja (Solis 1555, fol.27), xou mo-
JKar Jla ce CMeTaaT 3a OCHOBa 3a rpOoT Ha Hemamuk
BO WJIMpCKaTa xepanauka. Bo rpoosHukor Ha Co-
nuc Hema Tp0 Ha Makenonuja u Ha Byrapuja.

Jpyr u3Bop 3a HIAMPCKUOT TPOOBHUK MPETCTABY-
Ba Kocmoecpaghuja na Cebactujan Munctep. OBa
JIeTI0, KOe TO ONHUIIYBa CBETOT, 3a MPBIAT € UCIeYa-
TeHO BO 1544 ropuna, Bo basein. IlocnenoBareinHo
TOa ke OHJie MHOTYKPaTHO PEU3aBaHO M IpEBere-
HO Ha JIATWHCKHU, (PAHILyCKH, WTAJHMjAHCKU ja3HK.
CososjeB Kocmorpadujara ja cmera 3a M3BOp IpU
co3aBamkeTo Ha Podociosje’ Koe Of CBOja CTpaHa
Bnrjae Bp3 rpooBHUKOT. Cropen ConoBjeB, coc-
TaByBayoT Ha VIMPCKUOT rpOOBHUK CE€ CIIYXKEN €O
HATAIHjaHCKOTO M3maHue o 1575 rogwHa Koe, Mak,
€ M3rOTBEHO BP3 OCHOBA Ha (PPAHILyCKO MIPOLIMPEHO
m3nanne (Solovjev 1954, 101). Bo Kocmoepaghuja-
ma Ha MuHCTep, Make0oHHja ce cpeKkaBa JI0CcTa dec-
To. JlazeH e mupoK nperies Ha AaHTUYKATa MAaKeI0H-
CKa UCTOpHja 0COOCHO Ha BiajeeneTo Ha Duun u
Anekcanaap, HO HeMa MOJIaTOLM 3a MOAOLHEKHATA
ucropuja Ha Makenonuja. M mokpaj BakBaTa LIMpoKa
3aCTareHoCT, HeMa MPHKa3 Wik onuc Ha rp0 Ha Ma-
KeZoHMja WK Ha Anekcanjaap. byrapuja, ucro Taka,
€ OINIIMPHO TPETCTaBeHa, HO HeMa U HEj3HH Ipo.

Anekcannap [lanaBectpa pasriieyBajku TH U3-
BOpPHUTE Ha HMIHUpCKaTa Xepayuka ro odpadoTysa
(dpanmyckuor rpoouuk [llapone (Charolais) on
1425 ronuna, cocraBen oa Kau Jlederp ox Cen
Pemu, xepann Ha nopor Ha @wimn Byproscku.
Toj mocouyBa eka OPUTHHAIOT Ha OBOj TPOOBHUK
€ m3ry0eH W JeKa HeroB mpemuc ox 1656 roamHa
ce ayBa Bo bpucen (ITamasectpa 2010, 105). OBoj
rpOOBHUK COAPKH OTPOMEH Opoj TPOOBH O WITHP-
CKaTa XepaylJuKa, I1a Aypu U OHHE KOW T'M CpeKa-
BaMe caMO TaMy. BakBaTa ycornaceHocT co Hiup-
CKaTa XepaJaMKa coceMa MPaBHIHO I'O HACOUYyBa
[TanaBecTpa Ha 3aKJIy4yOK J€Ka MPEMUIIYBAYOT Ha
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(Solovjev 1954, 132). Namely, both armorials
have the same structural arrangement of the
order of the coats of arms (Filipovi¢ 2009, 191).
In addition to this similarity, there is a direct
takeover of individual coats of arms such as those
of Dalmatia, Croatia, and Slavonia. The coasts of
Primorye and Bosnia also fit in this group (Ibid,
192). In Solis’s work there is also a coat of arms of
the despot of Serbia (Filipovi¢ 2009, 192) but also
of Troy from Greece (Solis 1555, fol. 27) which
may be considered the basis for the coat of arms
of Nemanich family in Illyrian heraldry. Solis’s
armorial Wappenbiichlein does not contain the
coats of arms of Macedonia and Bulgaria.

Another source for the Illyrian armorial
was Sebastian Munster’s Cosmography. This
work, which describes the world, was first
printed in 1544 in Basel. It would subsequently
be republished many times and translated into
Latin, French, and Italian. Solovjev considers
Cosmography as a source in the creation of
the Rodoslovlje’ which in turn influenced the
armorial. According to Solovjev, the compiler
of the Illyrian armorial used in the 1575 Italian
edition of the Cosmography, which was based on
an extended French edition (Solovjev 1954, 101).
In Munster’s Cosmography Macedonia is found
quite often. An overview of ancient Macedonian
history is given, especially of the reigns of Philip
and Alexander, but there is no data on the later
history of Macedonia. Despite this widespread
representation, there is no display or description
on the coat of arms of Macedonia or Alexander.
Bulgaria is also widely represented, but it too
has no coat of arms.

Alexander Palavestra, looking at the sources
of Illyrian heraldry, deals with the French coat
of arms of Charolais from 1425, which was
composed by Jean Lefebvre of Saint-Remy, a
herald in the court of Philip Duke of Burgundy.
He points out that the original of this coat of
arms has been lost and that its transcript from
1656 is held in Brussels (ITamaBectpa 2010,
105). This armorial contains a huge number of
coats of arms from Illyrian heraldry, and even
those we find only there. This convergence with
Illyrian heraldry rightly led Palavestra to the
conclusion that the 17th-century transcriber of
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rp6oBHUKOT [llapone Bo XVII Bek ro 30oratui oBoj
XepalIndKu 300pHUK U O IPOOBH KOM T IIpenpTal
o/ Hekoj mimpeku rpoosruk (Ibid, 106). Baxknocta
Ha 0Boj TpOOBHUK, criopen [lamaBectpa, e 1 Bo Toa
IITO TOj jaCHO TMOKaXKyBa JeKa KaKo INTO TPOOBH
OJl WIINPCKaTa XepaiIuKa MOXKeJe 1a IPEMHHAT BO
3aI1aIHOEBPOIICKATa, TaKa MOXE []a C€ CMeTa JieKa
Ha COCTaBYBAadOT Ha MIIMPCKUOT TPOOBHUK My Omire
JOCTAITHU U HEKOM 3a HAC HEMO3HATH CPEIHOBEKOB-
Hu eBporncku rpooBuunm (IlamaBectpa 2000, 267
— 268). Ha BakBo mucnewme ¢ u Byjagun Banu-
IIEBUK KOj ynaTyBa Ha OpOjHU CIIMYHOCTH MEr'y Xe-
PAAMYKUTE O3HAKM HA CPETHOBEKOBHOTO CPIICKO
OnmaropoJHUIITBO, HO M rpOoBuTe o Llupuiknor
rpoosuuk oJ1 1340 ronuna (MBanumesuh 2004, 213
—234). [IpeTxonHUTE HABOAM OCTaBaaT MPOCTOp 32
MPETHOCTaBKa JIeKa U 3eMCKUTe rpOoBU Ha Make0-
Huja u byrapuja on rpooBankor Kopennk—Heopuk
Ou MoOJKelIe Jia OTEKHYBaaT 0]l HeKOU MOCTapH eB-
POTICKH paKOMMUCHU TPOOBHUITN KOU OWJIE TOCTAITHU
Ha MMOTEHIMjaJTHUOT aBTOP Ha IPOOBHUKOT.

Tpeba ma Hanmomeneme nexa MBan BojHukos, wc-
TpaxxyBad ox1 byrapuja, utupajku ro I'yaan, kako oc-
HOBEH H3BOP IIPU CO3/1aBamkeTO Ha Mnupckuot rpoos-
HUK TO HaBemyBa W rpOoBHUKOT Ha Maptun Ilpor,
m3maneH Bo Mumxen, Bo 1580 r. (Boitaukos, 2011,
Goodall 1995, 266). OBa nerno, cekako, MOXKe J1a OHIT0
JIOCTAITHO Ha cO3/1aBavoT Ha MMpcKroT rpOoOBHHUK.

Bo onnoc Ha MOKHHMTE HOTEKJIa Ha 3€MCKHTE
rpooBu Ha Makenonuja u byrapuja Bo ocHOBa ce
W3JBOjyBaaT J1Ba CTaBa: MPBHOT € JieKa rpOOBUTE
UMaar 3aelHUYHU U3BOP 3a 00pasell, a BTOPHOT JeKa
rpOOBUTE MMaaT JBa MOCEOHM M3BOpaA HA OJIA30HU-
te. Te3zata 3a 3aeAHUYKH MOCTAp €BPOICKH H3BOP
€ HaIMPOKOo obOpaszioxena oy MBan BojHukoB BoO
CTaTHja HACJIOBeHa Kako Maxedonuja nu3 noeie-
oom ua xepanduxama. Bo Hea TOj nuIIyBa JeKa
MOJKHaTa MHBEp3Uja Ha OOUTE € BTEMEIIeHa BO CO3-
JIaBamETO Ha JiBaTa rpda, OJHOCHO € npBuyHa. [1pa-
M3BOp 3a aBata rpba BojrmkoB 6apa BO TpOOT Ha
Brnamka (Boiinukos, 2011) on BekecrmioMeHATOTO
neno Ha Maptua pot. OBa, BoeqHO, MOXKE /1a ce
CMeTa 3a eIWHCTBEHA MMPUIHMHA 3apaan koja Bojau-
KOB T'0 pasrienyBa OBOj TPOOBHUK Kako M3BOp 3a
Wnupcknot rpdoBHUK. MeryToa, TocToH MpooieM.
Nwmeno, cammor BojHukoB 3a0enexyBa Jeka Kaj
HIpot, nokpaj rpboBUTE Ha APYTH CEAYM HUIMPCKH
3eMjH, ce cpekaBa u rp0 Ha byrapuja (BoitHUKOB,
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the Charolais enriched this heraldic collection
with coats of arms that he had redrawn from an
[llyrian armorial (Ibid, 106). The importance of
this armorial, according to Palavestra, is that it
clearly shows that just as coats of arms from
Illyrian heraldry could be transferred to Western
Europe, so it can be considered that some of the
medieval European armorials, unknown to us,
were available to the compiler of the Illyrian
armorial (ITamaBectpa 2000, 267— 268). This
opinion is shared by Vujadin Ivanisevic, who
points to numerous similarities between the
heraldic insignias of medieval Serbian nobility
and the coats of arms of the Zurich roll of 1340
(MBanmmesuh 2004, 213-234). The previous
assertions suggest that the coats of arms of
Macedonia and Bulgaria from the Korenich-
Neorich armorial could have originated from
some older European manuscripts that were
available to the armorial’s author.

It should be noted that Ivan Voynikov, a
researcher from Bulgaria quoting Goodall,
points to Martin Schrot’s armorial, published
in Munich in 1580, as the main source for the
creation of the Illyrian armorial (Boitakos 2011,
Goodall 1195, 266). This work, of course, could
have been available to the creator of the Illyrian
armorial.

Regarding the possible origins of the land
coats of arms of Macedonia and Bulgaria, two
points of view stand out: the first is that the
coats of arms have a common source for the
blazon, and the second is that coats of arms
have two separate sources of blazons. The thesis
of a common older European source is widely
explained by Ivan Voynikov in an article entitled
Macedonia through the view of heraldry. In it he
writes that the possible inversion of the colors of
the arms is laid in the creation of both coats of
arms, i.e., it is initial. Voynikov is looking for
a source for both the coats of arms in the coat
of arms of Wallachia (Botiaukos, 2011) in the
work of Martin Schrot. This is likely the only
reason why Voynikov considers this armorial
as a source for the Illyrian armorial. However,
there is a problem. Namely, Voynikov himself
notes that in addition to the coats of arms of
seven other Illyrian countries, the coat of arms
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2011), HO TO] BO OBOj M3BOP € UIEHTUYEH CO IPOOT
Ha bocha on Mnupckuor rp6osauk. Cocema oue-
KyBaHO, Ha co37aBadoT Ha Mimpcknor rpOOBHHK
O0u My ce HaMeTHasa moTpeda Jga To MpoMeHu Oy-
rapckuot rp6. Jomomautenno, kaj lllpot u rpdot
Ha bocHa He e ucT co oHOj ox MmupckuoTr rpOoB-
HHK TyKy co oHoj Ha [Ipumopje. Kaj [lIpot mocToun
u Tp6 Ha CpOHja BO BHUI Ha MPOCTpEIaHa BEMpoBa
rinaBa. OBoj 651a30H € [MO3HAT ¥ 'O MMa BO CTEMaToO-
rpaduunte Ha ButezoBuk u KedapoBuk kako rp6 Ha
Tpubamuja (Vitezovi¢ 1701, 52; XKedaposuk 1741,
78), HO ce YMHHU W OBOj OJa30H HE HAIIOJ MECTO
Bo Unupckuor rpboBHUK. Mopa aa ce Kaxe Jexa
rp6 Ha xepuoroT ox Bnamka nma u kaj Conuc (ci.
3) (Solis 1555, fol.28). OTTyKka ce mocraByBa mpa-
LIalETO 301ITO CO3/AaBa40T Ha MIMPCKUOT rpOOB-
HUK OM M3BPLIMJI TOJKY TOJIEMU WHTEPBEHLUH BO
CBOjOT OCHOBEH H3BOpP?!

