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Изкуствоведски четения 2025. Изкуства и архиви 

The Making of Traditional Music Instruments 
in the Republic of North Macedonia as a Significant Segment 
of the Preservation of the Older Musical Instrumental Tradition
Производството на традиционни музикални инструменти 
в Република Северна Македония като важен сегмент за запазване 
на по-старата музикално-инструментална традиция

Gorancho Angelov1 
Music Academy, Gotse Delchev University, Shtip 

Горанчо Ангелов 
Музикална академия, Университет „Гоце Делчев“, Щип

Abstract: This text, presenting the crafting of traditional musical instruments in the territory of pres-
ent-day Republic of North Macedonia, will seek answers to questions such as: who makes the musi-
cal instruments, from whom they learned this craft, what tools they use, why they make them, where 
they obtain the materials for their production, how economically viable this craft is, as well as a num-
ber of other questions for which we seek answers directly from the creators of musical instruments. 
Through the proposed article, I will include some of the masters who craft folk musical instruments, 
as well as publications from Macedonian and foreign researchers on the topic.

Keywords: craft, profession, musical instruments, making, tools

Абстракт: Този текст, представящ изработването на традиционни музикални инстру-
менти на територията на днешна Република Северна Македония, ще потърси отговори на 
въпроси както следва: кой прави музикалните инструменти, от кого е научил този занаят, 
какви инструменти използва, защо ги прави, откъде получава материала за изработката 
им, колко икономически изгоден е този занаят, както и редица други въпроси, на които 
търсим отговори от самите създатели на музикални инструменти. Чрез предложената 
статия ще включа някои от майсторите, които изработват народни музикални инстру-
менти, както и публикации от македонски и чуждестранни изследователи по темата. 

Ключови думи: занаят, професия, музикални инструменти, изработка, инструменти

The cultural development of people and communities involves the creation 
and practical implementation of numerous contents related to their lives. These 
matters have been preserved to this day thanks to the oldest method of trans-
mission, the oral transmission of acquired knowledge from generation to genera-
tion. In the cultural development of people, in addition to the numerous contents 
and forms of expressing their feelings, music is a type of sound expression that 
a person manifests through singing or playing a musical instrument, and this has 
an important meaning in their lives. Song and singing, as an integral part of man, 
represent an ancient form of musical expression and have been practised by most 
people, while playing is a more complex phenomenon. For what reasons is it more 

1  Gorancho Jakim Angelov, PhD, is a Professor at the Music Academy, Goce Delcev University, Stip (Republic of North 
Macedonia, Krste Misirkov, 10A, 2000, Stip). Areas of research: musical folklore, folk instruments and folk songs. Author 
of the books: ‘The musical instrument kemane in Macedonia’ and ‘The zurla tradition in the Republic of Macedonia’. 

E-mail: goranco.angelov@ugd.edu.mk
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complex? For singing, the human voice, which a person acquires from birth, and a 
certain musical talent with which that person expresses the different pitches and 
the intended poetic content. In addition to musical talent, playing requires a mu-
sical instrument through which the player can highlight his musical creativity and 
express his musical feelings through playing, which in itself is a more complex phe-
nomenon that is the result of the skills and knowledge of the player and the techni-
cal and tonal capabilities of the instrument he plays. For these reasons, singing as 
a form of expression is more present in different contexts of human life compared 
to the use of musical instruments, which are also present in certain contexts. In 
any case, musical instruments, through the music created by the skilled hands of 
the player, were and still are an integral part of people’s lives and had a certain 
function depending on the event in which they were used. Andrijana Gojković says 
that there are few moments in a person’s life in which musical instruments do not 
play a part in some way. She points out several functions for the role of musical in-
struments, such as the purely musical function, the religious, the magical-ritual and 
the practical function (Gojković 1994: 100). This multifaceted use indicates that 
they are actually present throughout the entire life cycle and their use is adapted 
to the contexts in which instrumental music is present. Of all the functions covered 
by Gojković, the most dominant today is the practical and musical function of in-
struments. 	 On the territory of present-day Republic of North Macedonia, mu-
sical instruments that had greater or lesser use in different periods of history are 
still present today, a situation that was influenced by various factors such as the 
socio-political circumstances in the country, cultural influences from within and 
out, as well as the acceptance of the instruments by the ethnic groups living on 
the territory of Republic of North Macedonia. In the use of instruments and their 
representation, the players themselves take a major role, and the audience, as a 
consumer of music who, at a certain time, needs music and musical instruments 
on various occasions. As an inevitable factor, I will also mention the economic 
side of music, which indicates that playing and music as a craft have already been 
reduced to a professional level, and musicians secure financial gain through their 
activities.

