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part 1I.2: Bitola Inscription, Bitola



1. Intro: Basic Facts



“NI Institute and Museum Bitola”



Bitola Inscription



ZAIMOV 1970, 142

[6523 = 1015]

[6522 = 1014]

Bitola Inscription Reconstruction



1956: Demolition of Mosque, slab 
found, used as doorstep



1956: Demolition of Mosque

> 2 different mosques shown in literature! 
So far unnoticed…?

Mihajlovski, Novi podatoci p. 203; Wikipedia mk



Old Bazaar

1 Mosque 
5 Entrance to fortress

(from Mihajlovski)

Former Location 
of Mosque



Bitola Bazar 
today



Heraclea Lyncestis (outside Bitola)

Origin of the stone slab?



“Curiously, the stone was displayed upside down for decades, with 
the empty back side facing upwards. This was to prevent people from 
reading what was written there. The stone is now displayed the right 
way up, but as an Old Slavic inscription with no reference to Bulgaria 
and no reference to the text.“ 
(https://de.wikibrief.org/wiki/Bitola_inscription)

2. Presentation in the Museum

Foto



Presentation in 2007



Presentation in 2013

Access 
somewhat 
restricted



Presentation today



3. Scanning in the Museum (2023)

Scans and Digital Data: Ruth Tenschert, Leander Pallas, Univ. Bamberg (foreground)
Valentina Ilieva, foreign office, UKLO Bitola; Slobodan Stojkoski, Museum (background)



Scanning in Progress

Scans and Digital Data: Ruth Tenschert, Leander Pallas, Univ. Bamberg



3D Scan



Digital 3D scan ready



3D Scan with textured surface



Digital 3D model



4. Literature



Mošin 1966

Literature



Mošin 1966

Review



Mošin 1966: Slab without later damage Repaired parts



Whatever happened to 
this part of the slab?



VJa 1969, 6
Sofia 1970

Literature

ZAIMOV



ZAIMOV, VJa 1969, 6



National Museum Sofia, after Zaimov



Some additional literature



Transcription by St. Stojkov 2014



Transcription by Bozhilov 1985 (K-M-Enc.)



"Two Stone–Cutters"

lines 1–6

lines 7-12

Mathiesen 1977



R. Mihajlovski: History of Bitola and its Mosques
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5. Insights from the Stone



National Museum Sofia

Q: Wikimedia, mod. S.K.

preserved slab marked



Nat. Mus. 
Sofia

preserved inscription

original inscription



ZAIMOV 
Sofia

preserved inscription

original inscription

> This reco
nstru

ction
 is implausible



ZAIMOV

a. first row on separate stone 
above: implausible from a stone 
cutter’s view



a. edge rounded

> large gap between lines 1 and 2 would be the consequence



Rounded edge: 
> No stone above 
Inscription keeps distance from curve: 
> Rounding older than inscription



Two slots for retaining clips

b. Upper side: Slots



Upper Side

> Slab has been fixed to a wall



Filerimos, Rhodes

Rounded edges in re-used antique slabs serving as door-steps



c. Right side

rough

smooth, 
sawn

old indentations, 
very smooth to the touch 

> not a damage of the inscribed stone  
older than the inscription!



no damages in the lower part

some slight damage here, 
at most ½ of a letter



d. Left side

smooth, 
sawn



slight damages here, but 
but max. 1 letter



up to three letters cut off - 
completely impossible 

on this stone slab

e. Comparison with Zaimov



“The text clearly must 
have spilled over to a lost 
block on the left, and to one 
or more blocks at the top.”

Lunt, Review of Zaimov: 
Slavic Review vol. 31, 2, 
Cambridge 1972, p. 499 



(Border area BG - MK – GR)

> This reco
nstru

ction
 is implausible

Copy in Ključ = Kleidion near Petrič (BG), Belasica mountain  (battle 1014, Samuel beaten; †; 1018 end of 1st Bulg. kingdom)



Conclusion: Reconstruction of the original inscription

probable:

wrong:



6.1 Dating the Inscription



Transkription St. Stojkov

Dating the Bitola inscription

extralinguistic facts to base the date on



Dating the Bitola inscription

“… it is particularly important to date the Bitolja inscription as 
accurately as possible. […] 
Everything thus turns on the almost completely obliterated 
date in line 11, which Zaimov gives as 6522 (= 1013-1014), and especially 
on the value of its second numeral.“ 

Robert Mathiesen, The Importance of the Bitolja Inscription for Cyrillic 
Paleography. (SEEJ 21, 1977, 1, 2)



[6522 = 1014]

Zaimov, plate 2

Dating the Bitola inscription



Zaimov, plate 3



Ѕ Ф К В 

Ѕ Ѱ М В

Lunt’s 
suggestion

[6522 = 1014]

[6742 = 1234]



Zaimov: ЅФКВ! 
[6522 = 1014]  
Lunt: ЅѰМВ?  
[6742 = 1234]

ЅѰМВ

"M" only assumed to fit Ivan Asen II 
… but DOES NOT fit the available space!

see the size of a "M" here



Maybe no date at all?