I'pboT Ha Bnamka Bo rpooBHukot Ha LlpoT e
CO CIIETHUOT OJ1a30H: CpeOPEHO, IIPBEH JIAB KPYHHU-
can 31aTHO (Schrot 1580, 19). bmasonotr Ha xep-
morot Ha Bmamka kaj Comuc e: 37aTHO, IPH JIaB
KpyHHCaH 3J1aTHO Boopy»kaH npBeHo (Solis 1555,
fol.28). BropnoB 01a30H ¢ HABUCTHHA PETATHBHO
O0ym30k 10 Oyrapckuot rpd ox MimpckuoTt rpOoB-
HUK UMajKH TO MpenBU] OOCHETO Ha IITUTOT IMpe.
c¢. JlomomHurenHo 3a GimcKocTa M JOHEKale HcC-
IperuieTeHocTa Mer'y rpooBUTE Ha OBHE JABE 3EMjH
CBEJIOYH U OIHUCOT JaJieH BO cTemMarorpaduure Ha
BuresoBuk u Xedaposuk (Vitezovic 1701, 63;
XKedaposuk 1741, 90). Mopa
Jla ce HalOMEHE JieKa OBa He

€ EJMHCTBEH BaKOB CIIy4aj. T "'WACHI,

E- TE

[loBropHO BoOjHUKOB HH CO-
ONIUTYBA 34 TAKBU IIPUMEpPU

BO cBoeTo jeno Mcmopuja Ha
byeapckume OpacasHu cumobo-
au (BoitaukoB 2017, 55). Oga,
mpen ce, € BO KOHTEKCT Ha Bro-
poTo Oyrapcko mapcTBo. Bo
HUCTOTO Aeno BojHukoB ro pe-
BHJIpPA CBOJjOT TMPBHYECH CTaB
BO OJIHOC Ha [IOTCKJIOTO HA Ma- ¢y
KEJIOHCKHOT U OyrapckuoT Tpod
u n3HecyBa HOB. Cera aBTOpPOT
ro Hynu TpooT Ha byrapuja ox nenoto Parentalia
Divo Ferdinando Caesari Augusto ... ox 1566 roau-
Ha, KaKO U3BOP 3a 36MCKUTE IPOOBH Ha JIBETE 3EMjH
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of Bulgaria (Boiinukos, 2011) is also found in the
Schrot armorial, but in this source it is identical
with the coat of arms of Bosnia from the Illyrian
armorial. Quite expectedly, the creator of the
Illyrian armorial would have needed to change the
Bulgarian coat of arms. Additionally, in Schrot’s
armorial the Bosnian coat of arms is not the same as
in the Illyrian armorial, but as in that of Primorye.
There is also the coat of arms of Serbia in the form
of a wounded boar’s head. This blazon is well
known and is found in the Stemmatographias of
both Vitezovic and Zhefaroivc as the coat of arms
of Tribalia (Vitezovi¢ 1701, 52; XKedaposuk 1741,
78), but it seems that this blazon too did not find
a place in the Illyrian armorial. It must be said
that Solis also has the coat of arms of the Herzog
of Wallachia (fig. 3) (Solis 1555, fol.28). Hence
the question arises: why would the creator of the
[llyrian armorial make such large interventions in
his basic source?

The coat of arms of Wallachia in Schrot’s
armorial has the following blazon: Argent, a Lion
Gules crowned Or (Schrot 1580, 19). The blazon
of the Herzog of Wallachia in Solis’s work is: Or
a Lion Sable armed of the first, crowned Gules
(Solis 1555, fol.28). The second blazon is indeed
relatively close to the Bulgarian coat of arms of
the Illyrian armorial, given the tincture of the
shield above all else. Additionally, the similarity
between the coats of arms of these two countries

is evidenced by the description given in the
Stemmatographias of both Vitezovic and
Zhefarovic (Vitezovi¢ 1701, 63; Xedapo-
Buk 1741, 90). It must be noted that this is
not the only case. Again, Voynikov tells us
about such examples in his work History of
the Bulgarian State Symbols (BoiiHUKOB
2017, 55). This is primarily in the context of
the Second Bulgarian Empire. In the same
work, Voynikov revises his initial position
regarding the origin of the Macedonian and
Bulgarian coats of arms and presents a new
one. The author now offers the coat of arms
of Bulgaria from the work Parentalia Divo
Ferdinando Caesari Augusto ... from 1566 as
a source for the land coats of arms of the both
countries (Botiaukos 2017, 174). The blazon of
the coat of arms in this work is: Argent, a Lion
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(Boitaukos 2017, 174). biazoHoT Ha rpOOT BO OBa
JieNo e: cpedpeHo, CuH KpyHucas jaB. OBa, CEKako,
€ BO3MOJKHO OapeM IITO ce OJJHeCYyBa 10 OyrapcKHOT
rp0 0COOEHO IITO OBJE TOYHO CTOM JeKa ce paboTu
3a rp06 Ha byrapuja. On npyra cTpana, mak, 6;J1a30HOT
3a Bmamka Ha Conmc mMa mmoTpeda o moMail Ko-
PEKIINH 3a Ja ce M0jlIe A0 WIMpCKaTa BapHjaHTa Ha
Oyrapckuot 3emcku rpbd. Bo cexoj ciydaj, Mmoxkeme
CO M3BECHA J103a Pe3ePBUPAHOCT Jia pHrdaTnme exa
0Ba, MOXeOH, Ce BepOjaTHUTE N3BOPH 32 OyrapCKUOT
3€MCKH 0.

Ho, mTo e co makemoHckuor?! MakeqoOHCKHOT
3eMcku Tp0 Bo MnnpckuoT rpOOBHUK To 3a3eMa Ho-
YEeCHOTO MPBO Xepajandko mecto. [Tockopo Tpeba
Jla ce OYeKyBa JieKa OBOj rp0O Ou OmiI M3BOPHHK 3a
HEKOj ApyT, a He oOpaTHO. Koja e norukarta Ha mo-
YeCHO MPBO MECTO Ja ce CTaBH Ipd A0OMEH KaKo ce-
KyHJIapeH NPOM3BOJ OJf HHBEp3Hja Ha Ipd KOj HeMa
HUKaKOB OJIHOC CO HApaTHBOT Ha JIEJIOTO M HeMma
HUKaKOB OJTHOC KOH CeMejHaTaTa UCTOpHja Ha Hapa-
4aTeNnoT WK co3/1aBadoT? BTopHoT craB ce Temenu
Ha (akToT JeKa BO BPEMETO Ha HACTAHYBamhETO Ha
Wnupcknot rpboBHIK MakegoHHja e T03HaTa 1 9ec-
TO CpekaBaHa BO €BpoOIICKaTa jJuTeparypa (MaTkoB-
cku 1970, 54) u xapTorpaduja, BO ©3BeCHa CMHCTIA,
CeKako, movecto oj byrapuja, a BepojaTHO U Apy-
rute OamkaHCKu 3eMju. Taka, Kora e BO Ipaliame
Makxenonuja Bo Mnupckuot rpOoBHEK, Tpeba /1a ce
MOCOYAaT HEKOJIKY paboTH.

Ha mpBo mecto, cekako, e neka MakenoHwuja,
OJHOCHO BJIZICCH-ETO Ha U CO MAKEJOHCKA 3eMja Ha
nereniapHAOT mpenok Xpemja Oxmyuesnk (Cosié
2015, 129), ro mpercTaByBa HajcTapuOT UCTOPUCKU
CJI0j, OAHOCHO HajTad0KOTO TEHEOJOMIKO IpPo-
Jpame MPeKy Koe CO3/1aBadyoT Ha IPOOBHUKOT ce
TPYyAW Ja Aaje JISTHTUMHUTET Ha HapadaTejoT Ha
uctrot. OBa € BaKHO Kako 3a ceMejcTBOTo Oxmy-
yeBUK—I prypuk, taka u 3a Kopennk—Heopuk—Jepe-
HuK. BTopo, BO HIupckuoT rpOoBHUK Makenonuja
€ MPUCYTHA 3apajii HACTAHU M JIMYHOCTH O]l HEj3U-
HaTa CpeJIHOBEKOBHA HcTopHja. Kako cBemomTBo 3a
TOA, CEKAKO, CE M IPUCYCTBATA HAa TMHACTUYKHUTE IP-
0oBu Ha MpmaBueBuK, bpankoBuk m KactpuoTuk.
OBa e o1 0cobeHO 3HaYeme OHJIejKH TIOCTaByBajKU
ja MaxkenoHWja BO WJIMPCKH, OZHOCHO CIIOBEHCKH
KOHTEKCT CO3aBavy0T HH MOKaXyBa JeKa I0100po
ja mo3HaBa peanHocta Ha JyxxHnot bankan ox mo-
Oap /e CBOM 3aIaJJHOCBPOIICKH COBpeMEHHIN. Bo
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Azure crowned of the second. This is certainly
possible, at least as far as the Bulgarian coat
of arms is concerned, especially because it refers
exactly to the coat of arms of Bulgaria. On the
other hand, the Wallachian blazon of Solis needs
minor adjustments to reach the Illyrian variant of
the Bulgarian land coat of arms. In any case, we
can accept with a certain amount of reservation that
these may be the probable sources for the Bulgarian
coat of arms.

But what about the Macedonian one? The
Macedonian coat of arms in the Illyrian armorial
occupies the honorable first heraldic place. It should
thus be expected that this coat of arms would be
the source of some other arms, not the other way
around. There is no reasonable explanation for
putting in the first place of honor a coat of arms
obtained as a secondary product from an inversion
of a coat of arms that has nothing to do with the
narrative of the work and has nothing to do with
the family history of the client or creator of the
armorial. The second point of view is based on the
fact that at the time of the emergence of the Illyrian
armorial, Macedonia was known and often found
in European literature (MartkoBcku 1970, 54) and
cartography, in a sense certainly more often than
Bulgaria, and probably the other Balkan countries.
Thus, when it comes to Macedonia in the Illyrian
armorial, several things should be pointed out.

