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AIICTPAKT

Tpymor rv mpercraByBa yiorara u
perynaruBaTa BO BpCKa CO TakaHapeuyeHara
Xepanauuka KOMHCHja BO (POPMHPAETO
TT3ajH
Xepanauukata KOMICH]a,

Ha  COBPEMEHHOT  XEpAIJHIKU
BO XpBaTcKa.
OCHOBaHa  BO  MUHHCTEPCTBOTO 32
aIMUHHUCTpAIlja, WMa yiora ma obe30emu
CTpyYyHM IIPOLEHKH BO TIPOLECOT HA
0II0OpYBambE OMIIITHHCKHA TPOOBH M 3HAMHIbHA,
HO HCTO TaKa CIIy>KH KaKO COBETOABHO TEJIO Ha OBUE
OIMIIITHHU 332 W3HAOTahe XEPATTUIKA TPUQPATINBH
Iu3ajHu. TpynoT I mpeTcTaByBa 3aKOHOAABCTBATA
mTo ja peryiampaar obnacra. Og csoeto dpopmu-
pame Bo 1995 roauna, Komucujara ogobpmna
noBeke ox 400 ommTWHCKH TPOOBH BO XpBAaTCKa,
00e30eMyBajKi WM TIPETNO3HATIIUB  XEPaJTHIKH
CTWJI U JaBajKM UM COOJBETEH XPAIAUYKH OITUC
BO XpBaTcKa, INIABHO AM3ajHUPaH 3a 0Baa HaMEHa.
Taka, Komucujata moctaBu craHmapiy HE camo 3a
ONILUTHHCKA XEpaliuKa, TYKY M 3a XepalJuikaTa
TEOpHja M JPYTUTE XEPAIAWYKA TOJIHIba BO
Xpsarcka. TpynoT noHaTaMy IpeTCTaByBa HEKOJIKY
BOOOMYACHU E€JIEMEHTH Ha XEPaIAWYK{ TPHUHIIUIIY,
BUUIMBH BO ONOOpPEHHTE [M33jHA H Pa3HH
KapaKTEepUCTUKHU LITO CE TUMUYHM 32 COBpEMeHara
XpBAaTCKa OIMITHHCKA XepaJIIKa.

Kayuynn 300poBu:
XpBaTCKa XepajIuka,

OMIITUHCKH  TPOOBH,
Xepanauuka KOMHCH]a,

XCePAIINYKH JTU3ajH.
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ABSTRACT

The paper presents the role and

regulations regarding the so-called
Heraldic Commission in forming
contemporary  heraldic design in

Croatia. Established in the Ministry
of  Administration, the Heraldic
Commission provides expert evaluations
in the process of approving municipal
coats of arms and flags, but also serves
as an advisory body to these municipalities
to create heraldically acceptable designs. The
paper presents the legislation regulating its work.
Since its establishment in 1995 the Commission
approved well over 400 municipal coats of arms
in Croatia, providing them with a distinctive
heraldic style and equipping them with a proper
Croatian heraldic blazon, mostly devised for this
purpose. Thus the Commission has set standards
not only for municipal heraldry, but for heraldic
theory and other heraldic fields in Croatia. The
paper further presents some common elements
of heraldic principles seen in the approved
designs and various characteristics typical of
contemporary Croatian municipal heraldry.

Keywords: municipal coat of arms, Croatian
heraldry, heraldic commission, heraldic design.
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OnmTHHCKaTa Xepalguka BO XpBaTcka HMa
JI0JITa UCTOPHja IITO MOXKE Ja ce Cliean OapeM 0
15 Bek, Iypu U ako ce 3Hae JieKa HEKOU TpaJioBU
KOpHCTENE XepAIJUUKH NedaTu Typu U Bo 14 Bek.
[MoBpemenuTe napyBama Ha TPOOBH 3a IPajOBUTE
Owie 3a0enexaHd Ol XaOCOYPIIKUTE BIIAICTEIH
Bo 17 u 18 Bek, a ymITe moBeKe OMIITUHU J00MiIe
rpobou Bo 19 Bek. Jlo 1930-tute, JlamoBcku
3abenexan 111 rpba Bo ymorpeba o OMIITHHUTE
Ha TepuTOopHjaTa Ha neHenrHa Xpparcka (Laszowski
1932), HO OpOjOT HA HOBOCO3MAICHH OIIITHH-
CKA TpOOBH BO jYXXKHOCIIOBEHCKOTO KpAJICTBO €
MUHOpeH. YTmorpebaTa Ha OIIMITHHCKA XEpaJIrKa
olfagHala BO COIUjAIMCTHYKHOT TEPHOJ, Typyu U
aKO OJApENCH THIl ONIITHHCKH aMOJIeMH, HEKOH
JEIIYyMHO 3aCHOBAaHW Ha XEPAIJAHYKUA TPaIUIIHH,
ce mojaBwie MOBTOpHO Bo 1970-tute m 80-ThTe
(Xajmep 2019).

HoB motTMk 3a pa3BojoT Ha OIIITHHCKATa
XepalmuKka ce CIy4Ydsl CO aJMUHHCTpaTHBHATA
pedopma Bo He3aBucHaTa PemyOmmka XpBarcka
Bo 1992/93, Kora eKCIUIMIUTHO OMJIO BKIYYEHO BO
3aKOHO/IaBCTBOTO MIPABOTO HA OMIITUHUTE J1a UMAaT
rpOoBu U 3HaMuma (Zakon o lokalnoj samoupravi
i upravi, 1992(a); Zakon o podrucjima Zupanija,
gradova i opéina u Republici Hrvatskoj, 1992(b)).
[TocnenoBaTeIHUTE MUHOPHHM aJMUHHCTPATUBHU
aMaHJMaHU PE3yJITHpAIe CO CO3[aBamke HEKOJKY
ONIITHHU, Taka INTO JEHEC HMa BKYMHO 556
ommtuau (fedinica lokalne samouprave, enununa
Ha JIOKaJHaTa caMoyIlpaBa € IpaBeH IMOHM IITO
Cce KOPHUCTH 3a CHUTE TOMendu), o4 TPUTE BHUA:
20 orcynanuu (IPBO HUBO Ha mMojei0a, 4ecTo ce
mpeBeayBa Kako OKPYr) KOHWIITO TOHATaMy ce
MOICICHH Ha JIBE BTOPOCTEIICHH Tmozenou, 127
yp6anu onmutuHY (Tpaf) 1 429 pypansu (ONIITHHA).

Ox cBOETO OCHOBamE, MPBUOT 3aKOH 32 JIOKATHA
caMoyIpaBa M agMUHHUCTpanuja ox 1992 roawmnHa
0 TPONHINAT TIPAaBOTO HAa ENWHUINTE Ja THU
yCBOjyBaaT CBOMTE cMMOoin — rpbd u 3Hame (WiI. 9,
Zakon 1992 (a)), a HACKOPO M TPOIEAYPUTE U TIPO-
nvcuTe Oniie pa3BUEHU 32 HUBHOTO YCBOjyBame U
I3ajHUpam-e, Kako IITO € OMUIIaHo Bo M3BemTajoT
Ha Komanosuk, (Kolanovi¢ 2008) (Bumu ucto Taka
Heimer 2009: 167 — 171). IlpBuuanTE 3aKOHCKH
MIPOTTMCH HAJIOXKYBaJIe yCBOSHUTE CHMOOITH J1a Oniat
0I0OpeHH O] IIEHTPAITHUTE JIP>KaBHU BJIACTU JieKa
Iu3ajHOT Tpeba na Ouie ,,0MHIad BO COTJIACHOCT
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Municipal heraldry in Croatia has a long
history that can be traced at least to the 15"
century; some cities used heraldic seals as early
as the 14" century. Occasional grants of arms to
cities were recorded by Habsburg rulers in the 17
and 18" century and even more municipalities
obtained coats of arms in the 19" century. By
the 1930s, Laszowski recorded 111 coats of
arms in use by municipalities in the territory of
present-day Croatia (Laszowski, 1932), but the
number of newly created municipal arms in the
South-Slavic Kingdom was small. The use of
municipal heraldry declined during the socialist
period, although a particular type of municipal
emblems, some based partially on heraldic
traditions, emerged again in 1970s and 80s
(Heimer 2019).

A new impetus for the development of
municipal heraldry happened with the 1992/3
administrative reform in the independent
Republic of Croatia, when legislation explicitly
included the right of municipalities to have coats
of arms and flags. (Zakon o lokalnoj samoupravi
i upravi, 1992(a); Zakon o podrucjima Zupanija,
gradova i opcéina u Republici Hrvatskoj,
1992(b)) Subsequent minor administrative
amendments resulted in the creation of several
more municipalities, bringing the current total
to 556 municipal entities (jedinica lokalne
samouprave, unit of local self-government, a
legal term used for all subdivisions) of three
kinds: 20 zZupanija (1% level subdivision, usually
translated as “county”) further divided into two
kinds of 2" level subdivisions, the 127 urban
municipalities (grad, “city”) and 429 rural
(opéina, “community”).

From its inception the 1992 Law on Local
Self~-Government and Administration prescribed
the right for the units to adopt their symbols—a
coat of arms and a flag (Art. 9, Zakon, 1992(a)),
and soon the procedures and regulations on their
adoption and design were developed, as described
in a first-hand report by Kolanovi¢, (Kolanovi¢
2008) (see also Heimer, 2009:167-171). The
original legislation required that the symbols be
approved by the central state authorities and that
the designs had to be “described in accordance
with the rules of heraldry and depicted on a
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CO MpaBWJIaTa Ha XepaJAuKaTa v 1a Oujie mpruKaxaH
Ha rmoceOeH JOKYMEHT, YMjIITO MPUMEPOK Tpeda
Ja ce yyBa Bo JpkaBHuTe apxuBu* (Ilap. 2, ui. 9,
Zakon 1992 ronuna (a)). buno ytBpaeHo nexa opue
CUMOOJTH MOJKAT JTa OMAAT OIeTICHH 3a yroTpeda Ha
(U3MYKK ¥ IPABHHU JIKIIA, TOKOJKY C€ YTBPIHU JCKa
ce BO MHTEpeC Ha OIMITHHATAa. 3aKOHOJABCTBOTO
HACTO Taka ormdakamnie TPUIUHU 3a ICHTPATHUTE
BJIACTH Ja TO 0JI0MjaT AN3ajHOT, aKO TOj HE OroBapa
Ha WCTOPUCKUTE WM CETAIllHUTE YCJIOBH HIN aKO
TOj HE € JOBOJHO pa3jM4eH oX TpOOT Ha Apyra
OIIITHHA.