R. Mathiesen, On the Importance … 1977

!



҂ Ѕ     Ѱ    ?      В

Date titlo no titlo 
no number

Fig.: Leander Pallas, Uni Bamberg



҂Ѕ҃ Ѱ҃ ? ҃ В Ь Л Ѣ О Т
first step: ҂Ѕ҃ Ѱ҃ ? ҃

> It is a number (see the titla) 
> Second numeral is a Ѱ҃ 
> Because of psi > not 11th century (67##) 
> Three-digit number! 3rd digit decimal or single? 
> Possible letters: decimal К, Л; single: А, Д, Е  
> Different segmentation: вь лѣ[то] оть …?



҂Ѕ Ѱ ?  

> 3rd numeral decimal: К, Л? 
> 6720 or 6730 > 1212 or 1222 
> Ivan Assen II rules 1218–1241 
> Only Л fits the reign of Ivan Assen II 
> But: Theodore Komnenos Doukos rules over Mak. since 1216; 
Ivan Assen II only after 1230 > 3rd numeral no decimal

҂Ѕ Ѱ Л К? Л?



https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Theodore_Komnenos_Doukas

1222 (third digit = К) does not fit Ivan Assen II



҂Ѕ Ѱ ?  

> 3rd numeral single: A, Д, Е? 
> 6701, 6704 or 6705 > 1193, 1196 or 1197 
> Ivan Assen I: tsar 1190–1196, †1196 
> A or Д would fit Ivan Assen I

҂Ѕ Ѱ A|Д? А? Д?



҂Ѕ҃Ѱ҃Д҃  В Ь Л Ѣ О Т
Kempgen: ҂Ѕ҃ Ѱ҃ Д҃

Conclusion 6.1
> It is a number (contra Lunt via Mathiesen) 
> Three numerals; 3rd place single no. (not a decimal no.) 
> Decimal: К, Л (Л = 1222); Single: А, Д (А = 1193, Д = 1196)  
> Text (also) references 11th century (> Aaron)  
> Different segmentation: вь лѣ[то] оть …?



҂Ѕ҃ Ѱ҃ Д҃  

> It is a number (contra Lunt via Mathiesen) 
> Three digits; 3rd place single no. (not a decimal no.) 
> Decimal: К, Л (Л = 1222); Single: А, Д (А = 1193, Д = 1196)  
> Text (also) references 11th century (> Aaron)  
> Го ЛтѢ[А] (Gen., Zaimov) wrong; possibly Ь

Conclusion 6.1

Го
Kempgen: ҂Ѕ҃ Ѱ҃ Д҃ a real Го from the inscription itself



6.2 New Reading



New Reading

This line is well 
readable or 
reconstructable

ЛѢ ОТЬ СТВОРЕНЇА МИРА

Photo



СЪ ЖЕ В . . . . ЦР҃Ь

Astonishingly, so far there 
are rarely any hypotheses 

for this place

New Reading

Photo



СЪ ЖЕ В . . . . ЦР҃Ь
Linguistics: 
1) Adjective or Noun (Name) 
2) One Word  
3) Starts with V… 
4) Has five letters

New Reading



СЪ ЖЕ ВАСІЛ ЦР҃Ь
Ivan Asen I: “Seals bearing the inscription Ivan 
«basileus» (or emperor) of the Bulgarians were 
found in Constantinople and other 
places.” (Wikipedia en: Ivan_Asen_I)

Zar 1187/88 – 1196

New Reading

Use of title from 1187

Top parts of all red letters clearly visible



ВЕЛИК: in principle a good candidate, but 
definitively does not match the shapes of letters! 

> ВЕЛИК

Wrong Reading

И. Божилов 
К-m Енциклопедия 
vol. 1, Sofija 1985

СЪ ЖЕ ВЕЛИК ЦР҃Ь



В А С І Л ЦР҃Ь
Digital Model

Fig: Leander Pallas, Uni Bamberg



Conclusions 6.1. + 6.2

Date (Year) Name / Title



Conclusions 6.1. + 6.2

Year has three digits: ҂Ѕ҃Ѱ҃Д҃ = 1196 > Ivan Asen I (date of passing)

Name/Title: BASIL CAR’ = Ivan Asen I.