In the first place, of course, Macedonia, that
is the territory of the legendary ancestor Hrelja
Ohmuchevich (Cosi¢ 2015, 129), represents the
oldest historical layer, respectively the deepest
genealogical penetration through which the
creator of the armorial tries to give legitimacy to
its client. This is important for the Ohmuchevich-
Grgurich family as well as for the Korenich-
Neorich-Jerenich family. Secondly, in the I[llyrian
armorial, Macedonia is present due to events
and personalities from its medieval history.
Evidence of this is, of course, the presence of
the dynastic coats of arms of the Mrnjavchevich,
Brankovich, and Kastriotich. This is of particular
importance because by placing Macedonia in
an lllyrian or Slavic context, the creator shows
us that he has better familiarity with the reality
of the southern Balkans than a good part of
his Western European contemporaries. In that
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Taa CMHUCJIa HE Ce COCeMa M3JApKaHW CTaBOBUTE
JieKa mpucycTBoto Ha Makenonuja Bo Mnupcku-
0T TpOOBHUK MMa OCHOBHO XYMaHHCTHYKH OJ[pa3
(Pymuh 2006, 47 51). Bo Hajroiem mem o €BpoOII-
CKHUTE JleJ1a 0l Toa BpeMe MakeoH’ja HaBUCTHHA
€ 3acTalieHa caMo CO CBOjaTa aHTHYKA HCTOpHja U
PETKO KOj aBTOp IOCOYYBa HELITO 3a COBpEMEHATa
3emja. Ho, on apyra ctpana, BO €BpOIICKUTE Jeja
reorpa)cKOTO TO3ULMOHUpame Ha MakenoHuja
€ MHOTY TOYHO omnpezesieHo. Taka, Ha mpuMep, Ha
kapture Bo Kocmorpadujata Ha MuHCTEp TOYHO
ce riena Jeka rpaHunuTe Ha MakeoHuja ce: Ha
jyr Erejcko Mope, Ha 3anan [Tuaacko—Illapckuor
Macus, Ha ceBep Lllapa onuiana kako Scardus. Bu-
JUTUBH ce U MUKpoHUMuTe Akcuyc (Bapnap), Anu-
akmoH (buctpuna), Conyn n Atoc (Miinster 1544,
91). BojuukoB 0OpHyBajku BHUMaHHE Ha (haJIINBH-
Te noBenou Ha [legpo OxMyueBHK BO KOH € CIIOMe-
Hata MakesjoHHja mocovyBa geka Bo XIV Bek, oj-
HOCHO BPEMETO 0] KO€ OBHE U3MUCIIEHHU JOKYMEHTH
HAaBOJIHO ITIOTEKHYBaaT, MaKpOHHUMOT MakenoHuja
HE ce ofjHecyBa Ha pernoHoT okoiy Koctyp (Boi-
HUKOB, 2011). Jlexa moBenbuTe ce M3MHUCICHHU € He-
criopHo. MeryToa aeka Bo monMameTo Ha X1V Bek,
Koctyp HEe € Bo Makenonnja ¢ HeTO9HO. J[oBOITHO
€ J1a ce I0COYM BU3aHTUCKUOT XpoHnuap Hukudop
I'puropa 1 HEroBOTO MUILYBaE 32 J]a CE BUIHU JIEKa
U MIOKPaj CO3JaBamk-eTO BU3AaHTHCKA TeMa ,,Makeno-
Huja Bo Tpakmja“, cerak, UMETO Ha TEPUTOPHjaTa Ha
ncropucka Makenonuja ce oapxkaino. Taka ['puropa
HU coomnutyBa 3a Koctyp, [Ipecna, IIpunen, Benec
n ConyH Kako IpaJoBW/TBPIMHM BO MakenoHuja
(Aranacoscku 2000, 65, Gregorae [ 1829, 48). Cé na
c¢, MOCTOjaT JOBOJHO OCHOBH Ja ce Mpudaru aeka
1 MaKeJOHCKHUOT 3eMCKH Tpd Bo nupckuot rpOoB-
HUK MMa CBOj moctap eBporcku u3Bop (Hauescku
2016, 12 — 19), kako peMHUHHUCLICHIIja Ha AJIeKCaH-
nap Makemorcku (Cosi¢ 2015, 129).

Bo 0Boj ciyuaj noreHnujanHaTa WHBEp3uja Ha
rpOoBUTE MOXe Jia ouje camo exHodasHa, oHOC-
HO mpuunHCKa. OHa MTO € 0COOEHO Ba)KHO J1a ce
Harjacu € JeKa eIMHCTBEHHOT 3acera I03HaT, a,
BOEIHO, W HAjCTAPUOT 3alaJHOEBPOIICKH H3BOP
BO KOj ce cpekaBaar Oija3oHHMTe Ha MaxkemoHHja
n byrapuja, mpakTH4YHO HMIEHTHYHH KakKO OHHE
on Unmpcknot rpOoBHUK e aenoto 3a Osxakume
Ha [Iynmno Yesape Kamauo®. OBa eBporicko aeno
€ M3Ja/eHO TpeJ]l HaCcTaHyBameTo Ha Mmupckuor
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sense, the views that the presence of Macedonia
in the Illyrian armorial has a basic humanistic
reflection are not completely sustained (Pymuh
2006, 47 51). In most of the European works of
that time, Macedonia is really represented only
by its ancient history and hardly any author
points out anything about the modern land.
But on the other hand, in European works, the
geographical positioning of Macedonia is very
precisely determined. For example, the maps in
Munster’s Cosmography show that Macedonia’s
borders are: the Aegean Sea to the south, the
Pindos-Scardus mountain chain to the west,
and Scardus to the north. The micronyms Axius
(Vardar), Aliakmon (Bistrica), Thessaloniki,
and Athos are also visible (Miinster 1544, 91).
Paying attention to the false charters of Pedro
Ohmuchevich in which Macedonia is mentioned,
Voynikov points out that in the 14th century (the
time when these fictitious documents allegedly
originated) the macronym Macedonia did not
refer to the region around Castoria (BoiiHuKOB,
2011). It is indisputable that the charters were
invented. However, the notion that Castoria
was not in Macedonia in the 14th century is
incorrect. It is enough to point out the Byzantine
chronicler Nicephorus Gregora and his writing
to see that despite the creation of the Byzantine
theme “Macedonia in Thrace”, the name of
the territory of historical Macedonia was
maintained. Thus, Gregora describes Castoria,
Prespa, Prilep, Veles, and Thessaloniki as cities/
fortresses in Macedonia (Atanacocku 2000,
65, Gregorae 1 1829, 48). All in all, there are
sufficient grounds to accept that the Macedonian
coat of arms in the Illyrian armorial has its own
older European source (Nacevski 2016, 12—-19)
recalling Alexander the Great (Cosi¢ 2015, 129).

In this case, the potential inversion of the
arms can only be single-phase or causal. What
is especially important to emphasize is that the
only known and oldest Western European source
in which the coats of arms of Macedonia and
Bulgaria are found, practically identical to those
of'the Illyrian armorial, is the work Delle Imprese
by Giulio Cesare Capaccio.® This European
work was published before the emergence of the
Illyrian armorial (more precisely, the Korenich-
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rpOOBHUK WM TIOTOYHO rpOoBHUKOT Kopenuk - He-
opuk. Heroara BayKHOCT € ¥ BO TOa IITO TTOBTOPHO
ja oTBOpa paciipaBaTa 3a H3BOPHTE Ha CO3/1aBaY0T HA
WimapcknoT rpOoBHUK, OJIHOCHO 32 HEroBaTa u3padot-
Ka. JIoTOJKy TOBeKe IITO CO CUTYPHOCT 3HaeMe JieKa
OxmyueBuk u Karmado ce mo3naBae. 3a oBa CBEI0UIH
1 caMoTO Jieno Ha Kamado Bo koe Ha HETOBHOT IoYe-
TOK TOj HH COONIITYBa 3a OopbOata Ha [lerap lBespa
OXMy4eBHK Jla TO JOKaKe CBOETO TIOTEKJIO O] CJaB-
Hara juHactHja. VimMeHo, Bo eneH macyc Kamavo Hu
rocovyBa Jieka HemamuknTe ce TUTyIUpale co uMme-
To Credan kako 1ezapure Bo Pum, Xeponorure kaj
Espenre u [Ironomente Bo Ermmer (Capaccio 1592,
10). BakBa peuenunia uma u Bo Podociogjemo u xaj
Maspo OpOuHH K0j, TTaK, COOIMIITYBA JeKa ja Mmpe3e
o1 komeHTtapute Ha LloBanu ['o0enmH Ha Memoapu-
te Ha manara [1uj 11 (Pyauh 2006, 45, Orbini 1601,
369). OBue meMoapu ce uzganeHu Bo Pum, Bo 1584
roauHa, u CoJoBjeB Ke ' NICKOPUCTH 32 JIATUPahe Ha
HacTaHOKOT Ha Poyocnosjero. [amara [Tuj I Ha oBaa
TeMa MUIITyBa U BO cBojaTa Mcmopuja na Eepona, of
1490 ronuna (Pymuh 2006, 279). Kinemen CenoBcku
3abenexyBa aeka Kamado u [lenpo OxmydeBuk ce Bo
MMCMeHa KopecroaeHIja ymre ox 1582 romuaa (Ce-
noBckn 2016, 4 — 15) mogaTok HajaeH BO 1e10TO ,, ) KH-
BoTOT Ha TopkBaTo Taco* (Serassi 1785, 545). Om oBa
MOXe Jla ce Kake Jieka Kamado mnmm ydecTByBai BO
WIejHOTO 00pasyBame Ha PomocioBjero mimm iexa Oui
3aro3Har co UCTOTO.

Bo nmenoro na Kamauo ce cpekaBa u 0i1a30H
Ha cimiero’ Ha Hemamuku koj Bo Mmupckuor rp-
OOBHHK ce cpekaBa Kako 4ieHKa Ha rpootr Ha He-
Mamukh. brazonot kaj Kanavo e: upH naB co Tpu
cpebpenu nojaca co kormje (Capaccio 1592, 11 10).
Bo Unupckuot rpOoBHUK 0JIa30HOT Ha YeIEeHKaTa
¢: IPBEH JIaB CO TPHU CpeOpEeHU Iojaca CO 3JaTHO
xomje (Cosi¢ 2015, 211). Opa Hé HaBpaka Ha Teo-
pujara Ha CoJoBjeB Jieka OCTON u3ryoen Oxmyde-
BHKEB TPOOBHUK KOj OMJI KOHEYHO M3TOTBEH OKOIIY
1590 romuna. Bo t0j cimydaj Tpeba ma ja mpuda-
TUME MOKHOCcTa Kamado J1a ce mociayXui co OBOj
M3TyOCeH TPOOBHUK WJIM CO IPYTUTE TOKYMEHTH Ha
OXMHUYEBUK KaKO M3BOPH 3a CBOETO Ze0. AKO ce
¥“Ma TIpeBH] TOJMHATAa Ha TI0COYeHATa TpPEenucKa
Mery nBajmarta, oBa € MoxHO. OBJe, Tpeba ma ce
“Ma TpeBU JIeka BO BPEMETO 3a Koe 300pyBamMe
OWmJI0 CBOjCTBEHO Jefia Jia ce IedaTtaT U JeceTHHa
TOJIMHH TTO/IOITHA OTKAKO Ke OWaT HAITMIIaH! KaKo
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Neorich armorial). Its importance is also in the
fact that it reopens the debate about the sources
of the creator of the Illyrian armorial, respectively
its creation...especially since we know for sure
that Ohmuchevich and Capaccio knew each
other. This is evidenced in Capaccio’s work
himself—at the beginning he informs us about the
struggle of Petar [velya Ohmuchevich to prove his
origin from the famous dynasty. Namely, in one
paragraph Capaccio points out that the Nemanichs
were titled Stephen as the Caesars in Rome, the
Herodotus among the Jews, and the Ptolemy in
Egypt (Capaccio 1592, 10). There is a similar
sentence in the Rodoslovije and in Mavro Orbini,
who states that he took it from the comments of
Giovanni Gobelin on the memoirs of Pope Pius
II (Pymuh 2006, 45, Orbini 1601, 369). These
memoirs were published in Rome in 1584 and
Solovyev would use them to date the origin of the
Rodoslovlje. Pope Pius II also wrote on this subject
in his History of Europe from 1490 (Pynuh 2006,
279). Klemen Selovski notes that Capaccio and
Pedro Ohmuchevich had corresponded since 1582
(Cemoscku 2016, 4-15), as found in the work The
Life of Torquato Tasso (Serassi 1785, 545). From
this it can be said that Capaccio either participated
in the ideological formation of the Rodoslovije or
was acquainted with it.

In Capaccio’s work,
Nemanich cimiero’ is also found, which in the
[llyrian armorial appears as a crest on the arms
of Nemanich. Capaccio’s blazon is: a Lion Sable
with three bars Argent with a spear (Capaccio
1592, 11 10). In the Illyrian armorial, the blazon
of the crest is: a Lion Gules with three bars
Argent with a spear Or (Cosi¢ 2015, 211). This
brings us back to Soloviev’s theory that there is a
lost Ohmuchevich armorial that was finally made
around 1590. In that case, we should accept the
possibility that Capaccio used this lost armorial
or other documents by Ohmuchevich as a sources
for his work. If we take into account the year of
the indicated correspondence between the two,
this is possible. Here, it should be borne in mind
that at that time it was common to print works
ten years after they were written, as well as the
need for Ohmuchevich to create a document
that would be grounded on a verifiable basis,

a blazon of the
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u notpedara Ha OXMyUYeBUK J1a CO3/1a/Ie IOKYMEHT
KOj ke OuJic BTeMeJICH Ha MPOBEPJIMBa OCHOBA IITO
3HauH Jieka 1 OXMy4eBHK O MOKeEII Jia OuJie 3armo3-
HaT co pakonucotr Ha Kamnado mpen HeroBoto odu-
[HAjaTHo TIevaTeme. JJokoKy, mak, OXMy4eBUKEBH-
OT TpOOBHUK, Celak, MMOCTOEN, TOTAll CO OTPOMHA
CUTYPHOCT MOYXE J1a C€ Kake JIeka BO HETOBOTO CO3-
naBame ydecTByBas Kamado wim, mak, Apyru Hea-
TTOJICKA WHTEIIEKTYaJIH.