The use and presence of folk musical instruments also imply their production, 
which is of fundamental importance for the survival and preservation of the instru-
mental tradition. In addition to the numerous crafts that people developed, there 
was also the making of musical instruments, a craft that was rare because musical 
instruments were devices that were not used by the majority of people, but only 
by talented players2.

To create a musical instrument that will possess the necessary tonal and tech-
nical expectations of the players, appropriate skills and knowledge are required, 
and through their application, a musically functional instrument will be achieved. 

2  It is an indisputable fact that in the 21st century, musicians have financial gain for their playing, 
which is an adequate stimulation for their dedicated time in mastering the instrument and the 
repertoire required of them.
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The prevailing opinion in the field is that this craft did not stand out as a separate 
one, and that musical instruments were made by carpenter craftsmen who made 
objects from wood, who had the appropriate tools and knowledge to process the 
necessary material. These craftsmen made instruments to order from the players 
and according to the dimensions of the instruments the players owned and played. 
Nowadays, specialised craftsmen are actively working who do not make other ob-
jects in their workshops except musical instruments and are focused on perfecting 
the technical and tonal performances of the instruments3. In the tradition, there is 
also the practice of players making their own instruments to play on, which is due 
to several factors, such as the desire to play on an instrument made by their own 
hands, the inability to buy an instrument, or curiosity. When these attempts result 
in the creation of an instrument that meets expectations, it is put into use; if the 
instrument is musically non-functional, it remains merely a prop without a musical 
function. The making of folk musical instruments, both in the past and today, is a 
rare and noble craft, which a few master craftsmen still practise. These people 
possess the appropriate skills and tools to create a functional musical instrument 
from various natural and animal materials. There are publications about the pro-
duction of musical instruments on the territory of the Republic of North Macedonia 
from the past to the present, in which you can see which instruments and in which 
regions and cities they were produced, and information related to the organology 
of the instruments and their production is also included (Djordjević 1926; Širola 
1932; Firfov 1947; Klickova 1960; Klickova 1964; Dević 1977; Cepenkov 1980; Linin 
1986; Djimrevski 1980; Djimrevski 1996; Firfov & Hadzimanov 1999; Djimrevski 
2000; Angelov 2012; Angelov 2012а; Angelov 2014 Angelov 2014a; Angelov 2017; 
Angelov 2017а; Angelov 2019; Angelov 2021; Angelov 2022; Angelov 2023). 

In this text, I present masters of folk instruments from different generations. 
Before I cover today’s makers, I will briefly introduce the makers who have con-
tributed to this craft, some of whom no longer make instruments and some who 
have passed away, respecting their manufacturing activities in this craft and their 
contributions to the Macedonian instrumental tradition. 

A maker who left behind numerous instruments is Jovan Mitev-Vano from 
the village of Injevo, Radovis region, a player and maker of Injevo bagpipes, which 
stand out for their tuning and the binding of their component parts (Angelov 2014a: 
199). Bagpipe player Jovan Mitev-Vano was born in 1942 in the village of Injevo, 
Radovis region, where he lived until the end of his life. Bagpipe players still use 
instruments made by Jovan. In Zletovo, the instruments kemane, tambourine and 
duduce were made by Ljube Ivanov, who was a kemane player. Ljube was born in 
1950 in the village of Mushkovo, Kratovo region, and lived in Zletovo, where he lived 
until the end of his life (Angelov 2014). In Delchevo, kemane were made by Slave 
Petrovski, who was also a kemane player. Slave was born in 1940 in the village of 
Vetren, Delchevo region, and lived in Delchevo, where he had his own workshop 

3  Nowadays, most instrument makers, in addition to making instruments, have another profession, 
which we will discuss later.
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(Angelov 2014). Slave is also deceased. The maker and instrumentalist of the 
kemane, Metodi Zlatkov from the village of Zvegor, Delchevo region, where he 
lived until the end of his life (born in the village of Bigla, Delchevo region, in 1929), 
made a kemane that combines several folk musical instruments. These innovative 
phenomena show us how inventive makers and instrumentalists can be, so that 
in addition to the sonic performance of their instruments, they also strive to leave 
a special visual impression (Angelov 2014). In Makedonska Kamenica, kemanes 
were made by the kemane maker Kiro Simonovski, born in 1949 in the village of 
Kosevica, Makedonska Kamenica region and living in Makedonska Kamenica. Kiro 
had made a large number of kemanes and was known for performing with his wife 
Lefka, who was the only woman to play the kemane (Angelov 2014). One of the 
most famous master makers of the kaba zurla in Macedonia was Fariz Hajrula, 
born in Tetovo in 1949, where he lived until the end of his life. Fariz came from a 
family with a long tradition of playing the kaba zurla (Angelov 2019, Angelov 2023 
). I will conclude this part of the presentation with the master Dragi Kostovski 
from Stip, born in 1947 in the village of Kalimanci, Vinica region, who has lived in 
Stip since 1972, who made bagpipes, kemanes, tambourines, and duduk (Angelov 
2012). This maker no longer makes instruments due to his age, which indicates 
that each maker has a certain period during which he makes instruments. The 
makers of folk musical instruments covered so far have made a large number of 
musical instruments in their lifetimes that are still in practical use today. 