Bengnmam oTkako 3aKOHOT CTaHaJl BaJHCH,
OIIIITHHNUTE, 0COOEHO OHUE MITO BeKe MMaJe J13ajH
BO ynotpe0a, 3armovHase Ja ucnpakaar Oapama 10
HaJJIe)KHUTE [EHTpanHu opranu (Buau Tabena 1)
3a 0100pyBamke HA HUBHUTE CHMOOITH.

HaBuctuHa, Konky mro OWIIO MOXKHO JIOcera
Jla c€ BHUJH, JeKa BO NMOYETHHOT MIEPUOJ OJ] aBI'YyCT
1993 roauna 1o jyau 1994 roguna Ouie qoHeCeHU
BKyIHO 16 pemienuja 3a oqo0pyBame Ha rpOOBUTE
u 3HaMmumara Ha ommruHuTe (1 >xymanuja, 12
IpajiOBH ¥ 3 OIIITHHH,

separate document, a copy of which is to be
held in the state archives.” (Line 2 Art. 9 Zakon,
1992(a)) These symbols could granted for use by
individuals, if that were found to be in the interest
of the municipality. The legislation also covered
reasons why the central authorities could reject a
design—if it did not match historical or present
conditions, or if it were not differentiated enough
from a coat of arms of another municipality.

Immediately after the Law became valid,
municipalities, especially those with designs in
use, began sending requests to the competent
central authorities (see Table 1) for approval of
their symbols.

Indeed, as far as it was possible to find out so
far, in the initial period from August 1993 to June
1994, a total of 16 decisions were made appro-
ving the coats of arms and flags to municipalities
(1 county, 12 cities, and 3 communities, two
of them now having the city status) (Fig. 1).
Two of these (Cakovec and Imotski) were only
approvals of coat of arms without a matching

JBE O HHB C€ra [[lepuoa/ . 0406
] Hagaexxen nientpasen asroputer/ Competent central authority
MMaat CTaTyC Ha Irpajl) |Period [appr
(Cn. 1)' JlBe on HuB 1990 Ministarstvo pravosuda i uprave
(Yaxosen u IMoTCKH) 1993 MuHuCTepCTBO 3a IpaBja U aAMUHUCTpaLyja 0
ouiie caMo onoGpeHMja Ministry of Justice and Administration
3a rp6 G€3 COONBETHO (1993 _|Ministarstvo uprave
3HaMe, noneka 1999 M?/II—'II/ICTepCTBO 3'a E?AMI/H.-IMCTpaqua 186
Ministry of Administration
Apyrdt BIydyBaJe DrZavno ravnateljstvo za drZzavnu upravu i lokalnu samoupravu
u rp6 u suame. Cure |9 - ;
p : 2000 Ap>KaBeH ANpeKTOpaT 3a Ap>KaBHa aAMUHICTpaIiija 1 A0KaAHa caMOyIIpasa 20
NOCJIEaAO0OBATCIHHU State Directorate for State Administration and Local Self-Government
01106peHHja ce |00 - Ministarstvo pravosuda, uprave i lokalne samouprave
332 mapor rp6 " |2003 MunncTepcTBO 3a IpaBAa, aAMMHUCTpaLja U A0KaAHa caMoyIpaBa 64
Ministry of Justice, Administration and Local Self-Government
3HaMHIba, OCBEH 3a — ,
Sredisnji drZavni ured za upravu Viade Republike Hrvatske
emHo  (Yakoser  Bo 2003 LenTpaaHa Ap>kaBHa KaHIleAapuja 3a agMMHUCTpanyja Ha BaagaTa na PerryG6.anka
1996 FOI[I/IHa), Kora 2009 Xpsarcka 113
ce omobpwio 3Hame Central State Office for Administration of the Government of the Republic of
3a rpOOT IWTO OHI Croatia
0/:{06peH BO OBOj 2009 - Ministarstvo uprave
2020 MunncTepcTBo 3a aAMUHICTpaIuja 54
TIOYCTCH HEPHOL. Ministry of Administration
Bo cuTe OBHC Ministarstvo pravosuda i uprave
ClIy4dau, OIJIYKHTC CO |2020- |MuHucTepcTBO 3a IpaBJa U ajMUHNCTpaIuja 0
KOUILTO CE O I{O6pyBa Ministry of Justice and Administration

XEPAJIINKA « HERALDRY

IU33jHOT €IHOCTaBHO  Tabena/Table 1. Hajme/KHH eHTpaTHM Tela Bo Kou XepaIgHuKaTa KOMICHja G1Ia OpraHH3HpaHa BO pas-
KONHUpaaT KaKOB OuWIo JHYHNIepHOH co OpojoT Ha (mo3HaTH) u3gageHu ogobpenuja./The competent central authority in which

the Heraldic Commission was organized in various periods with the number of (known) approvals issued.
TEKCT OJ OIMCOT LITO
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OIIITHHATA TO JIaBa BO HUBHUTE JIOKATHHU OJUTYKH,
OupokparujaTa TPETHOCTaByBalla JieKa THE OwuIe
,OMUIIAHA BO COTJIACHOCT CO TMpaBWjiaTa Ha
xepanaukara®“. OnucuTe Bo JIOKAJTHUTE PEryIaTuBU
CeKako He OuJie BO HUKO] CITy4aj, XepaJlJIMIKH OTIHCH,
1 BO Hajaobap ciaydaj MOXKE J1a ce CMeTaar 3a ,,al-
MHHHCTPATUBEH onHc‘‘. MUHUCTEPCTBOTO HEMAIIO
XepalyKa eKCIepTH3a WINM KaKBO OWJIO IIpyro
CPEIICTBO 3a KOHTPOJIa BP3 TOA IITO € Mpu(aTInBo,
ammTo He. [lypy 1 ako HEKOJIKY 0400peHH TpOOBH BO
OBOj TNIEPHOJ CE€ BO COTJIACHOCT CO IOJOITHEKHUTE
HAMETHATH XEPAIJHYKH HOPMH, TIOBEKETO O] HHB
BKJIy4yBaaT KapaKTePHCTHKH INTO K€ T'M HaIlpaBat
IoToa HEmojJoOHW 3a Of00pyBame: eIeMEeHTH
HaJ(BOP O LITUTOT (KPYHH, IAaH/EIIKU CO HATIHCH,
NOAJPXKYBayl, BEHUW M JIEHTH), HEBOOOWYACHU
WIJIM HEJJ03BOJICHU (POPMH Ha LITUT, HEXSPAANIKH
Oowu, armomepariu Ha OpOjHH €IeMeHTH, Hexepall-
JMYKH €IEMEHTH WM cTuin3anuy uTH. Camo eqHa
Ol ONUITHHHUTE CMeTaja JeKa € MOTpeOHO na ce
nobue HOB AM3ajH U HOBO omoOpyBame (Ilar, mc-

flag, while others included both a coat of arms
and a flag. All subsequent approvals are for a coat
of arms and a flag pair, except for one (Cakovec
in 1996) approving a flag alongside the coat of
arms approved in this initial period.

In all of these cases the decisions approving the
designs, the bureaucracy simply copied the text of
the descriptions provided by the municipalities,
assuming that they were “described in accordance
with the rules of heraldry”. The descriptions
in local regulations were, of course, by no
means, real heraldic blazons and at best may be
considered “administrative descriptions”. The
Ministry had no heraldic expertise or any other
means of determining what was acceptable and
what was not. Even if several of the approved
coats of arms in this period conformed to the
subsequently enforced heraldic norms, most
of them include features that would make them
otherwise ineligible for approval: elements outside
the shield (crowns, ribbons with inscriptions,

Cn./Fig. 1. Tp6oBu ofo0peHH mpe[; 0CHOBamweTo Ha Xepa/i[uuKaTa KoMHCHja (co aTym Ha offobpenue) Muunujanute Ha aBropot/Coats of
arms approved before the establishment of the Heraldic Commission (with dates of approval) Initials of the author: Bunkosipm/Vinkovci
(3.8.1993)MM, ITopeu/Porec (30.8.1993)?, ByroBapcko-cpemcka xynanuja/Vukovarsko-srijemska zupanija (8.9.1993)DM, Ocuex/Osijek
(8.9.1993)?, Mosxkera/Pozega (28.10.1993)?, 'akoso/ Pakovo (16.11.1993)ITJ, #Kymara/Zupanja (16.11.1993)IH, Hosurpap - IluraHosa/
Novigrad-Cittanova (16.11.1993)?, Bapaxmun/ Varazdin (26.11.1993)?, Imotcku/Imotski (16.12.1993)?, Ymar/Umag (28.12.1993)?, ar/ Pag
(29.12.1993)HAr, Yakosen,Cakovec (29.12.1993)T, Iyna/ Pula (3.1.1994)?, Kapnosaw/Karlovac (11.1.1994)ZZ, Brato/Blato (29.6.1994)PC.
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TaTa COApXKHMHA Ha
IITHT BO HOB IIp-
TeX, 0e3 KpyHara,
omobpena Bo 1998
romvHa), JOACKa
JIpYT'H OCTaHyBaat
Ha CTaBOT JieKa
“Maat o(uIHjaTHO
omnobpenmu
cuMOoNIM, H He
ce obugeme na
ce ycormacaT co
COBpPEMEHHTE XEPAITUIKY CTaHIaP/IH.