New dating of the inscription
> Inscription made ≥ 1196 (if death of Ivan Asen I. is referenced);  

> "1230/31" [after battle of Klokotnitsa], by Ivan Asen II., who regained 
Macedonia from Theodore Komnenos Doukos

Battle 9.3.1230; known activities by Ivan Asen II in 
the same year (> Athos) 
> Building began October 20, 1230? 
> Building finished month '????', either 1230 or 
probybly 1231.



New dating of the inscription
> Inscription made ≥ 1196 (if death of Ivan Asen I. is referenced);  

> "1230/31" [after battle of Klokotnitsa, 9.3. 1230], by Ivan Asen II., who 
regained Macedonia from Theodore Komnenos Doukos

“His troops swept into Theodore's lands and conquered dozens of Epirote towns. They 
captured Ohrid, Prilep and Serres in Macedonia […]. Ivan Asen placed Bulgarian 
garrisons in the important fortresses and appointed his own men to command them and 
to collect the taxes […]. He made generous grants to the monasteries on Mount Athos 
during his visit there in 1230 […]. 

Ivan Asen’s conquests secured the Bulgarian control of the Via Egnatia (the important 
trade route between Thessaloniki and Durazzo). (Wikipedia en: Ivan_Assen_II)



6.2. New readings

КНА?Б

ЬЦН?

ЬЖ?
?

?

? ? ?

Л В/Ь

?



Т(О)МОУZAIMOV Rec.



Т(О)МОУ> ZAIMOV Rec. def. wrong

?

? ?

? ?



Т(О)МОУ

6.3 Smaller Corrections



TO1. new letter(s) readable: TO,  
as Moshin assumed: (TO) Т(О)МОУ

Small Correction 1



"CE"ZAIMOV wrong: 

Small Correction 1



2. ZAIMOV: Superscript t. > No trace whatsoever

Small Correction 2



ZAIMOV

3. "M" damaged, but preserved; no trace of Ь.

Small Correction 3



Photo before damage

Zaimov pl. 3Zaimov pl. 2

4. Damaged Ы   
incorrectly 
repaired

Small Correction 4

char. too wide + Ꙑ 
from second stone cutter



Small Correction 5

New: clearly readable superscript

Repro Sofia

Zaimov

Stojkov

5. Superscript 'a' present: ꙀЛа[ТО]



5. Superscript-a present

Small Correction 5

Word ꙀЛа[ТО] very probable. 
"lots of gold taken": battle of 
Klokotnitsa 1230,  
Ivan Asen II, from Theodorе



6. Superscript-ꙁ present

Small Correction 6

New: superscript Ꙁ 
recognizable on digital 
model - just below the 
superscript a. Easy to 
mistake for dirt. 
> РАꙁ[###]



"First mention of Bitola"

Б  Ы  Т  О  Л  Ь

Гр А Д Ъ С Ь Б Ы Т О Л Ь



[зи]даемъ и дѣлаемъ Їѡаном самодрьжъцемъ блъгарьском 
[по]мощїѫ и молїтвамї прѣст҃ыѧ владч҃ицѧ нашеѧ Бц҃ѧ ї в 
[ст]ѫпенїе і ҃в҃ врьховънюю апл҃ъ [.] съ же градь дѣлань быст  
[ѹбѣ]жище и на сп҃сение ї на жиꙁнь бльгаромъ [.] начѧть же 
градь сь Бытоль мц҃а октовра въ к҃ [.] коньчѣ же сѧ мц҃а 
исх[одѧщ…] [……… у  ……] [б]ысть бльгарїнь родомь ѹ[…]  
к[???…………………………] [б]лаговѣрьнѹ сꙑнь Арона с[…] 
[ь]ж[?] […………………] [самодр]ьжавьнаго ꙗже ı раꙁбїсте 
[ь]ц[??]  [……] [ї[.][в[……………]ıа кде же вьꙁꙙто бꙑ ꙁла[то] 
[ ……………………………] […]фоꙙ [.] съ же Васил црь҃ раꙁ- 
[………………………] ҂Ѕ҃ Ѱ҃ Д҃ вь лѣ[тo] оть створенїꙙ мира 
[…………………………………] томоу исходꙙщѹ

7. The text so far …



Conclusion

•Close inspection of the actual 

stone philologically important 

•Implications for rec. of
 the text 

•Uncertainty about inscription 

greater than before



Digital model allows 

new readings plus 

verification (or not) of 

previous suggestions

Conclusion



Meeting at the Rectorate of UKLO, 
with rector prof. Nedelkovski
Bitola News and UKLO News, , May 3, 2023
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