In the third decade of the 21st century in the Republic of North Macedonia, 
this craft is still present in some towns and villages, maintained by several makers 
of different ages who actively work in their workshops on folk musical instruments, 
contributing to the continuation of the Macedonian instrumental tradition. Dragi 
Atanasov is a long-time maker of some of the Macedonian musical instruments, 
as well as a long-time folk artist-performer of folk instruments and maker of the 
kemane, bagpipes, and tambourine. Dragi was born in 1962 in the village of Kostin 
Dol, Kocani region, and has lived in Kocani for many years (Angelov 2014). In addi-
tion to playing, he is one of the rare masters who selflessly pass on their acquired 
knowledge of instrument making to young people who show an interest in instru-
ment making4. The kemane instrument, once very popular in the Kriva Palanka re-
gion, is made by Slavko Gjorgievski. Slavko was born in 1944 in the Kriva Palanka 
village of Mala Crcoria and has lived in Kriva Palanka for many years (Angelov 
2024). Despite his age, to this day, he still makes kemane, which is the result of 
his desire to contribute to the preservation of this instrument, which he says has 
greatly diminished the interest among young people in playing the kemane. On the 
map of makers, although with a smaller number of instruments made, we will in-
clude Ilija Blazhevski, born in 1956 in the village of Leskoec, Ohrid region, where 
he lives (Angelov 2023). Ilija makes several folk instruments, including the bagpipe, 
shupelka, duduk, and several zurlas. Ilija, although in smaller numbers, still makes 

4  Boban Anakiev from Kocani, the youngest instrument maker, took up the craft from him, whom we 
will discuss below in the text.
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instruments in his workshop in the village of Leskoec. In Struga, Rade Lozhankoski, 
a very active maker of zurlа and drums (tapan), was born in 1954 and still resides 
there today. He made his first zurla in 2010 and has been actively making zurla 
and its components since then. Rade also makes drums to order (Angelov 2012a, 
Angelov 2023). The making of zurlas is also present in the city of Kicevo, a city in 
which a large number of zurla makers and zurla-making groups operate. Very well 
known among zurla makers in the Kicevo and Debar regions, but also more widely 
on the territory of the Republic of North Macedonia, is the zurla master, Velomir 
Krstevski-Veljo, born in 1957 in Kicevo, where he still lives today. This master 
makes exclusively yaram-kaba zurlas and is also involved in woodcarving (Angelov 
2012a, Angelov 2023). Among the zurla players from all regions of the Republic of 
North Macedonia, Veljo is still regarded as a master who makes very high-quality 
zurlas. In the Kicevo region, zurlas are also made by Vecko Stojkoski, born in 1950 
in the village of Popoec and living in the Kicevo village of Knezino. Vecko makes 
yaram-kaba zurlas for the needs of zurla players from Kichevo and Debar. Vecko is 
still actively making zurlas today; thus, together with Veljo, they meet the demands 
of the zurla players from that region and at the same time contribute to the pres-
ervation of the zurla instrumental tradition.  Ljuben Jurtoski, born in 1963 in Prilep, 
is the man who has maintained the bagpipe (gajda) tradition in the Prilep region 
and throughout the Republic of North Macedonia for many years (Angelov 2021). 
The making of folk musical instruments in Prilep has been present since the distant 
past and has a long tradition, especially the making of bagpipes, as Vera Klickova 
writes about (Klickova 1964)5. Ljuben made his first instrument around 1995, which 
was a melodic tube for the bagpipe (gajdarka), and then he made the other com-
ponents, as Ljuben says: Bagpipe Set6. Ljuben is still actively making musical in-
struments, such as the bagpipes, kaval, zurla, duduk, shupelka, and drums. One of 
the most famous instrument makers in the Republic of North Macedonia, who has 
been making instruments for over thirty years, is Stojanche Kostovski from the vil-
lage of Viniche near Skopje, born in 1951 (Angelov 2023)7. Stojanche makes the 
instruments bagpipe (gajda), kaval, zurla, duduk, shupelka and drum (tapan). This 
master still makes instruments in huge numbers, due to their demand and, above 
all, the quality of their work.Tomislav Petrov from Stip is one of the tambourine 
makers whose manufacturing activity has been booming in the third decade of the 
21st century. Tomislav was born in 1979 in Stip, where he lives and works. Before 
starting to make tambourines, he was engaged in woodcarving, which he started 
in 2001, while simultaneously repairing and restoring instruments, mostly stringed 