Kaxko u na e, Bo 1993 roauna, J[p>xaBHUOT apXuB
OWJl KOHTaKTUpaH OJf OBUE WM JPYTUTE OMIITHHU
KOUIITO cakaje Ja M JoOujaT CBOUTE CHMOOIH, U
mupekTopoT Jocur KonanoBuk Hackopo cdartuni ae-
Ka HemTo Tpeba 1a ce ctopu (3a )KUBOTOT U JISIOTO
Ha Komanosuk [1938 — 2020], Buau Dobrica 2020).
Toj wHMIMpan pa3roBopu co MUHHUCTEPCTBOTO
¥ ycnean na ru yOeau BiacTuTe Jeka Tpeba na
ce CO3la/ie EKCIIEPTCKO TeNo 3a YNpaByBame CO
nporecot. 3a eqHa roIuHa, TOj yCcIeanl 1a ro HaTepa
MapjJaMeHTOT Jla YCBOM W3MEHH W JIOTIOJHYBamba
Ha 3akoHOT ox 1992 roauwna, AoAaBajku CTaB BO
WICHOT 9, BO KOJIITO CE BENH JieKa ,,MUHHCTEPOT
32 aJMUHHCTpallMja TMPOIUIIYBa IOCTAlKA BO
BpPCKa CO YCBOjyBal€TO Ha TpOOT, PErucTapoT
U JpyTUTE Tpaliamba BO BPCKa CO JU33jHOT U
yrnorpebaTa Ha rpOOBH M 3HAMHIbA HA CIUHHUIIMTE
Ha JokanmHata camoympaBa“ (U 1, Zakon o
izmjenama i dopunama 1993). OBa Ouno mpasHa
OCHOBa 3a CO3JlaBambe PEryJaTUBU H (QopMHUparme
Xepanauuka koMmucuja. Toa OUIO CpeiCcTBO ja ce
3ampe OmpokparwjaTa BO MHUHHCTEPCTBOTO, W Ja
MPOJODKYA Jla HM3AaBa ,,[eHEpHUYKH OJ00peHuja
(mako ymre Tpu ce ,,IpOTHAA™, IBa 3a BpPEME Ha
JNEHOBUTE BEIHAII [0 JIOHECYBambeTO Ha HOBHOT
3aKOH, HO €IeH IypH IIeCT MeCeld IO0TOoa).
KomanoBuk moOwmi 3amada na ce MOATOTBAT BakBU
perynatuBu 3a MUHHCTEPCTBOTO, M 11O KPajoT Ha
clleqHaTa TOJIWHA, Taa HABUCTHHA OWIIa YCBOEHA.
Kaxo pesynrar, ckopo eqHa roguHa Kako He OWiio
HaIpaBeHO OJ00pyBak-e Ha OMIITHHCKA CHMOOJT.

Pezynamusama 3a npoyedypume 3a oopedysarve
epb u 3Hame Ha eOuHUYUmMe HA JOKATHAMA
camoynpaea 00 1994 zoouna (Pravilnik 1994), tn
oJlpellyBa MPOIEAYPUTE 32 TOA KAKO Jia C€ OLEHU
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Cn/Fig. 3. 00/mMI Ha CTaH/IAP/IHU IITHTOBH HA XPBATCKATa OIMIITHHA Xepa/uKa (mpumepu)/Standard shield
shapes of Croatian municipal heraldry (examples): mmnancku/semi-circular (Tucto/Tisno)HA, rorckn/heather
shaped (I'ynosan/Pulovac)BS, dpanuycku/rectangular (Cyma/SunjaJHA, oBanen/oval (Kpk/Krk)HAr.

supporters, wreaths, and cartouches), unusual or
unapproved shield shapes, non-heraldic colors,
agglomerations of numerous charges, non-
heraldic charges or stylizations, etc. Only one
of the municipalities found it necessary to ob-
tain a new design and a new approval (Pag, the
same shield content in a new drawing, without
the crown approved in 1998), while others have
maintained that they have officially approved
symbols and have made no attempt to conform
to the contemporary heraldic standards.
Anyway, in 1993 the State Archives were
contacted by these and other municipalities that
wanted to obtain symbols and the director, Josip
Kolanovi¢, soon realized that something had
to be done (On the life and work of Kolanovié¢
[1938-2020] see (Dobrica 2020)). He initiated
talks with the Ministry and managed to convince
the authorities that an expert body should
be created to manage the process. Within a
year he succeeded in getting Parliament to
adopt amendments to the 1992 Law, adding a
paragraph into the Article 9 stating that “The
Minister of Administration shall prescribe
procedures regarding the coat of arms adoption,
the registry, and the other issues relating the
design and use of coats of arms and flags of
units of local self-government” (Art. 1, Zakon
o izmjenama i dopunama 1993). This was the
legal basis for creating regulations and forming
a heraldic commission. It was also a way to stop
the Ministry bureaucracy from continuing to
issue “generic” approvals (although three more
“slipped through”, two in the days immediately
after the new law was adopted, but one even
six months afterwards). Kolanovi¢ was given

DECEMBER + 2020
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rp0, KaKko Jia ce 4yBa 3allucoT 3a TpOOT U 3HAMETO,
Y HEKOH JIPYTH Tpalliamba KOUIITO Ce OJTHECYBAar 3a
ommtuHckuTe cumOonu (Y. 1, Pravilnik 1994).

Taka, 610 IPONHUIITAHO JACKA OMIITHHUTE Tpeda
na mobapaat omo0pyBame 07 MUHHUCTEPCTBOTO, U
0apameTo J]a TO MOIHECe HUBHUOT TpaIoHaYaTHHUK
(Yn. 2, Pravilnik 1994). bapameTo BKITydyBa ,,0/1Ty-
Ka Ha ONIITHHCKOTO COOpaHue, IMITO BKIY4yBa OIUC
HATpOOT U 3HAMETO BO COTJIACHOCT CO XEPATTHUKUTE
TpaBWJjia U YCJIOBH M HAYMHH Ha HUBHA yIoTpeba‘,
JIBa JINCTa co 00ja Ha TPOOT W 3HAMETO, W ,,ITAIIaH
JOKYMEHT 0J1 XpPBATCKUOT JIPXKABCH apXUB KOjIITO
COZIPKH TOJATOIH 32 MCTOPHUCKH Tpd W aMOIeMu
MTO TH KopucTena ommruHata® (wi. 3, Pravilnik
1994).

PerynatuBara BoBemyBa KOMHCHja 3a Ja
OLICHH JTAM MOJHECEHHOT JU3ajH TO MPETCTaByBa
HCTOPUCKUOT IpO ¥ 3HAMETO Ha Taa OMINTHHA U Ja
OLICHU JTAJTH OWJIe CIIC/ICHH XCPAAMYKUTE MTPABUIIA
u gapyrute 3akoHcku ycnoBu (Un. 4, Pravilnik
1994). Komucujara e yTBpAeHa Aa Oupe cocraBe-
Ha O TeT WieHa Ha OBHE CIELNjaIHOCTH: aJBOKAT,
xepanauiap,
Co Hero mpercenaBa WIEHOT KOj IO HpETCTaBYBa
MUHHCTEPCTBOTO M COCTaBOT Ke OHJIe WCIIONHET
o1 MunucrepcTBOTO 3a ynpaBa. Komucujara mp-
BHYHO Tpebana ja Oujie UMEHYBaHa 01 MUHHCTEPOT

apxuBap, YMETHHK H HCTOpHYap.

CO MaHJaT oA 4Y€TUpHU TOAWHHU. Ha oBue uneHoBu
U CEKpeTapoT MM Omi o0e30eneH HaZoMECTOK 3a
HUBHaTa padora, (MHAHCHPAH Of] ONMIITHHHUTE LITO
Oapaa cumbomnu (Y. 5, Pravilnik 1994). OBa 6o
M0jacHO HABEICHO BO U3MEHHUTE U JAOTOIHYBambaTa
Ha perynarusara oa 1995 roguna (Pravilnik 1995).

3anauynte Ha Komucujata Ouiie HaBEJACHH KaKo:
MpOIIeHKa Ha TIpOOT W 3HAMETO Ha OIIITHHATA,
cobnpame M 00paboTKa HAa HW3BOPH KOWIINTO CE
pENieBaHTHU 3a TIPOLEHKATa W CTPYYHA MOMOII
3a OMIITHHUTE BO MPOLECOT HA JH3ajHUPABE U
ycBojyBame Ha oBume cuMbomu (Un. 6, Pravilnik
1994). Ilporenka OmTa 3a: TOYHOCTA HA JOCTaBeHATA
MOKyMEHTanwja, H300pOT W  COOIBETHOCTA
Ha JIOCTAaBEHHOT JIU3ajH, YCOTJaceHOCTa CO
XepaIMIKUTE MPaBUIa, TOYHOCTA HA OMUCOT HA
CUMOOJINTE M KBAIUTETOT HA YMETHHYKUOT JTU3ajH
(M. 7, Pravilnik 1994). Bp3 ocHoBa Ha mpolieH-
kara, naneHa on Kommucujata, MHUHHUCTEPCTBOTO,
pasrienyBajku TH 3aKOHCKUTE YCIOBH, M3/1aBa MU
0/101Ba 07100pYBaLe Ha OMIITHHATA 32 OTHECCHUTE
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the task of preparing such regulations for the
Ministry and by the end of the next year they
were indeed adopted. As a result, almost a
year passed when no municipal symbols were
approved.

The 1994 Regulations on Procedures for
Determining Coat of Arms and Flag for Units
of Local Self-Government (Pravilnik 1994)
determined the procedures for how a coat of
arms would be evaluated, how the registry of
coats of arms and flags would be kept, and some
other issues regarding the municipal symbols
(Art. 1, Pravilnik 1994).

Thus they required that municipalities
request approval from the Ministry and that
the request should be made by the mayor (Art.
2, Pravilnik, 1994). The request should include
“the decision of the municipal assembly that
includes the description of the coat of arms and
the flag in accordance with heraldic rules and
conditions and modes of their use”, two separate
color pages for the coat of arms and the flag,
and a “written document by the Croatian State
Archives containing data on historical coat of
arms and emblems used by the municipality”
(Art. 3, Pravilnik, 1994).

The regulations established a commission to
evaluate if a submitted design represented the
historical coatofarms and flag of that municipality
and to assess if the heraldic rules and other legal
conditions were followed (Art. 4, Pravilnik
1994). The Commission would be composed of
five members with these specialties: a lawyer, a
heraldist, an archivist, an artist, and a historian.
It would be chaired by the member representing
the Ministry and staffed by a secretary from the
Ministry for administrative tasks. Initially the
Commission was to be appointed by the Minister
for the term of four years. These members and
the secretary were to be paid a fee for their work,
financed from the municipalities requesting
symbols (Art. 5, Pravilnik 1994). This was
stated more explicitly in the 1995 amendments
to the regulations (Pravilnik 1995).