W3BOp 32 MakeTOHCKUOT 3eMCKH TpO MOXKe Ja ce
Oapa Bo TpOOT Ha cemejcTBOTO Mauenonno on He-
anonn. Criopes ceMejHUTE MpeJaHnja Ha CEMEjCTBO-
TO, HUBHOTO MOTEKJIO € Of AMHacTHjaTta Ha Apre-
aaure, onHocHo ®unmn I npexy HeroBaTa kepka
Tecanonnka, HO M CO MakKeJOHCKaTa IUHACTH]ja
Bo Buzantuja (Boiinukos, 2011). 3a mpsmoar ce-
MejcTBO MadelloHHO BO H3BOPHUTE C€ CIIOMEHYBa
Bo 1268 romuua. Bo UCTOpPCKMOT pa3Boj Ha ce-
MEjCTBOTO Ke ce oopMaT JIBe TPaHKH cO JiBa Tpoda.
ITocTapara rpaHka Ha MapKHU3UTE O]
Onuero Hocat rpd co Oa30H: Bep-
BEpUYKa, CHHO W CPEOpPEHO, 3J1aTCH
naB (ci. 4) (Petra Sancta 1638, 312).
I'pankata Ha BojBOAMTE O Kamropa
HOCH TpO co O;a3oH: BepBEpPHUYKA,
CUHO M CpeOpeHo, Ha 3JIaTeH IMpeBe3
LpBeH J1aB BO of (ci. 5) Bepsepuu-
Kara BO 0JIa30HUTE Ha OBHE TPOOBU
JIOHEKaJie TOTCeTyBa Ha TPOOT Ha
Maxkenonuja o MuiaTeHOepIIKHOT
IrpOOBHHUK Kajie 0JIa30HOT Ha MITUTOT
€: BepBEpUUKa, IIPBEHO U CpPeOpeHoO,
Ha CHH I0jac TPU 3JaTHU MOJyMe-
ceunnu (Jonoscku 2015, 152). EBuneHTHO € neka
0JIa30HOT Ha MocTapaTa rpaHka € 0JIM30K JI0 TpOOT
Ha MakeoHHja 0] KIMPCKUOT rpOoBHUK. OBa € 01
OTPOMHO 3HA4YeHE 3a MOTEKJIOTO Ha MaKEJOHCKH-
OT 3€MCKH I'p0, IpeJ ce, 3alTo e 0J] CEMEJHUTE
rp6oBu Bo Minpcknot rpOOBHUK ce eBUICHTUPAHO
pe3eMeHH, a IpyT Jell U3pad0TeHH 10 TIpUMep Ha
rpOOBH OJT TOTANIHATA UTATHjaHCKa Xepananka (Py-
nuh 2006, 55). 3a oBa cBegouaT rpboBuTe Ha ba-
muk, BonHnosuk, JleckojeBuk u, BepojaTHO, APYTH.

bunejkn m nBara cTaBa 3a MOTEKJIOTO Ha Make-
JIOHCKHOT W Ha OYrapCKHOT 3eMCKH rp0d He ce KO-
HEYHH, ITOCTOW MOYKHOCT 3a TPET: J[Ba Pa3IMuHU U3-
BOpa CO PeJaTHBHO CIIMYEH OJIa30H Ja pe3yiTHpaie
CO CUMILTU(UINPAEHE U HHBEP3UBHO 0OCHH-E HA J[Ba-
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which means that Ohmuchevich could have been
familiar with Capaccio’s manuscript before its
official publication. If, however, Ohmuchevich’s
armorial still existed, then it can be said with
great certainty that Capaccio or other Neapolitan
intellectuals took part in its creation.

A source for the Macedonian land coat of arms
can be found in the coat of arms of the Macedonio
family from Naples. According to family tradition,
it originated in the dynasty of the Argeads or
Philip II through his daughter Thessalonica, but
also in the Macedonian dynasty in Byzantium
(Botiaukos, 2011). The Macedonio family was
first mentioned in sources in 1268. In the historical
development of the family, two branches with two
coats of arms formed. The older branch of the
marquise of Oliveto carries a coat of arms with a
blazon: Vair, Azure and Argent, a Lion Or (fig. 4)
(Petra Sancta 1638, 312). The branch of the dukes
of Campora carries a coat of arms with
a blazon: Vair, Azure, and Argent, on a
Bend Or a Lion passant Gules (fig. 5). The
vair in the blazons of these coats of arms
is somewhat reminiscent of the coat of
arms of Macedonia from the Miltenberg
armorial where the blazon of the shield
is: Vair, Gules and Argent, on a Belt
Azure three crescents Or (JonoBcku 2015,
152). It is obvious that the blazon of the
older branch is close to the coat of arms
of Macedonia from the Illyrian armorial.
This is of great importance primarily
for the origin of the Macedonian coat of
arms, because part of the family coats of arms
in the Illyrian armorial are directly taken from,
and another part based on the example of coats
of arms from the contemporary Italian heraldry
(Pymuh 2006, 55). The coats of arms of Balshich,
Voinovich, Deskoevich, and probably others
testify to this.

Since both views on the origins of the
Macedonian and Bulgarian land coats of arms are
not conclusive, there is a possibility of a third:
two different sources with relatively similar
blazon resulting in simplification and inverse
coloring of the both coats of arms. This would
mean that it is quite possible that the Macedonian
coat of arms was taken over by Capaccio,
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Ta rpba. OBa O 3HAYEIIO JIeKa € COCeMa MOYKHO Ma-
KEJIOHCKHOT 3eMCcKH Tp0 J1a e mpeseMeH oJ1 Kamayo,
KOj To Tpe3en oJi Ipyr mocTap u3Bop. Bo nps pex
oBJie Tpeba Jia ce 3eMar NpUNHIIaHuTe IPOOBU Ha
Anekcanmap Maxkemoncku® co naB. ITosHarute rp-
OOBHHITH CO JIaB PEUYMCH CEKOTaIll ce O ToJpadje
Ha JaTHHCKUTE jasunu u, npen ce, Opanmuja. Jlo-
cera ce IO3HATM MHUHMMYM IIET IIpUMepa BO KOU
OmazoHOT Ha AnekcaHaap W OHOj Ha MakenoHuja
on Wnupcknor rpOOBHHUK CE€ PEYUCH WIACHTHYHH.
Opn HUB eieH e MmMaHCcKH, TpOOBHUKOT Ha ["apcuja
Anonszo ne Topec Rey de Armas de Aragon, on
1496 ronmHa umj OnMA30H IJIACH: LPBEHO, 3JIaTCH
naB (Biblioteca 1496). Hero ro u3nBojyBame 3apa-
o1 ogHocoT Ha OxmuueBuk co Heamon koj e mox
LIMTaHCKa BJAcT BO Toa Bpeme. [locTom MOKHOCT
M3BOP 338 MAaKEJOHCKHUOT Tp0 1a Oui U TPOOBHUKOT
Ha XKepom ne bapa (Jonoscku 2009, 3 — 14) kako
3acera €JMHCTBEH MeyYaTeH TIPOOBHHMK Kaje WITO
nMma rp0 Ha Anekcangap MakenoH-
CKH CO €JJHOCTaBeH OJla30H CO JiaB
(Bara 1572, 131). Bojuukos ja otdp-
Jla 0Baa MOXXHOCT, TIpe]| c¢, 3apau
(akTOTOT JieKa OBa € €JUHCTBEH I1e-
yaTeH TpOOBHHUK CO JIaB U I€Ka TaMy
0J1a30HOT € WACHTUYEH CO OYrapCcKu-
OT OJ1 WIIUPCKUOT TpOoBHUK (BoitHN-
koB 2017, 173). Mefytoa oBa He e
€IMHCTBEH NeYaTeH U3BOP Kaje LITO
Anexcannap uma rpod co naB. Taka,
Ha TpUMeEp, Ha HACJIOBHATa CTPaHH-
a Ha eIHO TeYaTeHO HM3JaHue Ha
Anekcanapunara Ha Bantep ne Kacremnmmone, ox
1541 romuna, e npuKaxkaH AJeKcaHJap Kako jaBa
Ha KOm. T0j BO JieBaTa paka JIpKH IITHUT CO JIaB, a BO
necHata HocH 3Hame co naB (Castellione 1541, 1).
Boute, 3a a1, He ce mocoueHu. Jfocra BepojaTHO
€ JIa ce MPETIOCTaBH JIeKa T0CTojaT U APYTH BAKBH
MpUMEpPH KOU 3acera OCTaHyBaaT BOH Haml Jodar.
Cekako, J0cTa BEpOjaTeH M3BOP € U CIIOMEHATHOT
rp6 Ha cemejcTBoTO Mauenonno on Heamomn. Kako
ITO Ka’kaBMe, OyrapcKHuoT TpO O MOKeT 11a € mpe-
36MEH OJf HEKOj OJ CIIOMCHATHTE TPOOBHHUITM Ha
Comuc wmm Parentalia Divo Ferdinando Caesari
Augusto. Bo ocHOBa, HUTY OyrapcKHOT HUTY Ma-
KEJOHCKHOT rp0 ox Mnupckuor rpOOBHUK 3acera
HE TH cpekaBaMe cO THE 0JIa30HM BOH WIJIMpPCKaTa
Xepanauka, ocBeH Bo 3a o3nakume Ha Kamado, na
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who took it from another older source. First
of all, the coats of arms with a lion attributed
to Alexander the Great® should be taken into
consideration. The known armorials with a
lion on the arms are almost always from Latin-
speaking regions, especially France. So far, at
least five examples of these armorials are known
in which Alexander’s and Macedonia’s blazon
from the Illyrian armorial are almost identical.
One of them is Spanish, the armorial of Garcia
Alonso de Torres Rey de Armas de Aragon,
from 1496 whose blazon reads: Gules, a Lion Or
(Biblioteca 1496). We single him out because of
Ohmichevich’s relationship with Naples, which
was under Spanish rule at the time. There is a
possibility that the source of the Macedonian
coat of arms was the armorial of Jerome de Bara
(Jonovski 2009, 3—14) as the only printed coat of
arms where there is a coat of arms of Alexander
the Great with a simple lion’s blazon
(Bara 1572, 131). Voynikov rejects this
possibility primarily due to the fact that
this is the only printed lion’s coat of arms
and that there the blazon is identical to
the Bulgarian from the Illyrian coat of
arms (BotiaukoB 2017, 173). However,
this is not the only printed source where
Alexander has a lion on the arms. For
example, on the cover of a printed edition
of Alexander Romance from 1541 by
Walter de Castellione, Alexander is
depicted riding a horse. In his left hand
he holds a shield with a lion, and in his right he
holds a flag with a lion. (Castellione 1541, 1).
Unfortunately, the colors are not indicated. It is
quite possible to assume that there are other such
examples that remain beyond our reach for now.
Of course, the aforementioned coat of arms of
the Macedonio family from Naples is also a very
probable source. As we have said, the Bulgarian
coat of arms could have been taken over by one
of the mentioned armorial by Solis or Parentalia
Divo Ferdinando Caesari Augusto. Basically,
neither the Bulgarian nor the Macedonian coat
of arms from the Illyrian armorial has been
encountered with those blazons outside Illyrian
heraldry, except in Delle Imprese by Capaccio,
so as it is possible to change the colors of the
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KaKo IITO € MOYKHA TIpOMeHa Ha OOoHTe Kaj IPeTX0/1-
HHUTE MTOHYJICHH M3BOPH 32 OyrapckuoT rp0, Taka e
MOJKHA ITPOMEHA H 338 MaKEeIOHCKHUOT.

