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K1JUCNE RIJECI: Pocetkom 20. stoljeéa prof- dr. Luka Jeli¢ pronasao je i dokumentirao u kucama zase-
Nin — Aenona, Arbiv oka Grbi¢ Stanova u Priviaci kod Nina dva ulomka spomenika s djelomicno saiuva-
dr. Luke Jelica, Augustov nom posvetom carskom numenu (Numini Imp. Caesaris Augusti...). Dokumentacija
numen, carski kult o tom vrijednom nalazu Cini dio Jeliceve ,, Ostavstine”, koja je pohranjena u Arbeo-

loskom muzeju w Splitu. Autori u radu analiziraju podatke koje je zabiljeZio Luka

Jeli¢ i sagledavaju ibh u kontekstu manifestacija stovanja carskog kulta na prostoru

municipija Aenona kao i na Sirem podrulju Rimskog Carstva.
KEY WORDS: In the early 20th century, in the houses of the Grbica Stanovi hamlet in Priviaka near
Nin — Aenona, Luka Nin, professor Luka Jelié, PhD, found and documented two fragments of a monument

with partially preserved dedication to the imperial numen (Numini Imp. Caesaris
Augusti. .. ). Documentation about this valuable find constitutes a part of Jeli¢s “Her-
itage* kept in the Archacological Museum in Split. The authors analyze the data re-
corded by Luka Jeli¢ and observe them in the context of manifestations of honoring the
imperial cult in the area of the municipium of Aenona, as well as in the wider area of
the Roman Empire.

Jeli¢ Archives, numen
Augusti, imperial cult
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DJELOVANJE LUKE JELICA U
NINU I NJEGOVA ,,0STAVSTINA®

Prof. dr. Luka Jeli¢ (1864. — 1922.) istaknuti
je znanstvenik, arheolog, povjesnicar, konzer-
vator, speleolog i sveéenik, jedan od pionira
u razvoju moderne znanstvene djelatnosti na
podru¢ju juzne Hrvatske,' koji je najplodniji
period znanstvenog djelovanja proveo upravo
na Sirem zadarskom prostoru (Zadar, Nin i
Biograd).?

U razdoblju 1896. — 1914. godine proveo
je brojna arheoloska iskopavanja i terenske
preglede Nina i okolice ¢ime je udaren te-
melj istrazivanju tog podruéja.’> Na prostoru
ninskog otoka proveo je istrazivanja na po-
lozajima: Sv. Kriz, Sv. Ambroz, Vrt Pijaca
(Sv. Marija), Sv. Ivan Krstitelj, Sv. Anselmo,
Plokata, Knezeva palac¢a, Trg Verne — Sv. Mi-
hovil, Dvorine i dr. S juZne i sjeverne stra-
ne izvan ninskog otoka istrazivao je polozaje
Zdrijac te KneZev vrtal i Sv. Juraj u danagnjim
Klanicama. Proveo je i prve terenske preglede
na podrudju Nina i $ire okolice (Nin, Zaton,
Ninski Stanovi, Privlaka, Vir, Vrsi, Poljica,
Ljuba¢, Radovin, Slivnica i dr.).* Na podrué-
ju Privlake u Grbi¢ Stanovima dokumentirao
je ostatke crkve sv. Barbare. Iako je Jeli¢ev
znanstveni interes bio primarno orijentiran
na srednjovjekovni period, s jednakim zani-
manjem bavio se proucavanjem prapovije-
snih razdoblja, kao i antickih starina te novo-
vjekovne proslosti i etnografije tog podrudja.
Djelujuéi u okviru drustva Odbor za prosiavu
400. godisnjice rodenja Petra Zoranica, pro-
veo je u Ninu brojna istrazivanja kojima je
sakupljen fundus rimskih, srednjovjekovnih i

Izlaganje o ovoj temi autori su odrzali na Medunarodnom

znanstvenom skupu posvecenom Mati Suicu Antiquitatis

sollemnia antidoron Mate Sui¢, Zagreb — Zadar, 3. - 6. stu-

denoga 2015.

> M. DUBOLNIC GLAVAN, R. MARSIC, 2019; O zivotu
i djelu L. Jeli¢a vise vidi kod G. NOVAK, 1971, 36-38; L.
OSTOJIC, 1979, 291-314; S. BATOVIC, 1992, 251-252; S.
KOVACIC, N. LUCIC, 2005.

3 M. DUBOLNIC GLAVAN, 2015; M. DUBOLNIC GLA-
VAN, R. MARSIC, 2019.

# M. DUBOLNIC GLAVAN, u tisku.
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WORK OF LUKA JELIC IN NIN
AND HIS “HERITAGE®

Professor Luka Jeli¢, PhD, (1864 — 1922)
was a prominent scholar, archaeologist, histo-
rian, conservator, speleologist and priest, one
of the pioneers in the development of mod-
ern scholarly work in the southern Croatia re-
gion,' who spent the most prolific period of
his scholarly career exactly in the wider Zadar
region (Zadar, Nin and Biograd).?