The tasks of the Commission were listed
as: evaluating the coat of arms and the flag of
the municipality, collecting and processing
of sources relevant for the evaluation, and
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rp6 u 3uame (Y. 9, Pravilnik 1994).

Hexonky mocienoBaTeIHH HamucH ce 3aHU-
MaBaaT Cco IEepPEMOHHUjalieH JOKYMEHT, HapeueH
I'pboBHMIIa (MaTpHKyJa), KOJIITO OWJ 3aMHCIEH
Kako MOXHOCT Jia C€ HampaBd 10 Oapame Ha
OIIITHHATA, HA CBOj TpomIoK. Mcrara octanana u
BO IOJIOIHEXKHATA PETYIIATHBA, HO TAKOB JJOKYMEHT
c¢ ymre He Oni u3paboTeH 3a HUTY eAHa OIIITHHA,
1 OCTaHyBa caMo TeopeTcka MoxHOcT. OBa e, UCcTOo
taka moTBpaeHo ox Komanosuk (Kolanovié 2008,
dyc. 6).

Koneuno, mpommcuTe IO  NPONMIIYBaaT
(opmMaToT Ha pErucTapoT Ha OM00peHU TPOOBH
U 3HaMHUBa, BO (popmMa Ha KHHUTa IITO COIOPXKH
OCHOBHHU IMOJATOLM 3a CEKOj JOKYMEHT IITO IO
n3/laBa OJOOPEHHETO: PEeNHUOT Opoj, WMMETO Ha
ONMIITHHATA W HUMETO Ha MECTOTO Ha HEj3MHOTO
CeIMINTE Ha aIMUHHUCTPALH]ja, AAMUHUCTPATUBHAOT
Opoj Ha JOKYMEHTOT 3a WH3JaBame OJ00peHueE,
JaTyM Ha opoOpyBame, OaTyM Ha H3/1aBambe
rpooanna u Oenemku (Un. 13, Pravilnik 1994).
Crnopen mHpOpManuuTe, IOCTalHA 33 aBTOPOT,
TaKBaTa MaTWYHA KHHWIa HHUKOram He Owuia
(YHKLMOHAIHO BOCIOCTaBEHAa WIM  JOKOJKY
Ouna, He OWIa MONOJHYBaHA PEAOBHO. 3aToa,
HE TOCTOM EJMHCTBEH aBTOPUTETEH CIHCOK Ha
cUTe M3JaJicHH OJ00peHHja, U 3aToa HE € MO3HAT
BKYIHHOT Opoj omoOpeHu rpboBu. Ce oOumoBme
Jla Ce PEKOHCTpyHpa BaKBHOT 3aIluC, COOMpajku
JOKYMEHTH 32 0JI00pyBambe Ol OJJICITHA OMILITHHHY,
o0jaByBajku TM pe3yJITaTUTE HAa HEroBara MpeKHa
crpanuna (Heimer 1996) u Bo HeroBure TpymOBH
(xako mTo ce Heimer 2016 u 2019), Ho ocTany-
Ba jacHO JeKa HEKOW OIIITHHH J00uiIe 0J00py-
Bame, HO HE MOJXKEJIe WM He OM MpOou3Bee JI0Ka3.
Mapko Bwures, xoj UCTO Taka HCTpaKyBaJl Ha OBa
mpamame, My MOMOTHal Ha aBTOpoT (B. Vitez
2017). ApxwBata Ha MMHHHCTEPCTBOTO 3acera
€ HelocTalHa U MOXKE J]a OCTaHe Taka c¢ J0AeKa
Ha KpajoT HE ce J0cTaBd 10 J[p:KaBHMOT apXuB.
3aToa, cuTe momaTomHM 3a OpojOoT Ha OJ00peHH
IU33jHH BO OBOj Tpya Tpeba ma ce cMeraaT 3a
OpUOMMKHU M CIIOpEel MOMEHTAJIHO II03HaTaTa
cOCTOj0a Ha UCTPaKyBakETO Ha aBTOPOT. Kako u 1a
e, ciayx0eHuuTe BO MUHUCTEPCTBOTO OMile A0CTa
JpyO€3HHM 3a J1a My J1afiaT Ha aBTOPOT OPOjHU BaKBU
onoOpeHHja oA apXuBUTE Ha MMHHUCTEPCTBOTO,
CeKorai Kora Toa OMjIo BO3MOXHO.
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providing expert assistance to municipalities
in the process of design and adoption of these
symbols (Art. 6, Pravilnik 1994). The elements
for evaluation included: correctness of submitted
documentation, choice and appropriateness of
the submitted design, conformance with heraldic
rules, correctness of the symbols’ description,
and the quality of artistic design (Art. 7,
Pravilnik 1994). Based on the evaluation by the
Commission and considering legal requirements,
the Ministry then approves or denies approval of
the municipality’s proposed coat of arms and
flag (Art. 9, Pravilnik 1994).

Several subsequent articles deal with a
ceremonial document called the Grbovnica
(armorial patent), envisioned as a possible option
to be produced at the request of the municipality
at its own expense. It was retained in subsequent
regulations, but no such a document has ever
been produced and it remains a only theoretic
possibility. This is, also, confirmed by (Kolanovié¢
2008, ftn 6).

Finally, the regulations prescribe the format
of the registry of approved coats of arms and
flags, in the form of a book containing the basic
data from each document issuing the approval:
ordinal number, municipality name and place
name of its seat of administration, administrative
number of the document issuing the approval,
date of the approval, date of issue of the armorial
patent and notes filed (Art. 13, Pravilnik 1994).
According to information obtained by the author,
such a registry book was never functionally
established, or if it was it has not been recorded
in regularly. Therefore there is no single
authoritative list of all issued approvals and thus
the total number of approved coats of arms is
unknown. The author attempted to reconstruct
such a record by gathering approval documents
from individual municipalities, publishing the
results on his web site (Heimer 1996) and in
his papers (such as Heimer 2016 and 2019),
but it remains clear that some municipalities
obtained approval, but could not or would not
produce substantiation. Marko Vitez, who also
researched on the issue (cf. Vitez 2017), helped
the author’s effort. The archive of the Ministry
is unavailable for the time being and may well
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Cn./Fig. 4 Iomumwa u am6nemu (mpumepu)/Fields and charges (examples): egen enement/single charge (Majyp/Majur)?, Ba enemenra/two
charges (ITogcrpana/Podstrana)HA, Tpu enementn/three charges (Cemua/Selca)HA, noseke enementn/multiple charges (Bubume/Bibinje)
HA, uesno/chief (Jonra Motuuuna/Donja Motic¢ina)HA.

Bo jynn 1998 r., MuHHCTEPCTBOTO YCBOWIO
HOBa Bep3Hja Ha PerymaTtmBara, co IITO MaJIKy ce
MPOMEHUIIO UMETO 32 MOTOYHO Aa ONHMIIE 3 IITO
e: Peecynamusa 3a npoyedypume 3a 3adasarve
0000penuja 3a 2pO0sU U 3HAMUILA HA eOUHUYUME HA
noxarnama camoynpaea (Pravilnik 1998). OBa ru
BKJIYYHJIO TJIABHO UCTUTE PEryjaTuBU Kako Bo 1994
TOAMHA, HO TPOLIMPEHH CO HEKOHW MOAPOOHOCTH.
Taka, HEKOM OCHOBHHU NPHHLMUIHA Ha AM33ajHOT HA
cumbouute Owiie BKiIydeHu Bo wieH 2 u 3. [lokpaj
MPUHIUIIOT Jieka TpOoT Tpeba na ce m3paboTH 1o
XepaIMYKUTE MPaBuiIa, Cera ce A0/aBa Jieka rpooT
Ce COCTOM OJ IITHT W COAPXKHHU CaMmoO BO HETO,
JieKa He MOXKEe J1a TO COJAPXKH JIPKABHHOT TpO HIIH
HETOBH JICJIOBHU, M JieKa OIIITHHATA, TI0 MPABHJIO,
r'o Ipe3eMa CBOjOT UCTOPUCKH T'PO, caMO MITUTOT U
HeroBata conpxkuna (Unen 2, Pravilnik 1998). 3a
3HaMHUBbaTa ce J103BOJIyBaaT caMmo ner Oou: Oeia,
CHHA, JOJITa, 3€JeHa W IPBEHA. 3a 3HAMHHATA
Ha OKpy3WTe OWJIO MPOMHIIAHO Ja KOPHCTAT, IO
MPaBUIIO, IBE OOU, J0/IeKa rPajOBUTE U ONIITHHUTE
enna 60ja, co CBOjOT TpO BO CPEIUIITHHOT JeI WU
KOH TIPUIBPCTEHUOT Jell. Pa3MepoT Ha 3HAMeETo ce
onpenenw Ha 1:2 (Unewn 3, Pravilnik 1998).

OcraHatuTe peryjaTdBd BO  Bpcka €O
Komucujara ocramane om 3060p 1m0 300p HCTH,
JI0JIaBajKu caMo Jieka, Tokonky KoMmucujata yTBpau
JieKa JTOCTABCHUTE CUMOOJIM MMAaaT HEJOCTATOIH,
Ke P JIOCTAaBH Ha OMIITHHATA CTPYYHHU yMATCTBA 3a
HUBHO Kopurupame (Hi. 10, Pravilnik 1998) .

[IponmcuTe Bo Bpcka co TeopeTckara rpOOBHULA
U PETUCTApOT OCTaHyBaaT HEMPOMEHETH, CO CaMo
3HAYUTEIIHO 10/IaBabe¢ Ha HAjOCHOBHUTE MPUHLIUIIH
3a HMCTOBPEMEHO MpPUKaXyBambe Ha 3HAMETO:
OMIITHHCKO 3Hame IECHO O] AP>KaBHOTO 3HAME;
Ipajcko WM 3HaMe Ha 3acOHHLATa JECHO Of
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remain so until it is eventually transferred to the
State Archives. Therefore all data on numbers
of approved designs in this paper should be
considered tentative and reflecting the current
state of the author’s research. Nevertheless,
Ministry officers were most kind in providing
the author with many such approvals from the
Ministry archives, whenever possible.