[IpB x0j ja oOpaboTyBa MOXKXHATa MHBEP3Hja Ha
OBHE J1Ba rpba ¢ akameMuk Ajiekcanaap MaTKOBCKH
BO HETOBOTO 1eno I poosume na Makedonuja. He-
MO’KHOCTA J1a TH UCTPa)XyBa pOMAaHHTE 32 AJIEKCaH-
nap MakeroHCKH, KaKko U Jo0ap J1e 0J1 €BPOTICKHUTE
rpOOBHHUIIN, a, BEPOjaTHO, U HECOOIBETHOCTA HA Te-
MaTa BO BPEMETO BO KO€ TOj CO3/1aBa, K& TO HaBe-
Jie akaJieMUK MaTKOBCKH 10 JIBa TECHH 3aKITydoKa
BO OJIHOC Ha MaKeJIOHCKUOT 3eMcku Tpo. [IpBuor e
JieKa TOj 3a pa3jiiKa Of OCTAaHATUTE jyKHOCIIOBEH-
CKM TpOOBH, TMPBO CE€ M0jaByBa Ha JOMAILCH jyXK-
HocnoBeHckH TepeH (MarkoBcku 1970, 43). WnTe-
pecHo e ieka MaTKOBCKH IPH CBOETO UCTPaKyBambe
ce KOPHUCTEN CO 3aIlaJHOEBPOICKH TPOOBHUIH BO
kou uma rp6 Ha Makesonuja. TakoB e, Ha pumep,
PuxenranoBuoT rpOoOBHUK 07 cobupor Bo KoH-
cranna’ (Matkoscku 1970, 42). Bo Hero kako 283
rp6 ro Haorame rpOOT Ha 3emjara Ha AJleKcaHaap
Bemuku co 6ma3oH: cpebpeHo, Tpu I[PBEHU SBOHA
co 3matru kinenana (Clemmensen 2011, 95). Ke oc-
TaHe HeMO3HATO Jani MaTKOBCKHM He To 3a0erexan
OBOj TpO MM, TaK, MPOCTO HE MY CE BKIIOMYBAI BO
OUYEKyBaHHUTE pe3yiTaTu. BTOpHOT 3aKiIydoK e fexa
MaKeJIOHCKHOT 3eMCKH TpO € IMOCTOjaH M CEeKOTalll
€ JIaB, IPUTOA 3JIaTeH Ha I[pBeHO noje (MaTKOBCKU
1970, 167 — 174). Ananu3a Ha oOpaboTeHUTE Tp-
0oBU Bo jaemnoro ,,I pooute Ha MakenoHuja“ jacHO
MOKaXkKyBa Jieka u oBa He ¢ Taka (Hamescku 2015).
Bo cekoj ciyuaj, MaTkoBCKM He Mpeno3HaBa HMH-
Bep3uja Kako BTeMelieHa OCOOMHA Ha jaBara rpoa.
Hanporus, 3a Hero apara rpba uMaaT pasziHycH
pa3Boj, IpUTOa MAKEJAOHCKHOT — YHCTO WIIMPCKH,
a Oyrapckuot — moctap eBporcku. [IpuunHuTte 3a
nocieuyHaTa WHBEp3Wja axKaJeMHK MaTKOBCKH
CeKoraml 'l NpenuilyBa Ha HEBHUMATEIHOCT Ha
COCTaByBauWTe, Mpena c¢, Ha ButezoBuk (MarTkoB-
cku 1970, 85). Bo ocHoBa MaTKOBCKH €BHIEHTHpA
MIPOMEHA Ha MecTara Ha rpOoOBUTE, a COCTOjOaTa Ha
OouTe € camo TocyeInIa Ha Taa MPOMEHa.

[IpB 3BOp KOj TO MPOMEHYBa MECTOTO Ha MaKe-
JIOHCKUOT 3€MCKH T'p0, a CO Toa M HETOBHOT 0J1a30H
e Kpancmeomo na Cnosenume, on Maspo OpOouHU.
OBa J1e110 nako caMoTO He € JIeN OJ] WIINpCKaTa Xe-
paynauka, BO CMUCA Ha TPOOBHHUK, COJPIKHU N3BECEH
Opoj TpOOBHU Tpe3eMeHH TOKMY O] WIIMpCKaTa Xe-
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previous sources offered for the Bulgarian coat of
arms, so it is possible for the Macedonian one.

The first to propose the possible inversion
of these two coats of arms was academician
Aleksandar Matkovski in his work The Coats of
Arms of Macedonia. The inability to research the
novels about Alexander the Great as well as a good
part of the European armorials, and probably the
inadequacy of the subject at the time in which he
worked, led Matkovski to two narrow conclusions
about the Macedonian coat of arms. The first is
that it, unlike the other South Slavic coats of arms,
first appears in the domestic South Slavic territory
(MatkoBcku 1970, 43). It is interesting that during
his research, Matkovski used Western European
armorials with the coat of arms of Macedonia on
them. Such is the case, for example, with the Urlich
Richental armorial from the Council of Constance’
(MatkoBcku 1970, 42). In it, as a 283th coat of
arms, we find the coat of arms of Alexander the
Great’s country with a blazon: Argent, three bells
Gules with clasps Or (Clemmensen 2011, 95). It
will remain unknown whether Matkovski did not
notice this coat of arms or it simply did not fit into
the expected results. The second conclusion is that
the Macedonian coat of arms has always been a lion
or on a field gules (MarkoBcku 1970, 167-174).
Analysis of the coats of arms processed in The
Coats of Arms of Macedonia clearly shows that
this is not the case either (Nacevski 2015). In any
case, Matkovski does not recognize inversion as an
inherent trait in both coats of arms. On the contrary,
for him, the two coats of arms underwent different
development, the Macedonian—purely Illyrian, and
the Bulgarian—older European. Matkovski always
attributes the reasons for the consequent inversion to
the negligence of the compilers, especially Vitezovic
(MarkoBcku 1970, 85). Basically, Matkovski
records a change in the places on the coats of arms,
and the condition of the colors is only a consequence
of that change.

The first source that changed the place of the
Macedonian coat of arms, and thus its blazon, was
the Kingdom of the Slavs by Mavro Orbini. Although
this work itself is not part of Illyrian heraldry, in
terms of an armorial, it contains a number of coats
of arms taken from Illyrian heraldry itself (Pyzuh
2006, 61). The work was printed in black and white
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pannuka (Pymuh 2006, 61). [lenoto e medaTteHO BO
pHO— 6ena Texuuka Bo 1601 roguna. Ommto mpu-
(hateHo e nexka OpOuHM Mpe3eMa eaTuHaeceT IPpOOBH
on Mmpckuot rp6osuuk (Pymuh 2006, 61). Kaj Op-
OouHM ce cpekapa u pd Ha XyM (Orbini 1601, 399) koj
HE € MMO3HAT Ha WIIMpCKaTa Xepaljinka mnpej Toa. Bo
Kpancmeomo na Crnosenume Hema moaToIy 3a 0ou-
Te Ha rpooBuTe. OBIIe MAKEIOHCKHOT IPO ce cpekaBa
caMo BO JIOMUHHOHCKHOT rp0 Ha Hemamuku. Kako
mro ciomeHasme, OpOMHM MPaBH MPOMEHA Ha Mec-
TaTra Ha MaKeJIOHCKHOT U Ha Oyrapckuot rpo. Taka
kaj OpOMHM MaKeIOHCKHOT Ipd € Ha YEeTBPTOTO Me-
CTO, a He Ha TpBO. BakBaTta mpomMeHa Ha MecTa 3a-
JIOJDKUTETHO 3HAYW M MPOMEHa Ha Oou OWJIEjKH BO
CUTE IIpyTM JOMUHHOHCKH TpOoBH Ha Hemamuku
IIPBOTO TOJIC € I[PBEHO CO 3JIaTeH JIaB, a YSTBPTOTO
371aTHO €O LpBeH JaB. [lomonHuTeNnHO cera Oyrap-
CKHOT JIaB € KpyHHCaH, a MaKeIOHCKHOT He.
OCHOBHOTO Tpalliamke OBJIE € Ha IITO MOXKeE JIa Ce
JIOJDKH [IPOMEHaTa Ha MecTaTa Ha JjBata rpoa. Maspo
OpOuaM OMJI KATOJMMYKN CBEIITCHUK W TAIMAIICKH
ncropruap (Ilartuh 2006, XI — CXV). Toj ce cmera
3a €JIeH O] OCHOBOIIOJIOXKHUIIUTE Ha TAHCIABU3MOT
u wmpu3MoT. [locBereHo padotu Ha adupMmarmjaTa
Ha CJIOBEHCKHTE HApOIH OCOOCHO Ha jY»KHOCIIOBEH-
ckure. OpOMHN KOPUCTH MHOTYOPOJHH M3BOPH M BO
rojieMa Mepa ja Clejid JOIHOBH3aHTHCKATa HCTOPH-
CKa Hapalyja, HO YeCTOIATH MPABH U KOMITHIIAIIUCKH
IPEIIKY OMUIIYBAjKH /B HACTAHH COCEMA PA3JIUYHO
(hupkoBuh 2006, 439 — 519). Bo HeroBoto nemno,
CPETHOBEKOBHATA MaKeJJOHCKa MCTOpPHja € pa3rieia-
Ha Ha ToBeKke o/yIeHu Mecta. OCHOBHO Taa € TpeT-
CTaBEHa KaKo JIeJ OJ1 CpIICKaTa ¥ Oyrapckara ucTopuja
Y Kako JieJ oJ ucropujata Ha MpmwaBueBny. Make-
JIOHH]ja HEe JIOOMBA CBOE MOCEOHO TIOTJIaBje M MOKP3]
HEJIBOCMHCIICHOCTa Ha aBTOPOT OKOJY TOCTOCH-ETO
U ,,CIIOBEHCKOTO" TIOTEKJIO Ha JpeBHUTE MaKeIoHIIH.
Wurepecno e nexa OpOuHN Kako U3BOP IO KOPUCTH
Hukudop ['puropa kaj koro cpekaBame MakenoHuja
n Maxkenonnu (Atanacocku 2000, 62). Bo cexoj ciy-
4aj, TIUIITYBajKN OIIITO MCTOPHUCKO neno 3a OpOouHu
OTCYCTBYBa OCHOBHATA IIPUYMHA HA CO3/1aBaY0T/Hapa-
yatesnoT Ha VITMpcKUOoT TpOOBHUK CBOETO TIOTEKIIO Jia
r0 Bp3e co Xpesba OXMydeBHK, OJJHOCHO cO Makeo-
Huja. Ox npyra ctpaHa, byrapuja xako adupmupana
CpeIHOBEKOBHA JpikaBa, criopen OpOuHH, cocema
OCHOBAHO MOYE JIa TO 3a3eMe MPBOTO TIOJIE BO JIOMH-
HHOHCKHOT Ip0. Bp3 BakBuoT moter Ha OpOuHU Mo-
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in 1601. It is generally accepted that Orbini took
eleven coats of arms from the Illyrian armorial (Py-
ah 2006, 61). Orbini also gives us the coat of arms
of Hum (Orbini 1601, 399), which was unknown in
Illyrian heraldry before that. There is no data on the
colors of the coats of arms in the Kingdom of the
Slavs. Here, the Macedonian coat of arms is found
only in the dominion coat of arms of Nemanich.
As we mentioned, Orbini changed the places of the
Macedonian and Bulgarian coats of arms. Thus, in
Orbini, the Macedonian coat of arms is on the fourth
place, and not on the first. This change of places
necessarily means a change of colors because in all
other dominion coats of arms of Nemanich the first
field is gules with a lion or, and the fourth is or with
a lion gules. Additionally, the Bulgarian lion is now
crowned, and the Macedonian lion is not.

The basic question here is what could be the
reason for the change in the places of the two coats
of arms. Mavro Orbini was a Catholic priest and
Dalmatian historian (ITaatuh 2006, XI-CXYV). He is
considered one of the founders of Pan-Slavism and
Illyrianism. He was dedicated to the affirmation of
the Slavic peoples, especially the South Slavic ones.
Orbini used numerous sources and largely followed
the late Byzantine historical narrative, but often made
compilation errors describing two events completely
differently (hupkxosuh 2006, 439-519). In his
work, medieval Macedonian history is considered
in several separate places. It is basically presented
as part of the Serbian and Bulgarian history and
as part of the history of the Mrnjavchevich family.
Macedonia does not get its own chapter despite
the author’s unambiguity about the existence and
“Slavic” origin of the ancient Macedonians. It is
interesting that Orbini uses Nicephorus Gregora as
a source in whose work we meet Macedonia and
Macedonians (Atanacoscku 2000, 62). In any case,
by writing a general historical work Orbini lacked
the basic reason of the creator/client of the Illyrian
armorial to link his origin with Hrelja Ohmuchevich,
that is with Macedonia. On the other hand, Bulgaria,
as an affirmative medieval state according to Orbini,
could quite thoroughly occupy the first heraldic field
in the dominion coat of arms. Orbini’s move may
have been influenced by Nemanich’s kinship with
the Shishmanov and Smilecov families.!’

There is another possibility that would have
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AMATVYIH « VIUTIVdIX

»KeOW BJIMjael U pOJAHUHCKHOT OJJHOC Ha HemamunkuTe
co [Iummvanosuu u Cmutenosrm'.