In the period from 1896 to 1914 he led a
number of archaeological excavations and field
surveys in Nin and its environs thus laying the
foundations of this area’s research.? In the area
of the island of Nin he conducted excavations
at the following positions: Sv. Kriz, Sv. Am-
broz, Vrt Pijaca (Sv. Marija), Sv. Ivan Krstitelj,
Sv. Anselmo, Plokata, Knezeva palaca, Trg
Verne-Sv. Mihovil, Dvorine etc. Qutside the
Nin island, on the southern and northern side,
he investigated the sites of Zdrijac and Knezev
vrtal, and Sv. Juraj in present-day Klanice. He
also conducted the first field surveys in the re-
gion of Nin and its wider surroundings (Nin,
Zaton, Ninski Stanovi, Privlaka, Vir, Vrsi, Pol-
jica, Ljuba¢, Radovin, Slivnica etc.).* He doc-
umented the remains of the church of St Bar-
bara in the area of Privlaka in Grbiéa Stanovi.
Although Jeli¢’s scholarly interest was primar-
ily focused on the medieval period, he studied
prehistoric periods with equal interest, as well
as artifacts dating to antiquity or post-medie-
val period, or ethnographic specificities of this
region. Working within the association 7%e
Board for Celebration of the 400th Anniversary
of Petar Zoranics Birth, he conducted a number

The authors gave a presentation on this subject at the In-

ternational Scientific Conference dedicated to Mate Sui¢

Antiquitatis sollemnia antidoron Mate Sui¢, Zagreb - Za-

dar, November 3 - 6, 2015.

2 M. DUBOLNIC GLAVAN, R. MARSIC, 2019; On life
and work of L. Jeli¢ more in: G. NOVAK, 1971, 36-38; I.
OSTOJIC, 1979, 291-314; S. BATOVIC, 1992, 251-252; S.
KOVACIC, N. LUCIC, 2005.

3 M. DUBOLNIC GLAVAN, 2015; M. DUBOLNIC GLA-
VAN, R. MARSIC, 2019.

4 M.DUBOLNIC GLAVAN, u tisku.
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novovjekovnih kamenih spomenika. Spome-
nuta grada sakupljena je u crkvici Sv. Kriza u
Ninu gdje je 1910. godine osnovana ,,Zbirka
Sv. Kriza“ (preteca danasnjeg Muzeja ninskih
starina).” Dugogodi$njim radom u Ninu,
Luka Jeli¢ otkrio je i istrazio brojne vrijed-
ne lokalitete te pokretne i nepokretne spo-
menike iz raznih perioda proslosti. Rezultate
istrazivanja publicirao je tek djelomi¢no u
nekoliko radova objavljenih u periodu 1899.
— 1911. godine.®

Znatan dio prikupljene grade o ninskom
podrudju ¢ini dio njegove bogate ,Ostavsti-
ne“, koja se danas ¢uva u Arheoloskom mu-
zeju u Splitu. Studija Arhiva dr. Luke Jeli¢a
provedena u periodu 2012. — 2015. godi-
ne pokazala se vrlo korisnom istrazivackom
metodom prikupljanja podataka pri rekon-
strukciji kompleksnog procesa romanizacije
peregrinske zajednice (civitas Aenona) i nje-
zinoj transformaciji u grad antickog doba
(municipium Aenona).” Provedeno arhivsko
istrazivanje otkrilo je mnos$tvo podataka o
rezultatima Jeli¢evih terenskih i arhivskih
istrazivanja te o stanju u prostoru i kultur-
nim spomenicima Nina i $ire okolice kon-
cem 19. i poc¢etkom 20. stolje¢a. Mogu se
istaknuti brojni vrijedni lokaliteti, pojedi-
na¢ni nalazi i spomenici koji su do danas
zaboravljeni ili su izgubljeni, tako da jedini
spomen o njima nalazimo upravo u spome-
nutoj arhivskoj gradi.

> AMS, Arhiv L. Jeli¢a, XXXVIL. Proslava 400. godisnjice P
Zoraniéa, sv. 1; M. DUBOLNIC GLAVAN, u tisku.

¢ L.JELIC, 1898; 1900; 1901; 1902; 1911.

7 Grada o ninskom podruéju sabrana je u petoj cjelini Jeli-
¢eva Arhiva, V. Nonensia (Nin i okolica) podijeljenoj u 15
svezaka, Registri I - XV. Studija arhivske grade provedena
je u svrhu izrade disertacije M. Dubolni¢ Glavan, vidi kod
M. DUBOLNIC GLAVAN, 2015.

of excavations in Nin, collecting a corpus of the
Roman-era, medieval and post-medieval stone
monuments. Mentioned finds were brought
to the church of the Holy Cross in Nin where
the Collection of the Holy Cross was founded
as a predecessor of the present-day Museum of
Nin Antiquities.” Over the years of his work in
Nin, Luka Jeli¢ discovered and investigated a
number of valuable sites as well as archaeolog-
ical features and small finds from various past
periods. He published the research results only
partly in few papers published in the period
from 1899 to 1911.°

A considerable portion of the collected ma-
terial about the Nin region constitutes a part
of his rich “Heritage®, presently kept in the
Archaeological Museum in Split. The study
of the Luka Jeli¢ Archives undertaken from
2012 to 2015 has proven to be a very useful
research method for collecting information in
reconstruction of the complex Romanization
process of the peregrine community (civitas
Aenona) and its transformation to a city of
antiquity (municipium Aenona).” The archival
research revealed a plethora of information
about the results of Jeli¢’s field investigations
and archival research, and about the field sit-
uation and monuments in Nin and its wider
surroundings in the late 19th and early 20th
century. Many important sites can be singled
out, as well as individual finds and monuments
that have been forgotten or lost at present, so
that their only mention can be found in the
mentioned archival material.