In June 1998 the Ministry adopted a new
version of the Regulations, changing the
Commission’s name slightly to describe it more
precisely: Regulations on Procedures of Granting
Approval to Coat of Arms and Flag of Units of
Local Self-Govenrment (Pravilnik 1998). This
mostly included the same regulations as in 1994,
but broadened them with some specifics. Thus
some basic principles of the symbols’ design
were included in Art. 2 and 3. So, besides the
principle that the coat of arms should be made
following heraldic rules, it added that the coat of
arms consists of a shield and only the contents
within it, that it may not contain the state coat
of arms or its parts, and that a municipality, as
a rule, assumes its historical coat of arms in the
shield and its contents only (Art. 2, Pravilnik
1998). For the flags’ fields only five colors were
allowed: white, blue, yellow, green, and red. As
arule, it allowed the flags of counties to use two
colors and cities and communities a single color,
each with its appropriate coat of arms set in the
center of it or offset to the hoist. The flag’s aspect
ratio was set to 1:2 (Art. 3, Pravilnik 1998).

The remaining regulations regarding the
Commission stayed the same, word-for-word,
adding only that, if the Commission determined
that the proposal submitted had flaws, it should
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OKpY’KHOTO 3HAM€; U aKO CUTE TPH C€ MPUKAKAHH
TOTall, Ol IEBO KOH JIECHO — OKPYT, JApKaBa, rpaj/
3aemHMIA, cuTe riemanu ox yiumara (Ym. 18,
Pravilnik 1998).

EnuHcTBeHaTa TmocienoBaTeNHa TPOMEHa BO
PerynaruBara e nampaBena Bo 2004 romuna. OBue
TJIABHO CE MOBP3aHH CO TEPMHUHOJIOMIKUTE TPOMEHHU
BO aJMHHUCTpAaTUBHATA CTPYKTypa BO XpBaTcKa.
OMNMTHHCKOTO TENI0 KOEMTO MOXe Ja ox00pu
ymoTpeba Ha HETOBHUTE CHMOOIHM ce€ MEHyBa Ol
coOpaHne BO Maructpar (TOeAHOCTaByBame Ha
MOCTANKKTE); CeMak, MOXHOCTa 32 JOJeNyBambe
Ha cuMmOomnTe Ha (U3WYKWATE IMIA € YKWHATa.
BepojatHo HajBaykHaTa TpOMEHa OMJIa OTCTPAaHYBambEe
HAa MaHJAaTOT oJ 4 TOJAMHU Ha Xepanauukarta
KOMUCH]ja, cera Ha3HAueH 3a HEOJPECHO, OJJHOCHO
JI0 CIIeTHOTO HazHauyBamwe (Pravilnik 2004).

IIpBata kommucHja Ouia Ha3HAYCHA IO OBHUE
perynatuBu oj MuHUCTEpOT JlaBopmH Miakap Ha
12 janyapu 1995 (Rjesenje, 1995). Ilpercenaren
Oomn Mupa MapruHel, MTOMOUTHUK MHHHUCTED,
u uieHoBuTe: Maja bejouk — koH3epBartop,
XCPAIJINYKH CITYKOCHUK BO XPBAaTCKHOT JIP)KaBEH
apxuB; A-p Jocun KomaHoBuk — mocTtap apxuBap,
IUpPEKTOp Ha XpBaTCKHOT JAp)KaBeH apxXWUB,;

provide the municipality with expert advice on
how to correct them (Art. 10, Pravilnik 1998).

The regulations regarding the theoretical
armorial patent and the registry remained
unchanged, with the only significant addition
being the basic principles for concurrent flag
display: municipal flag to the right of the state
flag, city or community flag to the right of the
county flag, and if all three are displayed: left-to-
right county, state, city/community, as viewed
from the street (Art. 18, Pravilnik 1998).

The only subsequent changes in the
regulation were made in 2004. They were
mostly covered terminology relating to changes
in the administrative structure in Croatia. The
municipal body which may grant use of its
symbols was changed from the assembly to
the magistrate (simplifying the procedures);
however, the possibility to grant the symbols’
use by physical persons was revoked. Probably
the most important change was removal of the
four-year mandate of the Heraldic Commission,
it now being appointed indeterminately, i.e. until
the next appointment (Pravilnik 2004).

After these regulations, the first Commission

Cn./Fig. 5. Hekon opurnuannu pactutennu enemenTd/Some original floral charges: Tuuko-cemcka skymannja/Licko-senjska zupanija
(Beneburcka gerenuja, Velebit degenia, Degenia Velebitica|HA, JToBpek/Lovrec (miaHuncKu 4aj, winter savory, Saturea Illirica or Saturea
montama L.JHA, Benuna/Belica (kommup, potato, Solanum tuberosum L.)HA, Topuuas /Gori¢an (Hesa6opaBka, forgetmenots, Myosotis
scorpioides L.JHA, Mapyuresen/Marusevec (MomuHa co3a, lily-of-the-valley, Convallaria majalis L.JHA, Tpxosan Bapronoseuxu/Trnovac
Bartolovecki (kouxapka, fritillary/checkered lilly, Fritillaria meleagris L.JHA, Bugoser Vidovec (3senka, cabbage, Brassica oleracea L.)
KC, Kamunosan, Kalinovac (mpacuxka, wild privet, Ligustrum vulgare L.)HA, Jlanmmike /Lanisce (muanypa, gentian, Gentiana lutea L.)HA,
JIwkwan/Liznjan (0puucTpa, Spanish broom, Spartium junceum L.)DD
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npo¢. 3apaBko Tumubap — akaJeMCKH CIHKap

u rpaduyap,
YMETHOCTH TpH YHUBEP3UTETOT BO 3arpeo;

npodecop Ha AkagemujaTa 3a

n-p Aute I'ymun — uctopuuap npu Opmenor 3a
UCTOpYja Ha XpBaTCKaTa akaJeMHja Ha HAyKH W
yMmeTHOCTH; 1 Mupa XopBar — npaBHUK, med Ha
Onnenor 3a MOJMTHYKU CUCTEM M jaBHU YCITyTH Ha
MunncrepcTBoTO, OWiIa Ha3HAYEHA 32 CeKpeTap Ha
Kommcwujara, onq MunucrepctBoto. Kommcwujara,
OocTaBeHa HeWMeHyBaHa BO PerynarumBara, 3a
MpBIAT € TyKa MMEeHyBaHa Kako ,,Kommcuja 3a 3a
JaBamke MHCIEHE MPHU MPOIECOT 32 0J00pyBame
rp60 W 3HaMe 3a eOUHHWINTE Ha JIOKalHaTa
camoymnpasa“ (Povjerenstvo za davanje ocjene o
grbi i zastavi jedinice lokalne samouprave). Oa
nMe OWIOo JOHEeKaje MOJOIHAa MOAH(HUIINPAHO,
HO Pa3rOBOPHO C€ WMEHYBajla €JHOCTaBHO KaKo
Xepanamuka komucyja (mip. Komanosuk Bo 2008 ro
KkopucTd TouMoT [ToBepeHCTBO 3a XepalguKa).

HoBa omryka Ha Xepanguukara KOMHUCHja
Ouna ycBoeHa Ha 14 jynu 1998 (Rjesenje 1998),
3apXKyBajku Tu UcTuTe WieHoBU. OBa 610 Habp30
MIPOMEHETO cO HOBO (popmaiHO ume Komucuja 3a
3a0a6arbe MUciere npu nPoYecom Ha 0000pysarbe
2p0osuU U 3HAMUIA 30 eOUHUYUmMe HA JTOKATHAMA
camoynpaesa (Povjerenstvo za davanje misljenja u
postupku odobrenja grba i zastave jedinici lokalne
samouprave).

[NonaTamomHa ojyTyKa 3a Ha3HayyBama Onia
nonecena Bo 2003 ronuna (Rjesenje 2003), u nos-
topHo Bo 2004 roguna (Rjesenje 2004), mocneana-
Ta CO HEOJpe/IecH MaH/IaT Ha CBOMTE WieHOBH. Of-
mykara of 2004 roguHa ro uzocraBuia Komanosuk
O]l WICHCTBOTO IOPaJM HETOBOTO NMEH3MOHHPAHE
HA MO3UIIMjaTa TUPEKTOP Ha XPBATCKUOT JIPKABCH
apXWB.

Omryknre 3a WMEHYBamke OWJIe CIIOMCHATH
BO omoOpeHHWjaTa 3a CHUMOONHW, HW3MAICHU Ha
ormmtraATe 10 2010 roamHa, Kora mMpakTHKaTa Ha
HHUBHaTa (Gopmyramyja MajKy ce CMEHWIa, Taka
IITO JICTAIATE 32 TOKYMEHTOT 332 Ha3HAYyBambe 110~
BeKe He ce BKIydeHW. HazHauyBamaTa Ha Xepai-
IUYKaTa KOMHCHja OCTaHyBaaT jaBHO HETO3HATH
on 2010 romuHa. ABTOpOT € cBeceH neka bejank
n Tunupap cé ymre OWile akKTHBHHA WICHOBU BO
2019 roguHa, HO OCTaHATUTE YICHOBU OCTAHYBaaT
HEOTKpUEHH.

Komucujata pasBuina HEKOJNKY BHATPELIHH
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was appointed by Minister Davorin Mlakar on
12 January 1995 (Rjesenje 1995). The chair
was Mira Martinec, assistant minister, and
members Maja Bejdi¢, conservator, heraldry
clerk in the Croatian State Archives; Dr. Josip
Kolanovi¢, senior archivist, director of the
Croatian State Archives; Prof. Zdravko Tisljar,
academic painter and graphic artist, professor
at the Academy of Fine Arts of the University
of Zagreb; and Dr. Ante Gulin, historian at the
History Department of the Croatian Academy of
Sciences and Art. Mira Horvat, lawyer, head of
Political System and Public Services Department
of the Ministry, was appointed the Commission
secretary from the Ministry. The Commission,
left unnamed in the Regulation, was named for
the first time as the “Commission for Providing
Opinion in the Process of Approval of a Coat of
Arms and a Flag to a Unit of Local Government”
(Povjerenstvo za davanje ocjene o grbu i zastavi
Jjedinice lokalne samouprave). This name would
later be somewhat modified, but colloquially it
is simply called the Heraldic Commission (e.g.
Kolanovi¢ 2008 uses the term Povjerenstvo za
heraldiku).