[TocTowm yinre efiHa MOYKHOCT IITO OM ja TIOTTUKHA-
JIa TIpoMeHaTa Ha Mectata. MimeHo, moxeoun, OpouHu
O 3aIT03HAT CO HEKOW O TIPHUITUIIIAHUTE TPOOBH HA
Anexcanmap MakemoHCKH, 0COOCHO OHHWE Kaje IITO
ce cpekaBa LIPBEH JIaB M TOa JOMOJHUTEIHO Jia MpH-
JIOHEJIO 3a TIpoMeHaTa. Bo cekoj ciydaj, u mokpaj Toa
mro OpOuHM He coommmTyBa Oou Ha TpOoBHTE, TOj
BOCIIOCTaBYBa 00OpaTHa Mapaaurma of co3JaBadoT Ha
Wimmpckuot rpooBauk. Kako mro ciomenaBsme, oBa He
€ CIIy4ajHO TYKY CO JUTaboKa MpOMHCIIa KOja OroBapa
Ha ,,[IOJIUTUYKATA* LIE]l Ha aBTOPOT.

Bropo neno Bo koe ce HabJbylyBa MOKHATa WH-
Bep3Mja Ha MaKEAOHCKHOT W OyrapckmoT 3eMCKH
rp6 e Stemmatographia sive armorum Illyricorum
delineatio, descriptio et restitutio, na IlaBie Putep
Bure3oBuk. BurezoBuk e XpBaTcku KHHKEBHUK,
UCTOpUYAp M JIMHTBUCT, IPUNIAJHUK HA JBUKCHETO
Ha wimpu3Mot u nancnasusMor (Kljagi¢ 2013, 141
— 143). Cremarorpadujara Bure3oBuk ja objaByBa
Bo 1701 ronuua. 3apaay OrpOMHHAOT HHTEPEC 32 Jie-
JIOTO, BEKe HapeaHaTa ToJWHA TOj 00jaByBa BTOPO
m3manue. 3a pasnuka o MmupckuoT rpOOBHUK Kaje
IITO CE CpeKaBaaT KaKo 3eMCKH Taka M CEMEjHHU Tp-
6oBu, B0 Cremarorpadujara uma camo 3eMCKHU Tp-
6oBu. Cekoj rp0 e mMpocie/ieH CO OMUC O]l YETHPH
ctuxa. Ha xpajot og Cremarorpadujara ce momec-
TEHH KOMEHTapH 3a cekoj rpd Bo nenoro. OBa, Be-
pojaTHO, IpeTcTaByBa HEroBa HajrojemMa BPEIHOCT.
Bo oBue xoMmeHTapu ce naleHH KOHTEKCTHH IOKa-
3aTesin 3a CeKoj rpd ITO oA CBOja CTpaHa HU JaBa
YBHJ BO cpakamaTa U LeJIUTEe Ha aBTOPOT.

Ona mTo € 0COOCHO Ba)KHO TPH MPOYyUYyBame-
To Ha Ctemartorpadujara ox Bure3oBuk e neka toj
noceayBa JBa WIUPCKHA I'POOBHUKA: OJIOBCKUOT H
ITAaHOBUOT. T0j TM MpOyYyBa MCTUTE IPU CBOjaTa
pabora, a BO aITAHOBHOT 'POOBHUK JIyPH BPILH U KO-
PEKIMH Ha JTATHHCKUOT TEKCT U Toa Oall Ha rpOoT Ha
Makenonwuja. imeno, Hax rpboT Ha MakenoHuja TOj
r'o MPEYKPTYBa MO Ipelika HanmumaHoto ume Jlan-
Manuja u nanryBa Makenonuja (ITamasectpa 2010,
90). Hecomueno, Bute3oBuk e 3amo3HaT co MmocTa-
Y €BPOIICKH U3BOPH KaJIe IITO Ce cpekaBaat IpOOBH
Ha Makenonuja u byrapuja mro jacHo ce Tiena of
KOMeHTapuTe 3a rpOosure. Bo HUB MakeZOHCKHOT
rp6 e onmman kako: rubeo Leone aureum campus
insignivit; quem nonnulli Graeciae stemma fuisse
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encouraged the change of places. Namely, Orbini
may have been acquainted with some of the coats of
arms attributed to Alexander the Great, especially
those where the lion gules is found, and that could
have additionally contributed to the change. In
any case, although Orbini does not announce the
colors of the coats of arms, he establishes a reverse
paradigm from the creator of the Illyrian armorial.
As we have mentioned, this is not accidental,
but with a deep thought that corresponds to the
“political” purpose of the author.

The second work in which the possible
inversion of the Macedonian and Bulgarian land
coats of arms is observed is the Stemmatographia
sive armorum Illyricorum delineatio, descriptio
et restitutio by Pavle Ritter Vitezovic. Vitezovic
was a Croatian writer, historian, and linguist
who was a member of the Illyrian and Pan-Slavic
movement (Kljagi¢ 2013, 141-143). Vitezovic
published the Stemmatographia in 1701. Due to
the huge interest in the work, he would publish a
second edition the next year. Unlike the Illyrian
armorial, where both territorial and family coats
of arms are found, the Stemmatographia only
has territorial coats of arms. Each is followed
by a description in four verses. At the end of
the Stemmatographia, comments are placed on
each coat of arms in the work. This is probably
its greatest value. In these comments, contextual
indicators are given for each coat of arms,
which in turn gives us insight into the author’s
understandings and goals.

What is especially important when studying
Vitezovic’s Stemmatographia is that he owned
two Illyrian armorials: the Olovo armorial and
Althan’s armorial. He studied them in his work, and
in the Althan armorial he even made corrections the
Latin text on the very coat of arms of Macedonia.
Namely, above the coat of arms of Macedonia, he
crossed out the incorrectly written name Dalmatia
and wrote Macedonia (ITamaBectpa 2010, 90).
Undoubtedly, Vitezovic was familiar with the
older European sources where the coats of arms
of Macedonia and Bulgaria were found, which is
clearly seen in the comments on the coats of arms.
In them, the Macedonian coat of arms is described
as: rubeo Leone aureum campus insignivit, quem
nonnulli Graeciae stemma fuisse opinion; Quidam
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opinantur; Quidam rubeum Epiri Molossum ante
Alexandri M. tempori, post clavam Herculis inter
Buphali Taurive cornua erectam addidit; Nemandae
Reges rubeo usi sunt, pro Macedoniae Insignibus,
qui eorum proprietatem in procerum suorum
& provinciarum scutis diligenter observabant
(Vitezovi¢ 1702, 69) wim BO TIPEBOM: MPBEH JIaB
37IaTHO TI0JIe 03HAaUyBa; KOj HeKou 3a Tpo Ha ['pruja
ro MHUCIAT, HEKOW, MaK, CMUPCKH Tec Mpes Bpe-
MeTo Ha Anekcanjgap Benuku, nmocne XepakieBa
Tojara Mery MCIpPaBeHH BOJIOBCKH POTOBH J0/1aBa-
at, HemamHuukuTe 1HapeBu ymoTpeOyBaar IPBEHO
3a MakKe/JIOHCKaTa 03HaKa IITO BO TOA CBOJCTBO Kaj
HUBHHUTE TIOTOMCKH ¥ MTPOBUHIIUCKHU IITHTOBH BHU-
MaTeJIHO ce HabipynmyBa. byrapckuor rpd e omu-
IIaH Ha cieaHuoT HaunH: fulvo coronatoque Leone
in campo rubeo armatur. In quodam manuscript
reperi, Leonem rubrum super aureo campo: qui
Macedoniae sencetur. Apostolici Reges nigrum
faciunt intra Stellam & Lunam rubeas (quam alii
Valachiae appingunt) in campo albo (Vitezovi¢
1702, 63) wm BO IPEBO: 371aTE€H KPYHUCAH JIaB IIp-
BEHO T0JI€ BOOPY)KYBa; BO HEKOM PAKOITUCH TTPUKa-
JKaH € I[PBEH JIaB BP3 3J1aTHO MOJIe; KOj Ce cMeTa 3a
MakeToHCKH. ArmocToiicku Kpam 1ipa mery SBe3ma
n Jlyna npeenu (xoj npyru Ha Bmamka u ro mpu-
nuInyBaat) Ha 0es10 nose. OJ1 TEKCTOBUTE ce rieaa
JieKa JiBata rpba ce MOBP3aHM M0 CIY4ajHOCT U IO
mponyct. CioMeHyBameTo Ha Bramika kako mro
Beke Oellle MOCOYEeHO ¢ BO KOHTEKCT Ha BTopoto
Oyrapcko LApCTBO M TOTOYHO CO BIaJeTelicKara
Kyka Ha AcenoBuu (Boiinukos 2017, 55). 1 Bo ko-
MeHTapuTe 3a Musuja e cmomenara byrapuja miro
MOBTOPHO Tpeba J1a ce pasriieyBa BO TOj OJHOC.
On onmcuTe jacHO ce BOOUyBa Jieka BurezoBuk
ja mpudaka napaaurmara Ha OpOUHU U TOa HE € 3a
W3HEHayBame. BUTE30BUK ¢ MOOOpPHHUK Ha HIIUp-
cKaTa ujieja Koja CBOETO NPaBO I'0 TEMENHN Ha Cpe/l-
HOBEKOBHHTE OAJIKAHCKH JIPKaBU, 0COOCHO OHAaa Ha
Hemamukute. Kako mrTo € mo3HaTo, CHIITHO BiIHja-
HUe Bp3 BuTe30BUK MMa WIMPU3MOT U MTAHCIABU3-
MocT Ha MaBpo Op6unu u Bunko [Ipuboesuk. Bo
taa cmucia, CtemartorpadujaTta € MoJTUTHYKA ajlaT-
Ka 3a MPOMOBUPALE HA WICUTE HA aBTOPOT. TOKMY
3aT0a BUTE30BUK JOCIICAHO ce TPUAPIKYBA JIO HUB
Y U nipudaka Kkako ucnpaBHu 3adarnte Ha OpOouHN
0e3 pa3yuKa IITOo € 3a[I03HACH U CO HEIITO MOMHAKBA
cocroj0a u 3a jBara rpOa. Cemnak, oOHa IITO HU JlaBa
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rubeum Epiri Molossum ante Alexandri M. tempori,
post clavam Herculis inter Buphali Taurive
cornua erectam addidit; Nemandae Reges rubeo
usi sunt, pro Macedoniae Insignibus, qui eorum
proprietatem in procerum suorum & parezciarum
scutis diligenter observabant (Vitezovi¢ 1702, 69)
or translated: “a red lion on a golden field, which
some think as of Greece’s coat of arms; some
Epirian dog before the time of Alexander the Great,
after Heracles’ club between upright ox horns; the
Nemanich emperors use red for the Macedonian
insignia, which is carefully observed in their tribal
and provincial shields.” The Bulgarian coat of arms
is described as follows: fillvo coronatoque Leone
in campo rubeo armatur. In quodam manuscript
reperi, Leonem rubrum super aureo campo: qui
Macedoniae sencetur. Apostolici Reges nigrum
faciunt intra Stellam & Lunam rubeas (quam alii
Valachiae appingunt) in campo albo (Vitezovic
1702, 63) or in translation: “a golden crowned lion
ared field arms; some manuscripts show a red lion
on a golden field; which is considered Macedonian.
An Apostolic King, black between a Star and a red
Moon (which others attribute to Wallachia) on a
white field.” The texts show that the two coats of
arms are connected by chance and omission. The
mention of Wallachia, as already mentioned, is in
the context of the Second Bulgarian Empire and
more precisely with the ruling house of Asenov
(Boitaukos 2017, 55). In the comments on Mizia,
Bulgaria is also mentioned, which should be
considered in the same regard.

The descriptions clearly show that Vitezovic
accepted Orbini’s paradigm, and this is not
surprising. Vitezovic was a supporter of the
Illyrian idea, which is based on the medieval
Balkan states, especially the one of the Nemanich
family. As is well known, Vitezovic was strongly
influenced by the Illyrianism and Pan-Slavicism
of Mavro Orbini and Vinko Priboevich. In that
sense, the Stemmatographia was a political tool
for promoting the author’s ideas. That is why
Vitezovic consistently adhered to them and
accepted Orbini’s actions as correct, regardless of
the factthat he was familiar with a slightly different
situation for the both coat of arms. However, what
entitles us to conclude that Vitezovic consciously
carried out the changes on the both coats of
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3a paBo Jia 3aKIy4yrMe Jieka BUTe30BUK CBECHO T'H
U3BPIIIII IPOMEHHTE Ha ABaTta rpda ox Mimpckuor
rpOOBHUK € M (DaKTOT JieKa TOj r0 OTCTpaHyBa IITHU-
tot Ha Unupuja ox rpdot Ha bocHa 3amro uaejara
3a bocHa kxako cprie Ha Mnmpuja He ce BKIIOIMyBa
BO HErOBaTa M3Pa3eHO XPBATCKA XEPATAMIKO-H/IE0-
nomka kounernuuja (Cosié 2015, 128).