> AMS, L. Jeli¢ Archives, XXXVIL. Proslava 400. godisnjice P
Zoraniéa, vol. 1; M. DUBOLNIC GLAVAN, forthcoming.

6 L.JELIC, 1898; 1900; 1901; 1902; 1911.

7 Material about the Nin region is collected in the fifth
whole of the Jeli¢ Archives, V. Nonensia (Nin and surro-
undings) divided in 15 volumes, Registri I — XV. Study of
the archival material was undertaken within work on the
PhD thesis by M. Dubolni¢ Glavan, see in M. DUBOLNIC
GLAVAN, 2015.

11
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ARHIVSKI PODATCI: EPIGRAFSKI
SPOMENIK IZ PRIVLAKE KOD
NINA

Pregledom Arhiva dr. Luke Jeli¢a na vise mje-
sta pronadeni su zapisi o veoma zanimljivom
spomeniku kojeg je pronasao u kuéama Gr-
bi¢a u Privlaci kod Nina 1903. godine (Karta
1). Rije¢ je, naime, o dvama kamenim ulomci-
ma, s djelomi¢no sacuvanim tekstom natpisa,
koje je Jeli¢ tada i dokumentirao. U njegovoj
,Ostavstini“ nalazi se nekoliko fotografija i
vise biljezaka u kojima se spominje otkrice tog
natpisa. Fotografije spomenika (S. 1-2) pro-
nadene su naknadnim pregledom spomenute
arhive provedenim 2018. — 2019. godine u
okviru pripreme za znanstveni skup posveéen
L. Jeli¢u.® Iako se nalaze medu nerazvrstanim
arhivskim gradivom,’ fotografije ocigledno
¢ine dio terenske dokumentacije izradene tije-
kom arheoloskih istrazivanja polozaja Barbara
i crkve sv. Barbare nedaleko od kuéa Grbica u
Grbi¢ Stanovima u Privlaci. Na slici 1 prika-
zani su nalazi arhitektonske plastike s polozaja
ranokr$¢anske i srednjovjekovne crkve sv. Bar-
bare te s desne strane ponesto izdvojen ulomak
predmetnog spomenika. Prema prilozenoj fo-
tografiji dalo bi se zakljuciti da su spomenici
tada dokumentirani, evidentirani i preneseni u
Muzej sv. Donata u Zadru (ili eventualno ne-
sto kasnije u Zbirku Sv. Kriza u Ninu). Kako
je ve¢ina spomenika prikazana na fotografiji
danas nepoznatog smjestaja, nije poznato $to
se u meduvremenu dogodilo s tim nalazima.

Rukopisna dokumentacija sastoji se od crte-
za i popratnog teksta (SI. 3-4), zatim terenskih

8 Medunarodni znanstveni skup Luka Jeli¢ (1864. — 1922.)
istrazivac i znanstvenik: valorizacija znanstvenog opusa
odrzan je 24. listopada 2019. u Zadru, vidjeti kod T. OR-
SOLIC, M. DUBOLNIC GLAVAN, 2019.

°  Arhiv Luke Jeli¢a sastoji se od oko 90 svezaka raznovrsnog
arhivskog gradiva s kraja 19. i pocetka 20. stolje¢a. Grada
danas nije obradena ni sloZena, $to dodatno otezava njezin
pregled, stoga je moguce da se medu nepregledanom gra-
dom nalazi jo§ dokumentacije o predmetnim spomenici-
ma. Kao vrstan poliglot, Jeli¢ je svoje zabiljeske zapisao na
hrvatskom, latinskom, talijanskom i njemackom jeziku §to
¢ini gradu vrlo zahtjevnom za istraZivanje.

12

ARCHIVAL INFORMATION:
EPIGRAPHIC MONUMENT
FROM PRIVLAKA NEAR NIN

Overview of the Luka Jeli¢ Archives revealed
several records about a very interesting mon-
ument that he found in the Grbi¢ houses in
Privlaka near Nin in the year 1903 (Map 1).
These are two stone fragments, with partial-
ly preserved inscription text, that were docu-
mented by Jeli¢ at the time. There are several
photographs and notes mentioning the dis-
covery of the inscription in his “Heritage®.
Photographs of the monument (Figs. 1-2)
were found only in subsequent overview of
the mentioned archives conducted in 2018 —
2019 within preparations for a scientific con-
ference dedicated to L. Jeli¢.® Although they
were found among unclassified archival mate-
rial,’ the photographs obviously belong to field
documentation made during the archaeologi-
cal excavations at the position Barbara and the
church of St Barbara not far from the Grbié
houses in Grbi¢ Stanovi in Privlaka. Figure 1
shows finds of architectural sculpture from the
position of the early Christian and medieval
church of St Barbara, and on the right side
somewhat detached fragment of the analyzed
monument. The attached photograph sug-
gests that the monuments were documented,
recorded and brought to the Museum of St
Donatus in Zadar (or possibly somewhat later
to the Collection of the Holy Cross in Nin).
Since the location of most monuments from
this photograph is unknown, we do not know

8 International Scientific Conference Luka Jeli¢ (1864 -
1922) researcher and scholar: valorization of scholarly work
held on October 24, 2019 in Zadar, see in: T. ORSOLIC, M.
DUBOLNIC GLAVAN, 2019.