A new decision on the Heraldic Commission
was issued on 14 June 1998 (Rjesenje 1998),
retaining the same members. This was soon
amended with the new formal name: the
Commission for providing Opinion in the Process
of Approval of Coat of Arms and Flag to the
Units of Local Self-Government (Povjerenstvo
za davanje misljenja u postupku odobrenja grba
i zastave jedinici lokalne samouprave).

A further decision on appointments was
made in 2003 (Rjesenje 2003), and again in
2004 (Rjesenje 2004), the last one with an
indeterminate mandate for its members. The
2004 decision removed Kolanovi¢ from the
membership due to his retirement as Croatian
State Archives director.

These  appointment  decisions
mentioned in the approvals of symbols issued
to municipalities until 2010, when the practice
of their wording changed slightly, so the details
of the appointment document were no longer
included. The appointments to the Heraldic
Commission since 2010 thus remain publicly

WeEre
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ynaTcTBa W NPUHLIUIKM 33 JAW33jHUpamkEe TpOOBH
U 3HAMHIbA, HO THE HHUKOram He Owie o0jaBeHU
BO wWHTerpamHa Qopma, TyKy Ipe3eHTalujara Ha
MIPOIIEIyPHTE 32 YCBOjyBambe OMIITHHCKH cHMO0IN Ona
objaBena Bo (bejmuk 1994). IemoBu of ,,mpaBmiara‘
W TIPHHIMITUTE MOXE Ja Ce BHIAT BO IIperucKara
W KOMYHHKaIlMjaTa Ha omutuHuTe co Komwucujara,
MUHUCTEPCTBOTO, ApXUBUTE M MEAUYMHUTE, U MOXKE Jia
Ce PEKOHCTPYHpaaT co HaOJbYyBame U MPOYIyBake Ha
YCBOCHHTE TN33jHU.

Bo cekoj cmydaj, ox kpajoT Ha anpui 1995 roauna,
MuHHICTEPCTBOTO MPOIOIKIIIO 12 M3/1aBa 0100peHwja,
cera co MPaBUJICH XCPAJMIKH OIMKC U BEKCHIIOIOIIKA
TOYHH OTKCH HA 3HaMUmbaTa. be3 ornen Ha OMHUCHTE,
JIaJICHH BO JIOKAITHATA OJITyKa, X epaJiuKaTa KOMUCHja
00e30e/111a CBOj XePATIIUYKH OITHC U OITUC HA 3HAMETO.
ABTOPOT ¥ cOOpal ¥ aHATU3UPAT OBHE, JOKAKYBAjKH
JieKa OIMUCHUTE OCTAaHyBaaT MPHIUYHO KOH3UCTCHTHH
U CHCTEMAaTCKH, OTTOram o0e30eqyBajKu OCHOBa 3a
COBpEMEHaTa XpBaTCKa XEpaJANYKa ¥ BEKCHJIOJIOIIKA
cunrakca (Heimer 2016).

Hexkonky TakBM THIWYHHM ONUCH CE JAaJCHU TyKa
KaKo [IPUMEPH, CO IaTyM Ha 0100pyBambe, MPOCIEACHO
co OyKBaJIeH 1 MOCOOABETEH Xepanauuku npeso (Ci.
2):

Moxe na ce 3abenexar HEKOJKY KapaKTEPUCTHKH
Ha XPBAaTCKUOT OMHC, CO3[daJeH oA XepalguukaTta
KOMUCH]a:

Kopucreme 1BOjHO 3Hauewme Ha XEPANJUUKUTE
Oou — 371aT0 U cpedpo, Kako ,,00pa30BHa ajlaTKa‘ 3a Jia
crpeyaT OMITHHCKHUTE MPETCTABHUIIM 12 MHCHCTHpaat
Ha KOPUCTEHE 3JIaTHA U cpedpeHa 00ja BO eMOJIa30HH-
TE.

[lozagmHckata 60ja € ommIIaHa IJIABHO CO KO-
pHUCTEH¢ Ha OmpejeieHaTa MpHIaBka 0e3 MMEHKaTa
,,JIOJIE*, MaKo MOHEKOTall ce J0JaBa U MMEHKaTa, a o~
HEKOTaIll € UCKOPUCTEHA U HelpeieeHa Gopma.

EnemenTuTe ce oONUIIaHU Kako HEONpeeIICHH
WMEHKH.

OmHOCOT Mery eJIeMEHTHTE € OIUIINAH CO KOPWC-
TEHE pPeryJiapHa XpBaTCKa CHHTAKCA.

[IpuMeHeTH ce U HEKOU TPATUIIMOHATHN XPBATCKH
XepaNInIKH MouMH (TIp. ,,rpena’ 3a mojac).

XpBaTckuTe 300poBH 3a ,,iecHO" (desno) u ,,J1eBo™
(lijevo) ce xopucTatr BO HUBHATa XepaJaUIKa CMHUCIA,
O]l TJIeHA TOYKA HA HOCUTEJOT HAa IITUTOT, OJTHOCHO
3HauewmeTo Ha dexter u sinister.

OnaMy Kajie MITO ce YTBPAMJIO JIeKa MOCTOENE HC-
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unknown. The author is aware that Bejdi¢ and
Tisljar were still active members in 2019, but
the remaining members remain undisclosed.

The Commission developed some internal
guidelines and principles for the design of
coats of arms and flags, but these were never
formally published, although a presentation
of procedures for the adoption of municipal
symbols was published in (Bejdi¢ 1994).
Glimpses of these principles and “rules”
could be observed in correspondence and
communication of municipalities with the
Commission, Ministry, Archives, and media,
and could be reconstructed by observing and
studying the designs adopted.

In any case, since late April 1995 the
Ministry continued to issue approvals,
now with proper heraldic blazon and
vexillologically correct flag descriptions.
Whatever the descriptions were provided in
the local decision, the Heraldic Commission
now provided its own blazon and description
of the flag. The author gathered and analyzed
these, proving that the descriptions have
remained fairly consistent and systematic ever
since, providing a basis for modern Croatian
heraldic and vexillological syntax (Heimer
2016).

Several such typical blazons are provided
here as examples, with the approval dates,
followed by a literal and a more proper
heraldic translation (Fig. 2):

Several characteristics of the Croatian
blazon, as in the examples above devised by
the Heraldic Commission, may be observed:

The use of dual naming of heraldic
tinctures Or and Argent, as an “educational”
tool to prevent overzealous municipal officials
from insisting on expensive golden and silver
coloring in depictions.

The background color is described mostly
by using the definite adjective form without
the noun “field”, although sometimes the noun
is added and occasionally an indefinite form
is used.

The charges are described as indefinite
nouns.

The relations between charges are described
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BJIA30H/BLAZON

U zelenome zlatni/Zuti jelen u skoku iznad valovite srebrne/bijele grede. (Jelenje)
Ha 3enmeHo 3;1aTeH/>K0NT €J16H BO CKOK HaJl OpaHOBHIHA cpeOpeHa/Oera rpena.
3eIeHo, 371aTeH eJIeH BO CKOK, CpeOpeH OpaHOBHUICH PEMEH BO OCHOBA.

In the green a golden/yellow stag jumping over a wavy silver/white beam.

Vert a deer salient Or and in base a bar wavy Argent.

U srebrnome/bijelome plava devetokraka zvijezda. (Mala Subotica)
Ha cpebpeno/6emno, cnHa AeBeTKpaka SBe3/a.

CpeOpeHo, crHa JIeBeTKpaKka SBe3/a.

In the silver/white a blue nine-pointed star.

Argent a mullet of nine Azure.

Na plavome zlatna/Zuta $koljka nad zelenim trobrijegom. (Koprivnicki Bregi)
Ha cuHo 3:1aTHa/’%k0Ta IIKOJIKA HAJl 3€JI€H TPOOpeT.

CuHo, 371aTHA MIKOJIKA, TPOOPET BO OCHOBA.

At the blue golden/yellow shell over a green triple hill.

Azure a scallop Or and in the base a triple mount issuant Vert.

U crvenome zlatni/Zuti sekstant, u gornjem desnom kutu plavi grozd grozda. (Orebi¢)
Ha 1jpBeHo 371aTHO/KONT CEKCTaHT, BO TOPHHUOT JISCEH aroJl CHH Ipo3]l Ha rpo3je.
LlpBeHo, 37MaTeH CEKCTAaHT, CHH I'PO3J BO KAHTOH.

In the red a golden/yellow sextant, in the top right corner a blue bunch of grapes.
Gules a sextant Or and in the canton a bunch of grapes Azure.

U crvenome zlatna/zuta kula, gore desno srebrni/bijeli klju¢, gore lijevo srebrni/bijeli srp.
(Ozalj)

Ha npBeHo 3matHa/»xomnTa Kyja, Tope AeCHO cpedpen/0en Kiryd, Tope JIeBO cpedpen/oe cpir.
LlpBeno 31aTHA Kyna Mer'y cpeOpeHHU KIyd U CPIT BO YEI0.

In the red a golden/yellow tower, top right a silver/white key, top left a silver/white sickle.
Gules a tower Or and in the cheif dexter a key Argent in pale wards down to dexter and in
the chief sinister a sickle of the4 same in pale blade to sinister.

U plavom polju zlatno/zuto sidro, iz vrha §tita izrasta zlatno/Zuto sunce. (Plo¢e)

Ha cuHO 371aTHO/5KOITO CHIPO, O BPBOT Ha ITHOT U3PACTyBa 3JIATHO/XKOJITO COHIIE.
CuHO, 371aTHO CHJIPO, 371aTHO COHIIC U3rpeBa OJ1 Tope.

In a blue field a golden/yellow anchor, from the top of the shield raises a golden/yellow sun.
Azure an anchor Or and a sun in splendor of the same issuant from the cheif.

U srebrnome/bijelome polju crvenu prominsku kapu nadvisuje plavi grozd s dva zelena
lista.(Promina)

Ha cpebpeno/6erno mosie npBeHa MPOMUHCKA Kara HaJBUCEHA OJ1 CHH IPO3JI CO JBa 3eJICHU
JIUCTOBH.