Tpeto neno Bo Koe ce HaOJby TyBa MOYKHA HHBEP-
3Wja Ha MaKeJOHCKHOT ¥ OyrapcKUOT 3eMCKH p0 e
Cmemamoepaghujama na Xpuctodop XKedapopuxk.
Kedbaposuk (1690—1753) 6wt mo3HAT CIIUKAP, HKO-
Horpad, Oakpopesell, aBTOp, TProBell, Xepajandap
W CWJIeH TNOoAIpXyBau Ha ,Wnupckara uupeja“ oxn
Otomancka Maxkenonuja (Gjorgjiev, Sarakinski
2019, 5). Cmemamoepaghujama va Xpucrtodop Ke-
(dapoBuk e neuateno neno ox 1741 ronuna. Taa Bo
OCHOBA TIpeTcTaByBa nperoji Ha CremaTorpaduja-
Ta Ha ButezoBuk (MatkoBcku 1970, 123). U tyka
CeKoj rp0 € MPOCIe/IeH CO OIUC 01 YSTUPH CTHUXA.
CTUXOBHUTE CE JICITYMHO Pa3jInyHu Of] OHUE Kaj Bu-
te3oBuK. Ha kpajot og Cmemamoepagujama ce mo-
MECTeHH KOMEHTapH 3a CEeKOj IpO BO JEJIOTO KOH,
TNIaBHO, MPETCTaByBaaT MPEBOJ Ha OHWE oJ Bu-
Te30BHK. 11 Bo oBaa Cremarorpadmuja rpOboBuUTE Ha
Makenonuja u byrapuja ce ”HBep3upaHH BO OTHOC
Ha mupckuoT rpOOBHHUK. MaTKOBCKH BaKBHOT IT0-
TEr TO CMeTa 3a HaCJIeJIeH MPOIycT o1l Bute3oBuk
(Ibid, 129). Cemak, ol CTHXOBUTE U OIMCUTE KOH
KaKo IITO peKOBME OTCTaIyBaaT MaJIky o] Buteso-
BHK CTaHyBa JaCHO JIeKa HE € MPOITYCT TYKy CBeC-
Ha nocranka (JoroBcku 2009, 8). Komenrapor Ha
XKedaposuk 3a onucot Ha OyrapcKHoT rpd e nenoc-
HO uaeHTHYeH co Bute3oBuk. Ho Bo mpeBomoT Ha
KOMEHTapOT Ha MaKeJIOHCKHOT Ipd mMa pasiiuka.
Nwmeno, Kedaposuk npesenysa neka Hemamukute
B ,,3HAMEHIC MAaKeIOHCKO YEpBJICHHAT®MIIBAOYIIO-
Tpebnaxy* (Kedaposuk 1741, 97), mro orcramysa
ol Bure3zoBuK Kajge mTO CTOM JieKa ynotpedyBaar
L[PBEHO BO 3HAMEHHETO IITO jaCHO Ce OJIHECYBa Ha
rp6osure ox Unupckuot rpoosruk. U XKedaposuk
Kako BuTe3oBuk € mOOOPHUK HA WIHMpCKATa Hicja.
Cemak, CoO U3BMEHHUTE KOH TOj TH TIPaBH CO TIOCBETATa
Ha marpujapxoT Apcenue [V, kako 1 BKIydyBame-
TO BO KHUTATa Ha IPAaBOCIIABHU BIIA/ICTEIIA M CBETIIN
XKedapoBuk ro MeHyBa KapakTepoT Ha JEJIOTO Ha
Butesosuk (MarkoBcku, 1970 125). Bo Taa cmucia
CrematorpadujaTta € IOJIUTAYKA anaTka 3a IPOMO-
BHUpame Ha mueute Ha JKedapoBuK, marpujapxot
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arms from the Illyrian armorial is the fact that
he removed the shield of Illyria from the coat of
arms of Bosnia because the idea of Bosnia as the
heart of Illyria did not fit into his Croatian heraldic
ideological concept (Cosi¢ 2015, 128).

The third work in which a possible inversion
of the Macedonian and Bulgarian coats of arms is
observed is the Stemmatographia of Hristofor Zhe-
farovic. Zhefarovic (1690—1753) was a famous pain-
ter, iconographer, coppersmith, author, merchant,
herald, and strong supporter of the “Illyrian Idea”
from Ottoman Macedonia (Gjorgjiev, Sarakinski
2019, 5). Hristofor Zhefarovic’s Stemmatographia
is a printed work from 1741. It is basically a
translation of Vitezovic’s Stemmatographia (Mat-
koBcku 1970, 123). Here, too, each coat of arms
is followed by a description in four verses. The
lyrics are partly different from those of Vitezovic.
At the end of the Stemmatographia, comments on
each coat of arms in the work are placed, which
are mainly a translation of those by Vitezovic.
The coats of arms of Macedonia and Bulgaria are
inverted in relation to the Illyrian armorial in this
Stemmatographia as well. Matkovski considers this
an omission inherited from Vitezovic (Ibid, 129).
However, from the verses and descriptions that,
as we have said, deviate a little from Vitezovic,
it becomes clear that it is not an omission but a
conscious act (Jonovski 2009, 8). Zhefarovic’s
comment on the description of the Bulgarian coat
of arms is completely identical to Vitezovic’s.
But there is a difference in the translation of
the comment on the Macedonian coat of arms.
Namely, Zhefarovic translates that the Nemanich
in the “3HameHie MakeIOHCKO YEPBICHHAr®w AEA
oynotpeRaaxy” (“The Macedonian insignia used
red lion”) (OKedapopuk 1741, 97) deviates from
Vitezovic where it is stated that they use red in the
insignia which clearly refers to the coats of arms
of'the Illyrian armorials. Zhefarovic, like Vitezovic,
was a supporter of the Illyrian idea. However, with
the changes he made to the dedication of Patriarch
Arsenie 1V, as well as his inclusion in the book of
Orthodox Rulers and Saints, Zhefarovic changed
the character of Vitezovic’s work (MarTkoBckwH,
1970 125). In that sense, the Stemmatographia
became a political tool for promoting the ideas of
Zhefarovic, Patriarch Arsenie IV, and the citizens of
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Apcenue IV u rparancteoro Bo Bojeoauna (Ibid).
Cremarorpadujara Ha YKedapoBuk e momynapHo
JIENI0 TITUPOKO PACIIPOCTPAHETO Mery OaTKaHCKHUTE
Hapoyu. Taa ke ofyrpa riaBHa yjiora BO poMeHara
Ha 3HAYCHHETO Ha TCPMUHOJIOTHjaTa yITOTpeOyBaHa BO
WmapckuoT rpooBHUK. Taka, TEpMHHOT ,,3eMja*, O1I-
HOCHO TepUTOpHja Koja Bo Mmnpcknot rpOOBHAK MMa
TECEH TEHTUITHO—(ey/IaleH KOPeH MpeKy IMomyJiap-
HocTa Ha CrematorpadujaTa W HEj3MHOTO BIMjaHHC
Ha U300pOT U JeDUHUPAHETO HA HAIMOHATHUTE CUM-
oomt Bo XIX Bek ke no0Me eTHO—HAMOHAIHO 3Ha-
Ueme (Cosic’ 2015, 128). lobap men ox GaaKaHCKHUTE
HApOJM CBOMTE HOBU JIPYKaBHU I'POOBH K€ T'Ml 3aCHO-
BaaTr Ha rpOOBUTE O] OBa MMO3HATO U JAOCTAITHO JIENO.
[Tpumep 3a Toa moBp3aH 3a MakeoHMja cpekaBame Ha
nBe Mecra. Toa ce onrapot o Puickuor maHactup
u 3HameTo Ha PasnoBeukoro BocTtanue. MimeHo, m3-
70T 1 OOUTE Ha JIABOT OJ1 OBa 3HAME € IpadUuKH
cxojeH co Cremarorpadujara Ha XKedaposuk. Tpeda
Jla ce CIIOMEHe JieKa BO OcTaBHHMHAra Ha J(umutpuja
[om I'eoprueB bepoBcku ce Haora mpenprTaH JiaB o1l
Crematorpadujata (Mmbkosuk 2003, 24).

3AKJIYUOK

Bo 3akimy4ok MOXe J1a ce Kaxe J1eKa eBEeHTyall-
HaTa IPBUYHA WHBEP3Hja Ha TPOOBUTE € TEMIKO J0-
KaKJIMBa 0COOCHO MMajKH TIPENIBH/I JieKa TpOOBHTE
Ha JBETE 3€MjU O] EBpPOIICKaTa XepajauKa ce IOo-
3HaTH U KOpUCTEeHH. Bo Taa cMucia uma J0BOJICH
Opoj KOCBEHM MOAATOLM KOW HE HAcO4yBaaT KOH
MOKHH IIpeoOpasu 3a nsata rpba. On apyra crpa-
Ha, MpUYMHCKaTa nHBep3uja kaj OpOunu, Buteso-
BuKk u JKedapoBuk e monpudariupa 3amTo HE TO
3acera MpamameTo 3a MOTEKJIOTO Ha TpOOBHUTE 3a
KO€, KaKo IITO Oellle HarlOMEeHaTo, T0CTOjaT HajaBy-
Bamba, HO C€ yIIITe OTCYCTBYBAaT IIBPCTH JIOKa3u. 3a
o3nakute (Delle Imprese) na Kanado, ox 1592 ro-
JIHA, € 3acera eIMHCTBEHO €BPOIICKO JEJI0 CO JBa
0na30Ha WACHTHYHHM Ha WIIUPCKUTE, HO KaKO IITO
Oelie Moco4eHo, BP3 OCHOBA Ha TOA HE MOXKE JIa Ce
TBP/AX JJAJIA CO CHTYPHOCT Tmoctoenn OXMydeBUKEB
rpOoBHUK WK He. Taka, MHBep3HWjaTa Ha BaTa rpoa
€ CeKoralll BO paMKHTE Ha JiesiaTa O] UJMpcKarta Xe-
pajiMKa M Toa caMO BO KOHTEKCT Ha Mmupckuor
rp6oBaUK KOoH OpOuHM m ctemarorpaduure. Ou-
HOCHO, BO cuTe npenucu Ha MiupckuoT rpOoBHHUK
IBaTa rpba rm uMaat UCTUTE OIa30HU KaKo OJ1 Hajc-
tapuoT rpooBHUK Kopenuk — Heopuk. [Ipomenara
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Vojvodina (Ibid). Zhefarovic’s Stemmatographia
was a popular work widely read among the Balkan
peoples. It would play a major role in changing the
meaning of the terminology used in the Illyrian
armorial. Thus, the term “country” or territory that
has a narrow feudal root in the Illyrian armorial
through the popularity of Stemmatographia and
its influence on the selection and definition of
national symbols in the 19th century would gain
ethno-national significance (Cosié¢ 2015, 128). A
good part of the Balkan peoples would base their
new state coats of arms on the coats of arms of this
famous and accessible work. An example of this
related to Macedonia can be found in two places:
the altar of the Rila Monastery and the flag of the
Razlog Uprising. Namely, the appearance and
colors of the lion from this flag are graphically
similar to the Stemmatographia of Zhefarovic.
It should be mentioned that a lion redrawn from
the Stemmatographia was found in the papers of
Dimitrija Pop Georgiev Berovski (MubkoBuk
2003, 24).