®  Luka Jeli¢ Archives consist of about 90 volumes of vario-
us archival materials dating to the late 19th and early 20th
century. The material has not been processed or classified,
additionally aggravating its research so it is possible that
more documents about the mentioned monuments could
be found among the material that has not been examined.
As an excellent polyglot, Jeli¢ wrote his notes in Croatian,
Latin, Italian and German making the study of the materi-
al a very demanding task.
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KARTA 1. PoloZaj zaseoka Grbi¢ Stanova u Privlaci na topografskoj karti M 1 : 25 000 (podloga TK RH, Zadar

469-3-2, 1995; izrada: M. Dubolni¢ Glavan)

MAP 1 Position of the Grbi¢i Stanovi hamlet in Privlaka on a 1:25 000 scale topographic map (base TK RH, Zadar

469-3-2, 1995; made by M. Dubolni¢ Glavan)

skica i biljeski (SI. 4-7) te izvjeStaja o prona-
lasku natpisa poslanog austrijskom Arheolos$-
kom institutu u Be¢."” Medu spomenutom
dokumentacijom mozemo istaknuti crtez s re-
konstrukcijom spojenih ulomaka i popratnim

1 AMS, Arhiv L. Jeli¢a, V. Nonensia (Nin i okolica), Reg. XII,
XIII-1, XIII-2; Reg. V. Prijepis izvjeSéa za Austrijski Arheo-
loski Institut, Zara 10. Juna 1910. b) Vazniji epigraficki na-
lazi, 1. Na predjelu Glavan (Grbi¢ op. a.) kod Sv. Barbare u
Privlaci. Dva fragmenata monumentalnog natpisa NVMI-
NI/ AVGUSTI ugradena u zid.

what happened with these finds in the mean-
time.
Manuscript documentation consists of
drawings and accompanying text (Figs. 3-4),
field sketches and notes (Figs. 4-7) and a re-
port about the discovery of the inscription
sent to the Austrian Archaeological Institute in

Vienna.'” Among the mentioned documents,

10 AMS, L. Jeli¢ Archives, V. Nonensia (Nin and surroun-
dings), Reg. XII, XIII-1, XIII-2; Reg. V. Transcript of the

13
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SLIKA 1. Fotografija arheoloskih nalaza iz zaseoka Grbici u Privlaci pocetkom 20. stoljeca.
S lijeve strane nalazi arhitektonske plastike s poloZaja Barbara, desno ulomak spomenika s
natpisom posvecenim Augustovu numenu (foto: L. Jeli¢; izvor: AMS, Arhiv L. Jelic¢a)
F1GURE 1 Photograph of archaeological finds from the Grbi¢i hamlet in Privlaka in the
early 20th century. On the left side are finds of architectural sculpture from the position
Barbara, the fragment of the monument bearing the inscription dedicated to the numen

Augusti to the right (photo by L. Jeli¢; source: AMS, L. Jeli¢ Archives)

SLIKA 2. Fotografija ulomka spomenika s natpisom posvecenim Augustovu numenu iz
zaseoka Grbiéi u Privlaci (foto: L. Jeli¢; izvor: AMS, Arhiv L. Jeli¢a)

F1GURE 2 Photograph of the monument fragment bearing the inscription dedicated to the
numen Augusti from the Grbici hamlet in Priviaka (photo by L. Jeli¢; source: AMS, L.
Jeli¢ Archives)
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SLIKA 4. CrteZ natpisa iz Privlake, rekonstrukcija prema L. Jeli¢u (izvor:
AMS, Arhiv L. Jeli¢a, Reg. XIII-2; M. Dubolni¢ Glavan, 2015, sl. 112)
F1GURE 4 Drawing of the inscription from Privlaka, reconstruction

after L. Jeli¢ (source: AMS, L. Jeli¢ Archives, Reg. XIII-2; M. Dubolni¢
Glavan, 2015, Fig. 112)

SLIKA 5. Natpis iz Privlake, terenske biljeske dr. L. Jeli¢a (izvor: AMS,
Arhiv L. Jeli¢a, Reg. XIII-2; M. Dubolni¢ Glavan, 2015, sl. 113)
FIGURE 5 The inscription from Priviaka, field notes by L. Jeli¢ (source:
AMS, L. Jeli¢ Archives, Reg. XIII-2; M. Dubolni¢ Glavan, 2015, Fig. 113)
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SLIKA 6. Nétpis iz Priviake, skice i terenske biljeske dr. L. Jelica (izvor: AMS, Arhiv L. Jeli¢a, XIII-1)
FIGURE 6 The inscription from Privlaka, sketch and field notes by L. Jeli¢ (source: AMS, L. Jeli¢ Archives, XIII-1)

tekstom na talijanskom jeziku pripremljenim
za objavu, koji na ovom mjestu donosimo u
cijelosti preveden na hrvatski jezik (SI. 3-4)."
Ploca-spomenik od bijelog kamena od kojeg
prvi dio a) sluzi kao sjedalo pri ognjistu kuce
Ivana Grbica (fotografija) i drugi dio b) uzidan
u gornjem desnom dijelu praga susjedne kuce
Marka Grbica, prekriven kalcificiranim slojem.
Treba primijetiti da se ne moze sa sigurnoséu
reci mogu li se ta dva dijela precizno spojiti u
jedno. Bilo bi potrebno napraviti potvrdu tako
da se izvuce ulomak b iz zida i usporedi s dru-
gim. Cini se da je to jedan posvetni spomenik
koji se odnosi na samog Augusta. Na gornjem
dijelu prvog fragmenta a i tocno na krajnjem de-