5  Ljuben also remembers that there was a shop in Prilep where bagpipes were made, a shop where 
several generations of craftsmen worked. The oldest master was Vele, who was succeeded by Orde. 
Orde was succeeded by his son Tome.
6  A set refers to all the components of the bagpipe: airbag (kozha, mev), melodic tube (gajdarka), 
low drone bourdon (brchalo) and a blowpipe (duvalo).
7  Stojanche is one of the most prominent instrumentalists of the kaval, bagpipe (gajda), shupelka 
and zurla and was a long-time instrumentalist in the state ensemble for folk songs and dances 
“Tanec” in Skopje, where he retired a few years ago. He is also considered an excellent drummer.
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instruments. His knowledge of woodworking technology as the basic material in 
carving was of great help in the production of the tambourine and its components, 
which contributed to the creation of very high-quality instruments, both in terms 
of tone and aesthetics. Currently, tambourines made by him are in high demand 
among players, which indicates that they are high-quality instruments in every as-
pect. Another instrument maker working in Kocani is Boban Anakiev, one of the 
youngest registered masters to date, born in 2001 in Kocani, where his workshop 
is also located. Boban’s love for making instruments was instilled in him by Dragi 
Atanasov, who also taught him to play the bagpipes and kemane. The kemane in-
strument is the first instrument that Boban made in 2017. After perfecting his skills 
in making kemane, Boban also began making tambourines and bagpipes (Angelov 
2022)8. This young maker, with his work, contributes to the preservation of the 
older instrumental tradition, and given his age, it is a fact that in the future he will 
be one of the greatest bearers of this craft in the Republic of North Macedonia.In 
the city of Bitola, at the beginning of the third decade of the 21st century, the long-
time bagpipe (gajda) player Sinisha Grujoski, born in Bitola in 1978, began making 
folk musical instruments. He lived in Kicevo until 2012, after which he moved to 
Bitola. Before he started making bagpipes, Sinisha restored old bagpipes made by 
other masters, noting the dimensions of the bagpipes’ component parts (gajdarka 
and brchalo), which was of great help to him when he started making bagpipes. 
He officially opened his workshop in 2020, having previously purchased the nec-
essary tools for processing the materials for making the component parts of the 
instruments and, of course, purchasing appropriate materials ready for processing 
and obtaining a musical instrument. In addition to bagpipes, he also began mak-
ing šupelka and duduk. In the context of the narrower interest, whether this craft 
is hereditary, Sinisa is the first in his family to make instruments, and this is not an 
inherited craft. He has created numerous instruments and, relatively quickly, be-
came one of the main bagpipe makers in the Republic of North Macedonia, which 
is due to his many years of experience as a bagpipe player, an experience that he, 
through his keen ear, implements on the bagpipe and other instruments he makes.

Conclusion
The manufacturing crafts that people developed aimed to make various ob-

jects from certain materials, objects that would serve individuals or communities. 
Regardless of the craft in question, it was carried out by people who possessed 
special skills to create the desired objects or tools from certain materials. In the 
series of crafts that have developed throughout history, we will focus on the mak-
ing of musical instruments as a craft practised by exceptionally gifted people who 
make musical instruments from certain objects found in nature. The paper pres-
ents information obtained from personal field research related to the making of 