CONCLUSION

In conclusion, the possible initial inversion of
the coats of arms is difficult to prove, especially
given that the coats of arms of the two countries
in European heraldry are known and used. In
this sense, there is a sufficient amount of indirect
data that leads us to possible prototypes for the
both coats of arms. On the other hand, the causal
inversion by Orbini, Vitezovic, and Zhefarovic
is more acceptable because it does not affect
the issue of the origin of the coats of arms, for
which there are hints but still no solid evidence.
Capaccio’s Delle Imprese from 1592 is the
only European work to date with two blazons
identical to the Illyrian ones, but as has been
pointed out, it cannot be argued whether or not
the lost Ohmuchevich armorial existed solely on
this. Thus the inversion of the two coats of arms
is always within the works of Illyrian heraldry
and only in the context of the Illyrian armorial
towards Orbini and the Stemmatographias. That
is, in all the transcripts of the Illyrian armorials,
the two coats of arms have the same blazon as
the oldest armorial, the Korenich-Neorich. The
change in the places of the two coats of arms, and
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Ha MecTaTa Ha jiBarta rp0a, a co Toa U Ha HUBHHUTE
Ona3oHu, Koja mpB ke ja u3Bpmu Maepo OpOuHH
MOJIOIHA KE ja CPeTHEME W BO JBETE€ CTEMaTorpa-
¢un. Bo eBporickaTa xepaiauka rpoOOBUTE Ha JIBETE
3eMju IMaat JOJT U HE3aBUCEH pa3Boj. [IpakTudHo,
HUBHHMOT IIPB CEPUO3EH KOHTAKT CE€ OCTBapyBa BO
niupckTa xepanauka. Kaj Opowan oTcycTBYBa OC-
HOBHATa NPUYMHA HA COCTaBYBAa4OT Ha VIMpcKuoOT
rpOOBHUK 32 O3UIMOHUPamEeTO Ha MakeJoHuja BO
[IPBOTO XEPAIIUYKO I10JIe HA TOMUHHOHCKHOT I'p0
Ha Hemamuk. [IpoMeHnata Ha MecTaTa Ha MaKeI0H-
CKHOT M Oyrapckuot rp0 Kaj Hero € Jocie/Ha CO
coApKMHaTa Ha /1en0To. Bo aBere cremarorpaduu
0]l KOMEHTapHTE 3a ONKMCHUTE Ha TPOOBHUTE € MOBEKE
O]l jacHO JieKa TpOOBHUTE O]l €BPOIICKATa XEpajIu-
Ka ce MO3HAaTH U ce KOPUCTEHH 3a YPHEK, HO U 3a
cropenda. On mpyra cTpaHa, BO HUB HEMa JOKa3
WIN HajaBa 3a HWCIpaBKa HA MPETXOJHA Tpelika
BO TOJIOXO0aTa MM 0OCHETO Ha MaKeIOHCKUOT M
Oyrapckuot rpd Bo Unupckuor rpboBHUK. Bo ko-
MeHTapoT 3a byrapuja, BurezoBuk Bo cymTiHa ja
IoCcoUyBa MorpentHara yrnorpeda Ha npara rpoa Bo
WnupckuoT rpOOBHUK, a, KAKO MITO CIIOMEHABME,
TOj MOCexyBaj ABa HEroBHU Ipemnuca. [lonoaHuTen-
HO, BO KOMEHTapoT 3a Makenonuja Bute30BuK HU
coonmTyBa neka Hemamukute ymnorpeOyBaiie 3a
Makenionuja upBeHa o3Haka. OJ OCTaHATHOT JEN
0]l KOMEHTapHUTe ce IJie/ia JeKa MaKeJOHCKUOT Ipo
€ BO KOHTEKCT Ha rpboBuTe Ha Asekcannap Make-
noHckd W Enmp, a OyrapckuoT € BO KOHTEKCT Ha
rpboBute Ha Bnamka n Musuja. HejacHo e moco-
gyBameTo Ha ['prmja co 6iazoHOT Ha Makenonuja
Ouaejku HUEeAEH JApYr Jocera MO3HAT M3BOP HE ro
npasu Toa. JXKedapoBuk, oa cBoja cTpaHa, camo ja
IIPOJIODKUI U 00Hapomit paborata Ha Burte3zoBuk
CO HEIITO M3MeHeTa 1iell. Bo HUKoj citydaj He MoXKe
na ce 300pyBa 3a HEKaKkBa HEHaMepHa WMHTEPBEH-
[1ja WIK CIy4aeH MPOIyCT O]l cTpaHa Ha Bureso-
BUK U XKedapoBHk Bo 0JJHOC Ha OJa30HOT HA MaKe-
JNOHCKHOT 1 Ha Oyrapckuot 3emcku rp6. Ml
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thus on their blazons, which would be made first
by Mavro Orbini, would be found later in both
Stemmatographias. In European heraldry, the
coats of arms of both countries have a long and
independent development. Practically, their first
serious contact took place in Illyrian heraldry.
Orbini lacked the main motivation of the author
of the Illyrian armorial to position Macedonia in
the first heraldic field on the Nemenich family’s
dominion coat of arms. The change of the places
of the Macedonian and Bulgarian coats of arms
in his work is consistent with its content. In
both Stemmatographias, it is more than clear
from the comments on the descriptions of the
coats of arms that the coats of arms of European
heraldry were known and used for example,
but also for comparison. On the other hand,
there is no evidence or hint in them to correct a
previous mistake in the position or coloring of
the Macedonian and Bulgarian coats of arms in
the Illyrian armorial. Commenting on Bulgaria,
Vitezovic essentially pointed out the misuse of
the two coats of arms in the Illyrian armorial,
and as mentioned, he had two of its transcripts.
Additionally, in the comment on Macedonia,
Vitezovic informs us that the Nemanich family
used a red insignia for Macedonia. The rest of
the comments show that the Macedonian coat
of arms is in the context of those of Alexander
the Great and Epirus, and the Bulgarian coat of
arms is in the context of those arms of Wallachia
and Mysia. The conection of Greece to the
Macedonian blazon is unclear, as no other known
source has indicated such a thing. Zhefarovic, for
his part, only continued and revived Vitezovic’s
work with a slightly altered goal. In no case can
we talk about any unintentional intervention or
accidental omission by Vitezovic and Zhefarovic
in relation to the blazons of the Macedonian and
Bulgarian coats of arms. Hl
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1

Roman de toute chevalerie (1304 — 1308) npercraByBa
npepaboTka Ha ,,PomaHOT 3a AJekcamap™ 3aCHOBaHO
Ha nenoto Res gestae Alexandri Macedonis Ha Jymuyc
Banepnj Anexcarmap Ilomemuj koe on cBoja cTpaHa €
MIPEBO/ OJ] CTAPOrPUKH Ha aBTOpoT [lceBnokanucTeH./
Roman de toute chevalerie (1304—1308) is an adaptation
of the novel about Alexander based on the work
Res gestaec Alexandri Macedonis by Julius Valerius
Alexander Polemius, which in turn is a translation of the
author Pseudocalisten from Old Greek.

I'pOoBuTE Ha IBETE 3eMjU I' cpekaBaMe 1 BO TPOOBHHK
HacsioBeH kako Koloriertes Wappenbuch na Joachim
von Windhag ox moetoxoT Ha 16 Bek, meryroa Grmaso-
HHTE U 3a JBeTe 3eMjH ce coceMa paznuunu./ The coats
of arms of both countries are also found in an armorial
titled Joloim von Windhag’s Koloriertes Wappenbuch
from the 16th century, but the blazons are quite different
for both countries.

Criopen. Kocnk, ConoBjeB He ycreBa aa I'i MOBp3E,
Tipe]; c€, reHeoJonKy, cemejcreara OxmyueBnk u Ko-
peruk-Heoprk n 3aroa My e motpebeH mpororpad 3a
oBoj rpooBuuk./ According to Cosic, Solovyev failed to
connect, above all genealogically, the Ohmuchevich and
Korenich-Neorich families, and that is why he needed a
protograph for this coat of arms.

Cnopen Cpran Pynuk, u cemejcto JlejanoBrm//Ipara-
LM € 3aCTaleHo BO VIIMPCKHOT rpOOBHUK IOX MPEe3H-
Mmeto JKernmuroBumk. Pymuk cMera gexa mpesumero e
U3BEJIEHO OJ1 CTapOTO UME Ha KyMaHOBCKAaTa KOTJIHHA,
Kermuroso. Kocuk u IlamaBectpa ro untaaT mpe3mme-
TO Kako JKeJbUroBurK 1ITO TIOBEKE OAroBapa Co Orie]
Jieka BO TPOOBHHKOT € YIOTpeOyBaH NTAIIMjAHCKH TIpa-
Bormc./ According to Srdjan Rudic and the Dejanovei /
Dragashi family, is represented in the Illyrian armorial
under the surname Zhegligovcich. Rudic believes the
surname is derived from the old name of the Kumanovo
valley, Zhegligovo. Cosic and Palavestra read the
surname as Zeljigovcic, which is more appropriate
given that armorial uses Italian spelling.

5 Rodoslovije gospode srpske i bosanske ¢ npBata (ancu-
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¢ukyBana reneosomka Tabena ox wim 3a Jlon Ieapo
OxmyueBuk /is the first falsified genealogical table made
by or for Don Pedro Ohmuchevich.

Jymo Yezape Kamauo (Kammama, 1550 - Heamon, 8
Jyin 1634) O uTanujaHCKH TEOJIOT, UCTOPHYAp U TTOET
Ha KpancrBoro Hearon. Herooto aeno ,,3a o3nakure*
e ucnevareno Bo Heamoi, Bo 1592 roauna. Toa ce coc-
Tou ox Tpu kuuru./ Julio Cesare Capaccio (Campagna,
1550—Naples, July 8, 1634) was an Italian theologian,
historian, and poet of the Kingdom of Naples. His work
Delle Imprese was printed in Naples in 1592. It consists
of three books.

He e jacuo 3omro Kamawo ja comeHyBa dYeieHKaTa
on rpoor Ha Credan Hemamuk xora cuTe OCTaHATH
TIpUMepH ce TPOOBH, KaKO M 30IITO HE TO CIIOMEHYBa

rpoor Ha KoTpomaHuK, K0j, UCTO Taka, COIPIKU JIaB.
CumrniToMaTndHa € ynorpebara Ha TEPMHUHOT cimiero,
KOJIITO Ha UTAJIMjaHCKX 3Ha4M TOKMY uelienka. Criopen
MarkoBCKH, Ha YHI'apcKH OBOj 300p 3Haum rpd. ['yman
COOINILTYBA JIeKa YHIapCKOTO BJMjaHUE BP3 MIMPCKa-
Ta XepajuKa ce OrjieJlyBa M BO TOa IITO 300pOT IU-
Mep, KOj Ha (paHILyCKU 3HA4YM 4YeJIeHKa, a Ha yHrap-
CKH — Tp0, ce ynorpedyBa BO WIMPCKUTE TPOOBHHIIM.
[pamame e u 3omro Kanmado penmn na ja cMeHH |
00jaTa Ha JIaBOT aKO BOOIIITO ja mpomeHwL./ It is not
clear why Capaccio mentions Stefan Nemanich’s crest
when all other examples are coats of arms, and why he
doesn’t mention Kotromanich’s coat of arms, which
also displays a lion. Symptomatic is the use of the term
cimiero, which in Italian means a crest. According
to Matkovski, in Hungarian this word means coat of
arms. Goodall says the Hungarian influence on Illyrian
heraldry is also reflected in the fact that the word cimer,
which in French means crest, and in Hungarian, coat of
arms, is used in the Illyrian armorial. Itis also a question
why did Capaccio decide to change the color of the lion
if he changed it at all.

I'pbor Ha Bnagerenor € u rpd Ha 3emjata. [Ipumepn
3a oBa co AusiekcaHnap MakeqoHCKH cpekaBame BO
Sammelband mehrerer Wappenbiicher, ox 1530 to-
muHa. Bo Hero e momMecteH rpd Ha AJiekcaHmap u rpod
Ha KpaJIoT Ha Maxkeznonuja co uct 6;1a30H./ The coat of
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I'pboBHMKOT Xponuxa na cosemom na Komcmanya
(1414-1418), on Ynpux Puxenran e codyBaH BO IeT
PaKOIKCH U JIBE PaHU TEYaTeHH HM3/aHuja HA AHTOH
Copr, on 1483 romuna, u Ha Xajupux Illtajaep, ox
1536 ronuna./The armorial of the Chronicle of Council
in Constance (1414-1418), by Ulrich von Richantal,
is preserved in five manuscripts and two early printed
editions by Anton Sorg from 1483 and Heinrich Steiner
from 1536.

10 Credan [lymian e Hajcrapuot cuH Ha Ctedan Jleuancku

n Teonopa Cmmrten, kepka Ha OyrapcknoT kpain Cmu-
et 1o TatkoBa muamja Credan [yman e BHyk Ha AHa
Byrapcka — kepka Ha Oyrapckuot uap ['eopru I Teprep
n compyra Ha Crehan Mmnytnn. Credan [yman ce
JKEHU 3a €1Ha O] cecTpuTe Ha 1ap VBan Anekcanuap —
napuiia Enena Byrapcka./ Stefan Dusan is the eldest
son of Stefan of Dechani and Teodora Smilec, daughter
of Bulgarian King Smilec. In his father’s line, Stefan
Dushan is the grandson of Ana of Bulgaria—daughter
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of Tsar Ivan Alexander—Empress Elena of Bulgaria.
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