' Podatke o nalazu natpisa Jeli¢ je pripremio za objavu u dje-
lu Monumentalna povijest Nina, u kojem je sabrao rezulta-
te dugogodisnjih istrazivanja ninskog podrudja.

we can single out a drawing of reconstruction
of conjoined pieces with accompanying text
in Italian prepared for publication, that we
present here in entirety, translated to Croatian
(Fig. 3-4)."

Slab-monument of white stone the first part of
which is used as a) a seat by the hearth in the
house of Ivan Grbic (photograph), and the second
part b) embedded in the right part of the thresh-
old in the neighboring house of Marko Grbid,
covered with a calcified layer.

It is worth mentioning that we cannot state
with certainty if these two pieces can be conjoined
precisely. Fragment b should be taken out of the
wall and compared with fragment a. It seems

" Information about the finding of the inscription was pre-
pared for publication by L. Jeli¢ in his work Monumental
History of Nin, in which he collected the results of long-
term research of the Nin region.
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SLIKA 7. Natpis iz Privlake, skica i terenske biljeske dr.
L. Jeli¢a (izvor: AMS, Arhiv L. Jeli¢a, XIII-2)

FIGURE 7 The inscription from Privlaka, sketch and
field notes by L. Jeli¢ (source: AMS, L. Jeli¢ Archives,
XII1-2)

snom dijelu vidi se utisnut pravokutni utor (dim
0,10 x 0,06 x 0,02 m) s kojim je taj spomenik po
sredini metalnom spojnicom bio viastitom deblji-
nom uglavljen-osiguran na odgovarajucéu stranu
osnovice koja je drzala w uspravnom polozaju
Augustov kip.

Odita je pretpostavka da ovaj spomenik pr-
votno potjece iz grupe gradevina na Kreljevcu
toénije iz hrama s 3 cele ispod crkve sv. Miho-
vila ili Augusteumu, pa bi se natpis odnosio (ili
mogao dovesti u vezu) na jednu od statua iz
galerije Danieli-Pellegrini. Iz tog razloga, ali i
da bi se mogla dobiti sigurna potvrda, drugog
fragmenta b, prijeko je potrebno dobiti oba fra-
gmenta i transportirati ih uw Muzej sv. Donata
u Zadru."?

Podatci o nalazu zabiljezeni su i u terenskim
biljeskama sa skicama ulomaka i popratnim
tekstom o okolnostima nalaza na latinskom
jeziku (SL. 3): Aenona a) Ulomak finoga bijelog

2. M. DUBOLNIC GLAVAN, 2015, 348-349, SI. 112, prema
AMS, Arhiv L. Jeli¢a, V. Nonensia (Nin i okolica), Reg. XIII-
2, Rimski natpisi. Prijevod teksta s talijanskog jezika: Niko-
lina Krpina, prof.
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to be a votive monument dedicated to Augustus
himself. On the upper part of the first fragment,
and exactly on the end of the right part one can
see an impressed rectangular slot (dimensions
0.10 x 0.06 x 0.02 m) used to wedge/fasten this
monument in the middle by a metal clamp on
the corresponding side of the base that held Au-
gustus’ statue upright.

1t is reasonable to assume that this monument
was originally associated with the group of build-
ings in Kreljevac, more precisely with the temple
with 3 cellae below the church of St Michael or
Augusteum, thus the inscription relates (or could
be related) to one of the statues from the Danie-
li-Pellegrini gallery. Therefore it is absolutely nec-
essary to get both fragments and transport them
to the Museum of St Donatus in Zadar."*

Information about the find was recorded in
the field notes with sketches of the fragments
and accompanying text about the circum-
stances of discovery in Latin (Fig. 3): Aenona,
a) Fragment of a fine white stone for a honorary
statue, with a slot (length 10 cm, width 2 cm). In
the house of Ivan Grbid, in the area of Sveta Bar-
bara in the village Privlaka near Nin. Fragment
b) of the same inscription was embedded in the
wall of Marko Grbiés house, on the righthand
side, in the same village, compare bad copy and
photographs (7).

Presented documentation indicates that
the monument consisted of two fragments,
marked as fragments A and B (Figs. 1-7).
Fragment A was found in Ivan Grbi¢’s house
where it was used as a seat by the hearth. It was
made of white limestone, in irregular square

12 M. DUBOLNIC GLAVAN, 2015, 348-349, Fig. 112, after
AMS, L. Jeli¢ Archives, V. Nonensia (Nin and surroundin-
gs), Reg. XIII-2, Roman inscriptions. Translation of the
text from Italian: Nikolina Krpina, prof.