CpebpeHo, 1pBeHa MPOMHUHCKA Kalla, BO YeJI0 CUH IPO3J[ CO JIBa 3CJICHH JIUC]a.

In the silver/white field a red Promina hat is topped with a blue bunch of grapes with two
green leaves.

Argent a Promina hat Gules and in the chief a bunch of grapes Azure with two leaves Vert.

Cn./ Fig. 2. Opunujanuure xpBarcku 6;1a30nu 3a rpoosu/The official Croatian blazons for coats of arms
Byksasien nmpeBoj Ha MakefoHCKH jasuk/ literal translations to Macedonian//Xepanguuka repmunosnoruja /Heraldic terminilogy in Macedonian
BykBaneH npeBoji Ha aHrucku jasuk/ literal translations in English//Brasonu na Aurmicku/ blazons in English:
Jeneme/Jelenje (13.5.1995)HA, Mana Cyboruia, Mala Subotica (18.4.1996)DH, Konpusamuku 6pern/Koprivnicki Bregi (25.2.1997)DJE, Opeoux/
Orebic¢ (19.5.2000)?, 03ab/0zalj (25.9.2003)HA, Ilnoue/Ploce 10.7.2013)HA, Ipomuna/ Promina 29.7.2019)ZH.
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TOPUCKH TPOOBH, HUBHATA COAPKUHA MMaja Ipe-
HOCT BO OJIHOC Ha COBPEMEHHTE HOPMH — CO TOa
ce JI03BONYBaJO HMCKIIYYOIM OJi INpaBUiIaTa WITO
CrpedyBaaT BKIydyBame Ha IpKaBHUTE TPOOBH,
MOJIENION Ha TTOJIETO, BKITYUYBahe T1€j3aKU U HECTHU-
TMU3WpaHu Tpaadu uTH. bapameTo 3a ocBeXyBame
Ha YMETHUYKOTO JIeJI0 BO COBPEMEH CTHJI, yCOTJIa-
CyBame CO CTaHAApIHHUTE (OPMH HA IITUTOT, HC-
KIIydyBame €JIEMEHTH HAaIBOP O] INTHTOT UTH., Ce-
TaK OWJyIe CIpoBeyBaHM.

I'memajku Bo KopmycoT Ha omoOpeHH TPOOBHU
on 1995 romuHa 1O neHec, CO HE IMOMAJIKy OJ
421 npumep (cnopen 29 jymm 2020 romuHa),
CHCTeMaTcKaTa aHaln3a € JaJeKy OJ OICeroT
Ha TakBHOT Tpyl. Cemak, MOXe Ja ce CIOMEHar
HEKOM 3aCTHUYKH KapaKTEPUCTUKH, KaKO IITO
MOXE J]a Ce CMeTa KaKO XEpaJIuyKd IPHHIHIT
mrTo XepalandkaTta KOMHCHja TO CIPOBEAyBa Bp3
nu3ajHoT. OBlle ce MPEeTCTaBeHH HAKpaTko, 0Oe3
noceOeH pefocien:

[Ipudarenn ce camo HEKOJIKY (QOpMH Ha ILUTHT,
OrpaHWYEHH Ha IIMAaHCKH IITHT, TOTCKH (TPHAroyieH
LITUT BO opMa Ha cpiie); GpaHILyCKH (CO 3aKPUBEHH
JOJIHY arfii ¥ TOYKa OJf IIEHTapoT Ha JIOJTHUOT pad);
BO CHTE CIly4yau, TOPHHOT JIeJl Ha WITUTOT GopMupa
npaBoarojieH o6JuMK co mpaB pab. Kako wmckiydok

using regular Croatian syntax.

Some traditional Croatian heraldic terms are
employed (e.g. greda “beam” for bar).

The Croatian words for right (desno) and left
(lijevo) are used in their heraldic sense, from
the viewpoint of the shield bearer, i.e. meaning
dexter and sinister, respectively.

Where historical coats of arms are found to
have existed, their contents are given precedence
to the modern norms—thus allowing exceptions
to the rules preventing inclusion of the state
arms, field divisions, inclusion of landscapes
and non-stylized buildings, etc. The requirement
to refresh the artwork to contemporary style,
conforming to standard shield shapes, exclusion
of elements outside the shield, etc. was
nevertheless still enforced.

A systematic analysis of the body of coats of
arms approved from 1995 to today (at least 421
examples at 29 June 2020) falls well beyond the
scope of such a paper. However, some common
characteristics may be mentioned, as well as
what may be considered as heraldic principles
the Heraldry Commission is enforcing on
designs. These are presented here briefly, in no
particular order:

Sl T

Cn./ Fig. 6. Hexkou mo3Hauajuu srpaju Kako eementu /Some distinctive buildings charges: Kotopu6a (mpsena tBpauna) Kotoriba (wooden

fort) HA, Oroxk [6/mcky Burkosiu] (cyBapa)/ Otok [near Vinkovci] (suvara horse-powered millhouse)BV, Kujeso (paspymena upksa o 9tu

B.)/ Kijevo (ruined church, 9th c.) HA, Pykux (MaB3oiej) /Ruzi¢ (mausoleum) HA, Marapenosary (Harena kyna)/ Magadenovac (oil derrick)

HA, Ilynurosim (0yaap)/ Punitovci (shadoof well) IB, Ilogupkasibe (meuxa)/ Podcrkavlje (lime stove) HA, Crapa I'pagumika (moBeuka Kyna) /

Stara Gradiska (hunting sentry tower) HA, ®y:kune (iene3nuuku moct)/ Fuzine (railroad bridge) HA, Knourrap MBanux (maBumjon) /Klostar
Ivanic (well pavilion) MT
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npudareHa e oBasHa Gopma, OrpaHNYeHa Ha OHUE
MIPUMOPCKH 3aeTHUIH cO TakBH Tpaauimn (Cn.3).

OcBeH BO Cilyyad Ha MCTOPUCKH TpOOBU CO Xe-
pajdKa Tozenoda, MmojeiOnTe Ha TOJETO Ce H3-
OerHyBaar, IITO PE3yJITHPa CO MOrojeM Jied Of Ip-
0oBHTE CO eMHCTBEHA O0ja Ha nose. EneMenTture ce
MPETIOYUTA JIa CE OTPaHIYCHH Ha elTHa (PHUTypa WK
IIBE, 10 MAKCUMYM TpH (UTYPH, BO TOj CITydaj YECTO
BKpcTeHH. [loHekorani e MpUcyTHO Yelio BO pasiny-
Ha 0oja, Hocejku mornoiauTeNieH amoieM (Ci.4).

Hako He ce menocHo n30erHaTH, OpaHOBHIHU
JICHTH HE C€ PENOPaYaHy U ce 3aMEHETH CO TIPaBU
€/THOCTaBHU CIEMEHTH.

EnemenTtunTe ce mojaByBaar ¥ Kako CTOjaT Ha PH/I,
TPOEH PHJI WIIK OCHOBA (OJJHOCHO 3€Mja WM MOpE),
KaKoO IITO € TPATUIMOHAITHO 33 XPBATCKO-YHIapcKa-
Ta XepaJIUKa, ¥ OHUE IITO CTOjaT CIOOOHO KAKO
ITO ¢ 00MYaj 32 IPYTUTE XSPATTUUKH CUCTEMHU.

Jonexa roieM 6poj HOBOCO3a/ICHU Xepaland-
KU €JIEMEHTH IIPBIIAT Ce 110jaByBaaT BO Xepaliu-
KaTa, THE C€ MPABHIHO XSPAANYKH CTHIM3UPAHH
(Cn..7) u ce u3bernyBa MPUPOIHO MPUKAKYBALE.
Hekon mnpumepn 3a XepalAM4KH CTHIM3UPAHH
(hnopamau am6nemu Buau Ci. 5. 3rpaaure ce cTu-
JU3UpaaT Kako OMIITH MACATHH 3TPagu O OJpe-
JeH THUI U TIOKpaj CKJIOHOCTa Ja Ce Mpe3eHTHpa
KapaKTepHCTUYHA JOMHHAHTHA 3rpaja BO OMIITHU-

Only certain shield shapes are accepted: semi-
circular shield, heather shaped (heart shaped
triangular shield), rectangular (with curved lower
corners and a point from the center of the bottom
edge)—in all cases the top part of the shield
forms a straight-edged right-angled shape. As an
exception an oval shape is accepted, limited to
those littoral communities with such a tradition
(Fig. 3).

Except in cases of historical coats of arms with
heraldic divisions, field divisions are avoided,
resulting in a majority of coats of arms with a
single background color. Charges are preferably
limited to a single figure or two, to a maximum
of three figures, in which case they are often
arranged in saltire. Sometimes the chief is present
in a different color carrying an additional charge
(Fig. 4).

Although not entirely avoided, wavy bars
(fesses etc.) are discouraged and replaced with
simple straight line ordinaries.

Charges standing on a mound, triple mound,
or a base (being ground or sea), traditional in
Croatian-Hungarian heraldry, and those free-
standing as usual in other heraldic systems, both
appear.

While a number of newly created heraldic

Cn. /Fig. 7. Hexon aipyru HeBoobmuaeHn eniement/Some other unusual charges: CaBoncku Illamar (crinas)/Slavonski Samac (ferryboat)
HA, Ilnuteruku E3epa (Bogomay)/Plitvicka jezera (waterfalls) HA, Bancka (oran)/Ivanska (bonfire)HA, Bpesumuku xym (mymma)/Breznicki
Hum (water pump) HA, Pama (pyaumuka amb6a)/Rasa (miner’s lamp) HA, Xpsame (cau)/Hrvace (baking bell)HA, Bommaru (qpBeH caj co
sxkuto)/Bosnjaci (wooden bin with wheat) HA, Bunuie (me6ep)/Bilice (buoy)?, Tpu6yss (rajoa co pu6u)/ Tribunj (fish crate)HA, EpHectiHOBO
(mpBo co u3penkaHa sxeHcKa riasa)/Ernestinovo (girl’s head/chiseled log/HA.
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Hara (Cn.6).

BriryuyBameTo pelaTMBHO 4ecT IMpHKa3 Ha
¢urypu Ha cBerenl 1 HuUBHUTE aTpudyTn (Heimer
2012).