8  Boban is also an example of an instrument maker who first learns to play several folk musical 
instruments   and then starts making them, which I consider a great advantage in making instruments.
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traditional musical instruments in the Republic of North Macedonia, as well as pre-
vious research related to the topic. The fact is that in times of general globalisation, 
including cultural globalisation, the transmission and maintenance of established 
traditions and old crafts is becoming increasingly difficult. The same thing happens 
with the making of folk musical instruments. The penetration of more sophisticated 
musical instruments into our territory results in a certain suppression of the place 
of older and simpler musical instruments. As a result of this phenomenon, interest 
in playing older instruments is decreasing, and with it, the need for their production, 
which is also important for preserving the musical instrumental tradition. This is 
happening not only in Macedonia, but also in other cultural environments that in the 
past had their own instruments that served the people. In any case, I can say that 
in the Republic of North Macedonia, the craft of making folk musical instruments 
survived thanks to the rare craftsmen who developed the desire to create instru-
ments. Although with different and changing dynamics, both in the past and today, 
gifted individuals who have the knowledge to make musical instruments appear. 
These individuals, with their acquired skills, manage to make a functional musical 
instrument from various materials that will find its practical application in different 
moments and contexts. Even though the master makers, with their creativity, are 
constantly striving to perfect the instruments they make, the accumulated knowl-
edge of the players and their familiarity with the instrument they play are of great 
help to them. In the manufacturing process, directly or indirectly, this knowledge is 
useful for manufacturers who can apply certain corrections to their instruments to 
improve the tonal and technical capabilities of the instruments, and the cohesion 
between the players and the makers is in function of obtaining a high-quality mu-
sical instrument on which melodies characteristic of the instrument itself can be 
realised. The existence of folk musical instruments is closely linked to the players 
themselves and their numbers. The number of players in some way dictates the 
need for an instrument, or rather, how much it will be in demand, something that 
is a variable category in different periods. Considering that musicians also see the 
financial benefit of their playing, the same applies to instrument makers, who also 
see the economic side of their manufacturing work. Regarding the transmission of 
the craft, based on personal field research, my conclusion is that this craft, unlike 
others, is very rarely passed down from one person to another. However, I have 
identified certain connections between some past makers and contemporary mak-
ers. I can conclude that most of the makers included in this paper did not inherit 
a making tradition, and they were the first to start making musical instruments. By 
including the makers that I had the opportunity to register during my field research 
activities, a portion of the people who are the bearers of the craft of “making folk 
instruments” are presented. To conclude, I would like to point out once again the 
direct merit of each maker who, with each instrument made, makes a huge contri-
bution to the preservation of the instrument, instrumental music, and instrumental 
tradition in the Republic of North Macedonia.
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Informers – Masters of Instruments
Vecko Stojkoski, born in 1950 in the village of Popoec, Kicevo, lives in the village of Knezhino, Kicevo.
Dragi Atanasov, born in 1962 in the Osogovo village of Kostin Dol, Kocani, lives in Kocani.
Dragi Kostovski, born in 1947 in the village of Kalimanci, Vinica, lived in Stip.
Rade Lozhankoski, born in 1954 in Struga, lives in Struga.
Slavko Djordjievski, born in 1944 in the village of Mala Crcorija in Kriva Palanka, lives in Kriva 
Palanka.
Stojanče Kostovski, born in 1957 in v. Viniche, Skopje, lives in v. Viniche.
Fariz Hajrula, born in 1949 in Tetovo, lived and died in Tetovo.

Ilija Blazhevski, born in 1956 in v. Leskoec, Ohrid, lives in Leskoec.

Velomir Krstevski-Veljo, born in 1957 in Kicevo, lives in Kicevo 

Jovan Mitev-Vano, born in v. Injevo, Radovis, lived and died in v. Injevo

Ljube Ivanov, born in 1950 in v. Muskovo, Kratovo, lived and died in Zletovo.

Slave Petrovski, born in 1940 in v. Vetren, Delcevo, lived and died in Delcevo.

Metodi Zlatkov, born in 1929 in v. Dzvegor, Delcevo, lived and died in Dzvegor.

Kiro Simonovski, born in 1949 in v. Kosevica, Makedonska Kamenica, lives in Makedonska 
Kamenica.	

Ljuben Jurtoski, born in 1963 in Prilep, lives in Prilep

Tomislav Petrov, born in 1979 in Stip, lives in Stip.
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Sinisha Grujoski, born in 1978 in Bitola, lives in Bitola.

Boban Anakiev, born in 2001 in Kocani, lives in Kocani.

Summary

The article presents some of the makers of folk musical instruments in the 
Republic of North Macedonia that I had the opportunity to register during my field 
research conducted between 2008 and 2024. The purpose of this article is to 
bring together in one place brief biographical information about the makers who, 
in addition to the players, have made a great contribution to the preservation of 
the Macedonian instrumental tradition. The method of transmission of this craft is 
also discussed, from which it can be seen that, unlike playing, which is passed 
down from older to younger people, this craft does not have such a tradition of 
transmission, and almost all of the included craftsmen learned this craft and the 
processes of making instruments themselves. Some of the makers included have 
already passed away, but their work from the past remains audibly present through 
the instruments they created, which continue to serve a musical function in the 
hands of the players who own them. With this work, I am, in a way, paying tribute 
to all makers who may not be as publicly exposed as the musicians who play the 
instruments they made, even though their role in maintaining the instrumental tra-
dition is equal.
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