15 M. DUBOLNIC GLAVAN, 2015, 348, Fig. 113, after AMS,
L. Jeli¢ Archives, V. Nonensia (Nin and surroundings), Reg.
XIII-2, Field notes. Latin (partly illegible): Aenona a) Lapis
albus, fragmentum bonis pro statua honoraria, utere o (0,10
longe, 0,02 operta fessura?) eruitur. In domo Joannis Grbic in
confinio S. Barbarae ruris Privlaka non longe a Nona. Acce-
dit ad dexteram fragmentum b) eiusdem tituli inimistus(?)
murro domus Marci Grbi¢ eodem loco. German (illegible)
‘cfr. Abklatsch et phot. eitypon(?)”
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kamena za pocasni kip, s utorom (duzine 10 cm,
Sirine 2 cm). U kuci Ivana Grbica, na predjelu
Svete Barbare u selu Priviaka nedaleko od Nina.
Ulomak b) istog natpisa ugraden je desno u zidu
kuce Marka Grbica na istome mjestu, usporedi
losu kopiju i fotografije(?)."

Na temelju prilozene dokumentacije mo-
zemo zakljuciti da se spomenik sastojao od
dvaju ulomaka, oznacenih kao ulomak A i B
(SL. 1-7). Ulomak A pronaden je u kudi Ivana
Grbica, gdje se rabio za sjedenje uz ognjiste.
Izraden je od bijelog vapnenca, nepravilnog
kvadratnog oblika, visine 42 cm, $irine 53 cm
i debljine 26 cm. Ulomak nije sa¢uvan u cije-
losti: u originalu je sacuvan dio prednje plohe
spomenika s tekstom natpisa, zatim dio gornje
plohe te dio desne bo¢ne plohe, dok su donji
dio i lijeva bo¢na strana spomenika odlomlje-
ni. Straznja strana ulomka vjerojatno nije sa-
¢uvana u originalu. Na vrhu ulomka s desne
strane nalazi se utor pravokutnog oblika, duzi-
ne 10 cm, $irine 2 cm, dubine 6 cm.

Ulomak B pronaden je u ku¢i Marka Gr-
bi¢a uzidan u gornji desni dovratnik kuénog
praga. Raden je od bijelog vapnenca, nepravil-
nog pravokutnog oblika: visine 60 cm, Sirine
27 cm i debljine 22 ¢cm. Ulomak nije cjelovi-
to sa¢uvan: u originalu je sacuvan dio pred-
nje plohe spomenika s tekstom natpisa, zatim
dio gornje plohe, dok ocuvanost ostalih strana
ulomka nije vidljiva.

Prema podatcima o mjestu nalaza, dimenzi-
jama i morfoloskim karakteristikama, ulomci
pokazuju izrazite sli¢nosti i srodnosti. Oba
ulomka izradena su od istog materijala, kom-
patibilnog su oblika i dimenzija te se spajaju
na gornjem dijelu i ¢ine spomenik kvadratnog
oblika. Takoder, medusobni odnos, veli¢ina,

13 M.DUBOLNIC GLAVAN, 2015, 348, SL. 113, prema AMS,
Arhiv L. Jeli¢a, V. Nonensia (Nin i okolica), Reg. XIII-2, Te-
renske biljeske. Latinski (dijelom necitko): ,, Aenona a) Lapis
albus, fragmentum bonis pro statua honoraria, utere « (0,10
longe, 0,02 operta fessura?) eruitur. In domo Joannis Grbi¢
in confinio S. Barbarae ruris Priviaka non longe a Nona.
Accedit ad dexteram fragmentum b) eiusdem tituli inimi-
stus(?) murro domus Marci Grbi¢ eodem loco. Njemacki
(necitko) “cfr. Abklatsch et phot. eitypon(?)“.

shape, measuring 42 cm in height, 53 c¢m in
width and 26 cm in thickness. The fragment
was not fully preserved, portion of the mon-
uments front side with the inscription text
was preserved originally, as well as a part of
the upper side and a part of the right lateral
side, while lower part and left lateral side of
the monument were broken off. Back side of
the monument was probably not preserved in
the original. At the top of the fragment, on the
right side is a rectangular slot, 10 cm long, 2
cm wide, 6 cm deep.

Fragment B was found in the house of Marko
Grbi¢ embedded in the upper righthand door-
post of the house threshold. It was made of
white limestone, in irregular rectangular
shape, measuring 60 cm in height, 27 c¢m in
width and 22 cm in thickness. The fragment
is not preserved in entirety: originally a part
of the front side of the monument bearing the
inscription text was preserved, as well as a part
of the upper side, while the state of preserva-
tion of the remaining sides of the fragment is
not visible.

The fragments exhibit distinct similarities
and congruencies regarding information about
the findspot, dimensions and morphological
characteristics. Both fragments were made
of the same material, they are compatible in
terms of form and dimensions and they join
in the upper part constituting a square mon-
ument. Furthermore, mutual relations, size,
shape and position of the inscription letters, as
well as the text content on both fragments sug-
gest that they belonged to one and the same
monument.