JokymenTture 3a o0g00pyBame, MPBUYHO,
on 1995 ronmna, BKITydyBaa WHIWKAIIUMA AT
0JI0OpEeHUOT Ipbd € UCTOPUCKHU. 3a0erekanu ce 59
BakBU 0J100peHHUja co OerermKka 3a UCTOPHUCKHOT
rp0 mTo € 0M00peH, pea onucoT. Cenak, OMmIejKu
OpojoT Ha 0TOOPEHUOT UCTOPUCKH TU3ajH CTAHAIT
c¢ TopeoK KOH KpajoT Ha 90-THTe, 1MoYecTo ce
CIIy4yBaJIO Ja ce 0100pyBaaT HCTOPUCKHU TPOOBH
0e3 HUKaKBO TaKBO Ha3HauyBame. [locmeaHoTo
MO3HATO OJI00OpPEeHHe Ha MCTOPUCKHOT Trpld IITO €
jacHO HaBeJIeHO, To HocH Jatymort 28 amput 2002
roguHa (3a uUCTapckata XymnaHuja). MoxeOu
3aroa MTO OX TOj JaTyM, Owiie HOBOCO3AaJeHU
JoNTa HU3a OJ00peHu TpOOBH, MOXKEOU IO MO-
MEHTOT Kora Tpebajio na ce omobpu Apyr uc-
Topucku, oOWYajoT Omn 3abopaBeH. Taka, Ha
npuMmep, ompobpeHneTo 3a rpoot Ha Buc oxm 2
jyan 2010 roxuHa, mWTO € BCYNIHOCT HECOMHEHO
HUCTOPUCKH, HE HOCH TaKBO YKa)KyBam€ HUTY IaK
Koe OMII0 010OpEeHHE MITO Ja CIEIH.

Moxe na ce 3a0enexu JAeKka HHKale BO
OBOj Tpollec HE ce CIOMEHyBaaT IW3ajHEepHTE,

charges first appear in heraldry, they are properly
heraldically stylized (Fig. 7), and natural depiction
is avoided. Some examples of heraldically stylized
floral charges see Fig. 5. Buildings are stylized
as general ideal buildings of certain type in spite
of tendency to present a characteristic dominant
edifice in a municipality (Fig. 6).

Relatively frequent inclusion of depictions of
saints and their attributes (Heimer 2012).

Starting in 1995, approval documents initially
included an indication if the approved coat of
arms was a historical one. There are recorded 59
such approvals with a note referring to a historic
coats of arms preceding the blazon, however,
as the number of approved historical designs
became ever more infrequent by the late 1990s, it
happened more often that historical coats of arms
were approved without any such an indication. The
last known approval with a historical coat of arms
explicitly mentioned is dated 28 April 2002 (for
the Istria County). It is possible that since most of
the coats of arms approved since then were newly
devised, the custom of noting any historical basis
was forgotten. Thus, for example, the 2 June 2010
approval for the coat of arms of Vis (beyond any
doubt a historical one) bears no such indication,

Cn./Fig. 8. JIaBoT Bo xpBaTcKaTa MecHa xepauka/Lions in the Croatian municipal heraldry: Otouan/Otocac (HA), ITepynmg/Perusic (HA),
Iperpapa/Pregrada (VBS) , Bykosap/Vukovar (?r), Ceauia/Selnica (DH)

Cn./Fig. 9. Conuero Bo ucropuckute rpoosu/The sun in historical coats of arms: Pasua I'ope/Ravna Gora (A), Hamuie/Nasice (KN),
Tap-Ba6pura/Tar - Vabriga (HAr), JlacroBo/Lastovo (HAr), 1 HoBogu3sajuupanuot rp6 na lllognosuu/Newly devised coats of arms:
Sodolovci (HA)
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YMETHHUIIUTE KOW TH JU3ajHUpaie CUMOOJIUTE HIIH
IypH ¥ OHHE KOU Jaje HJIIeH 3a Toa ITO Tpeda na
ce Bkiyun. M1 ocHOBauuTe Ha Wiejata 3a AU3ajHOT
W H3BpUIMTENUTE (YMETHUIIMTE) HA JW3ajHOT,
JIOKOJIKY HE C€ €THO T€ UCTO, CE€ YPEIHO 3aIUIIaHH
BO XEpAJMYKHU JIe]la U PETHCTPU/APXHUBH IITO CE
3aHMMaBaaT CO OMIITHHCKA Xepaiauka BO OpojHH
€BpOICKH 3eMju. Moxe Ja ce CIIOMEHE Kako
€/IeH OfI HajroJIeMHUTE IPOITYCTH BO IPOLIECOT Ha
YCBOjyBamk¢ Ha OIIITHHCKATE TPOOBH € INTO HE
BKJIyYHJIO HHUKaKBO Oapame 3a €BUACHTHpame Ha
oBHE JHIa. THe He ce CIIOMEHYBaaT BO JIOKAIHUTE
peryinaTvBU WINM BO apXHWBCKUTE JHOKYMEHTH HUTY
BO of00pyBamara Ha MUHHCTEPCTBOTO, OCTaBajKu
UM ja Tpa3HUHAaTa Ha UAHUTE MCTPAXyBauu.
OTKpUEHNUTE MOAATOLH 3a IU3ajHEPUTE Ce NalleHH
Bo (Heimer 1996).

3AK/IYYOK

Vnorata Ha Xepamauukara KOMHCH]a, (OpMH-
paHa on MHUHHCTEPCTBOTO 32 aJMHHHCTpaIlija
32 HaArJeyBake W BOJCHE Ha TPOIECOT Ha
YCBOjYBame M 0JI00PYBabe Ha OMIITHHCKUATE TPOOBH
Y 3HAMHIHa, HEU3HEHA/TyBAauKH € KIIyYHa BO Pa3BOjOT
Ha XpBaTckara ONIITHHCKAa Xepammuka. Cenak,
XepanadakaTa KOMHACH]a OAUTpajia MCTO TaKa BaKHA
yJaora M BO DPa3BOjOT Ha XpBaTCKaTa Xepalandka
TEOpHja, TEPMUHOJIOTHja W CHHTaKCa BO OITHCOT
(6ma3on) Ha TpOOBHUTE W 3HAMHIbATA IITO TIOMHHYBA
HAZBOpP O[] ONIITHHCKAaTa Xepajauka M UMa ToJIeMO
3HAYCHE 32 XPBATCKOTO XEPAJIMYKO HACIE/ICTBO,
00e30emyBajKki CTaHJAP/ICH ja3HK W OITIITH YIaTCTBA
3a Toa 1ITO BKIydyBa 100ap xepanmmuky au3aji. ll

nor do any approvals that follow.

It may be noted that nowhere in this process
there is a mention of the designers, artists
who designed the symbols or even those who
provided ideas for what to be included. In many
European countries the originator of the idea for
the design—and the executors (artists) of the
design, if they are not one and the same—are duly
recorded in heraldic works and registries/archives
dealing with municipal heraldry. Failing to record
these individuals constitutes a major omission in
the adoption process of Croatian municipal coats
of arms. They are not mentioned in the local
regulations, or in the archive documents, or in
the ministry approvals, leaving a gap for future
researchers. Nevertheless, data discovered on
designers is provided in (Heimer 1996).

CONCLUSION

The role of the Heraldic Commission
established by the Ministry of Administration
to oversee and guide the process of adoption
and approval of municipal coats of arms and
flags has been, not surprisingly, pivotal in the
development of the Croatian municipal heraldry.
However, the Heraldic Commission also played
an important role in the development of Croatian
heraldic theory, terminology, and syntax in the
description (blazon) of coats of arms and flags
that goes beyond municipal heraldry and has
an important influence on Croatia’s heraldic
heritage, providing a standard language and
general guidelines for good heraldic design. l

b WOUS

Cn./Fig. 10. OpguHapuu Bo XpBaTCKaTa MyHUIIUIIATHA Xepa/ijuKa Bo roBophu rp6osu/Ordinaries in the Croatian municipal heraldry in
canting arms: JIowa Cryouia (cryou-ckau: o ckanecr jes mpese3)/ Donja Stubica (stube - stairs: per bend dancety)HA, Knunua Cena
(kmun: Tpu kuna) /Klinca Sela (klin - wedge: piles)HA, Miiet (3e/1en ocTpoB co 31aTeH Gper Bo MopeTo: JjBojHa bopaypa) /Mljet (a green
island with golden coast in the sea: double border) ?, Topgusuu (Tay kpct: ciioeru yesto u croinb6)/ Tordinci (tau cross throughout for T:
a chief and a pale conjoined)?, lepamo (mat. 3uak 3a 10 musbu: none 9 kpatHO npeceyeo )/Dicmo (name from Latin “at 10 miles mark”:
barry of ten)BK.

MAKEIIOHCKN XEPAJI]T 15

JEKMEBPH + 2020



ABTOPU HA TPBOBUTE - AUTHORS OF THE COATS OF ARMS

3anuimaHu aBTOPH Ha IU3ajHOT (HE BS Berislav Schejbal ITJ Ivan Tuna Jaki¢ (redesign)
HYXKHO YMETHHLHMTE KOH IO )me- BV Branko Vujanovi¢ KC Krunoslav Colo
[IyBaaT KPajHUOT [U3ajHOT) WU . N .
YMETHHIIH KOH T0 HHTEpIPETHPAAT DD Dan¥lo Dragosavac KK Krunoslav Kc?vzjl.c’ (redemgn)
HCTOPHCKHUOT MI3ajH (pean3aja). DH Daniel Hampamer KN Krunoslav Niksi¢ (redesign)
Recorded authors of the design (n()t DJE Drazenka Jal§i¢ Erneci¢ MM Mate Medvedovié¢
necessarily the artists executing the DM Dubravko Matakovi¢ (redesign) MT Marijan Trut
final design), or artists reinterpreting FP Frane Paro (redesign) PC Pero Cimbur
historical design (redesign). . ., “
9 Hemosnar/ unrecorded HA Heraldic Art, Mladen Stoji¢ T Tabor Cakovec
) . . HAr Heraldic Art Rijeka (redesign) VBS Vladimir Buzoli¢-Stegu
A Arbi d.o.o. (redesign) MRV .

IB Ivan Balta ZH Zeljko Heimer/

BKBozo Kokan

IH Ivan Herman
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