DEDICATORY INSCRIPTION TO
THE NUMEN OF AUGUSTUS

In the photos and the drawing by Luka Jeli¢
(Figs. 1-4) we can see that the inscription
was incised in seven evenly distributed lines.
Letters seem to be finely rendered in Roman
square capitals, in even dimensions on both
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oblik i polozaj slova natpisa, te sadrzaj teksta
natpisa na obama ulomcima upuduju na pret-
postavku da su ¢inili dio jednog, istog spome-
nika.

NATPIS S POSVETOM
AUGUSTOVU NUMENU

Na fotografijama i crtezu Luke Jelica (SL
1-4) vidimo da je natpis izveden u sedam rav-
nomjerno rasporedenih redova. Cini se da su
slova izvedena pravilnom kapitalom i ujedna-
¢enih su dimenzija na obama ulomcima (A i
B). Dimenzije slova u prvim trima redovima
identi¢ne su na obama ulomcima: visina slova
u prvom i drugom redu iznosi 8 cm, a u tre-
¢em 7 cm. Preostala Cetiri reda teksta natpisa
sa¢uvana su na ulomku B, a visina slova iznosi
7 cm.

Natpis zapocinje dedikacijom numenu
cara, Numini Imp(eratoris) Caesaris [Au]ou[s]
ti, popraéeno navodom Augustove sluzbe
vthovnog svecenika, [plontificis) [maxim]i,
i po¢asnom titulom oca domovine, p(atris)
[p(atriae)]."* Zatim slijedi u fragmentima
sacuvano imenovanje dedikanta, ciji je ko-
gnomen mogao biti Secundus, Verecundus i
sl. Moguce je da natpis zavr$ava formulom
t(estamento) [plo(ni) i(ussit), koja se naslu¢uje
pri kraju natpisa.

Na temelju navedenog, predlazemo mogu-
¢u restituciju natpisa: Numini Imp(eratoris)
/ Caesaris | [Au]gu[s]ti pontif(icis) / [maxim]i
platris) [platriae)] | -—Jv[-]ru | [---]ecun/[dus]
t(estamento) [pJo(ni) i(ussit).

Na spomeniku iz Privlake zapisana je
dedikacija
Imp(eratoris) Caesaris...), koja jasno pokazuje
da je ve¢ postoje¢im Augustovim osobnim vr-

carskom numenu  (Numini

4 Reducirani popis ¢asti ima i odredenu databilnu vrijed-
nost, s obzirom na to da je August izabran za vrhovnog
pontifika nakon Lepidove smrti 12. godine prije Krista da
obnovi tradicionalne rimske vrijednosti. Godine 2. prije
Krista Senat mu je dodijelio pocasnu titulu pater patriae.
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fragments (A and B). Dimensions of the let-
ters in the first three lines are identical on both
fragments: height of the letters in the first and
second row is 8 cm, and 7 cm in the third row.
The remaining four rows of the inscription
text were preserved on fragment B, and the
letter height is 7 cm.

The inscription starts with a dedication to
the imperial numen, Numini Imp(eratoris)
Caesaris [Aulgu/s]ti, followed by the mention
of Augustus’ office of the chief high priest [p]
ontiflicis) [maximl]i, and an honorific Father of
the Country, p(atris) [p(atriae)]."* Naming of
the dedicant was preserved in fragments, in-
dicating that the cognomen might have been
Secundus, Verecundus etc. The inscription may
have ended with a formula #(estamento) [p]
0(ni) i(ussit), that may be discerned at the end
of the inscription.

On the basis of the aforementioned, we
suggest possible reading of the inscription:
Numini Imp(eratoris) | Caesaris | [Aulgu[s]ti
pontiflicis) | [maxim]i p(atris) [p(atriae)] / ---]
v[-Jru | [-—-]ecun/[dus]  t(estamento) [plo(ni)
i(ussit).

The monument from Privlaka bears a ded-
ication to the imperial numen (Numini Im-
pleratoris) Caesaris...), clearly indicating that a
divine quality was added to all extant personal
virtues of Augustus.” Namely, numen desig-
nates a functional characteristic of a god com-
ing out of the possession of divine power, or
whatever it is that makes a god a god.'® There-

The reduced list of honors has a certain significance re-
garding dating, since Augustus was chosen for pontifex
maximus after Lepidus’ death in the year 12 BC, to renew
traditional Roman values. The Senate awarded him an ho-
norific title pater patriae in the year 2 BC.

In the year 27 BC, the Senate and the Roman people awar-
ded Augustus with a shield of bravery (clipeus virtutis)
bearing inscription of his four personal virtues: virtus, cle-
mentia, iustitia and pietas. Gradually other public perso-
nal virtues were added (pax, concordia, providentia, salus,
fortuna and felicitas) with a clear propaganda message that
there is a victorious leader with outstanding virtues who
brought lasting peace and prosperity.

D. Fishwick pointed out that the word numen was used not
only as an important characteristic of god, but also as me-
tonymy for god himself, see in D. FISHWICK, 1991, 383.
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linama pridodana i bozanska kvaliteta.” Na-
ime, numen oznacava funkcionalno svojstvo
boga, koje proizlazi iz posjedovanja bozanske
modi, tj. ono $to boga ¢ini bogom.'® Stoga
je izravnom dodjelom divinizirane apstrak-
cije Zivuéem caru pridodano bitno svojstvo
boga,'” $to je Augusta priblizilo punoj bozan-
stvenosti koju je trebao postiéi post mortem.'
Budu¢i da je Augustova boZanstvenost vel
bila sadrzana u njegovoj filijaciji (Divi filius),
on je posjedovao bozanski numen, ali to ne
znadi da je bio bog."” Zbog te fine distinkcije
u definiciji znacenja, numen je bio prikladan
za koristenje u Augustovu kultu, poglavito ti-
jekom njegove vladavine i neposredno nakon
smrti i divinizacije.

Stovanje kulta carskog numena moze se sma-
trati zadetcima Stovanja carske osobe iz vreme-
na prije otvorenog (javnog) uvodenja carskog
kulta. U odnosu na isto¢ne provincije institu-
cija carskog kulta oprezno je uvedena u Rimu
i u Italiji, jer je August za zivota tamo provodio
politiku kojom je izbjegavao Stovanje osobnog
kulta. U Italiji je prvo uveden kult Genija, a u
posljednjim godinama Augustove vladavine i
kult numen Augusti. Drzi se da je upravo kult
Augustova numena kljuan za citav razvoj i
postanak carske bozanske uzvisenosti.?

Spomenici na kojima je posvjedoden rani
kult Augustova numena rijetki su, pa su ana-
logije za ovu vrstu natpisa malobrojne. Kao
pocetak Stovanja kulta carskog numena kon-
vencionalno se uzima ¢in Tiberijeve posvete

> Godine 27. prije Krista Senat i rimski narod dodijelili su
Augustu tit (clipeus virtutis) na kojem su zapisane njegove
Cetiri osobne vrline: virtus, clementia, iustitia i pietas. Po-
stupno im se pridruZuju i druge osobne javne vrline (pax,
concordia, providentia, salus, fortuna i felicitas) s jasnom
promidzbenom porukom da postoji pobjednicki voda s
izvanrednim vrlinama koji je donio trajan mir i napredak.

¢ D. Fishwick uputio je na to da se rije¢ numen ne rabi samo
kao bitno svojstvo boga, nego kao metonimija za samoga
boga, vidi kod D. FISHWICK, 1991, 383.

7 D. FISHWICK, 2007, 247.

8 D. FISHWICK, 1989, 232; 2014, 50-51.

! Ni nakon apoteoze August nije postao bog (deus), nego je
$tovan kao Divus Augustus, tako da ¢ak i nakon smrti osta-
je samo inter numina.

2 D. FISHWICK, 1991, 383-388.

fore an important characteristic of god was
given to a living emperor by direct award of
divinized abstraction,'” making Augustus one
step closer to full divinity that was supposed
to be achieved post mortem.'® Since divinity of
Augustus had already been contained in the
filiation (Divi filius), he possessed divine nu-
men, but that does not mean he was a god."”
Due to this fine distinction in the definition
of meaning, numen was appropriate for using
in the cult of Augustus, in particular during
his rule and immediately after his death and
divinization.

Veneration of the cult of the imperial numen
can be seen as a seed of veneration of the im-
perial person before the imperial cult was in-
troduced openly (publicly). In relation to the
eastern provinces, the imperial cult institution
was cautiously introduced in Rome and Italy,
since Augustus tried to avoid honoring of the
personal cult in his lifetime in this region. In
Italy first the cult of Genius was introduced,
and only in the final years of Augustus’ reign
also the numen Augusti cult. It is believed that
exactly the cult of the numen Augusti was cru-
cial for the creation and development of the
imperial divine eminence.?’

Monuments bearing mention of the ear-
ly cult of the numen Augusti are rare, as are
the analogies for this kind of inscription. The
commencement of the veneration of the im-
perial numen cult is conventionally synchro-
nized with the act of Tiberius’ dedication of an
altar to the numen of Augustus (Arz Numinis
Augusti), on January 17, most probably in the

1

year 6, in Rome,?! which formalized paying

divine honor to Augustus during his lifetime,
and continuing after his death.

7 D. FISHWICK, 2007, 247.

'8 D. FISHWICK, 1989, 232; 2014, 50-51.

Not even after the apotheosis did Augustus become a god

(deus), but he was honored as Divus Augustus, so that even

after his death he remained only inter numina.

2 D. FISHWICK, 1991, 383-388.

2 About the altar, reading of the text and dating: L. ROSS
TAYLOR, 1937, 185-193; G. ALFOLDY, 1973, 42-44; D.
FISHWICK, 1989, 231-234; 1991, 378.
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zrevenika s dedikacijom Augustovu numenu
(Ara Numinis Augusti), 17. januara, najvjero-
jatnije 6. godine, u Rimu,*! kojim je formalizi-
rano iskazivanje bozanske pocasti Augustu ti-
jekom njegova Zzivota, a nastavljeno je i nakon
njegove smrti.

Dedikacije Augustovu numenu dokumen-
tirane su na svega nekoliko natpisa, a s obzi-
rom na formu (rekonstruirane) dedikacije na
spomeniku iz Privlake odredenu analogiju
nalazimo u gradu Leptis Magna (Numini Imp.
Caesaris Divi f Aug.),”* u ¢ijem je sredistu na
monumentalnom natpisu zabiljezeno da su
¢lanovi lokalnog kolegija (quindecemuviri sacro-
rum) posvetili Augustovu numenu viSe vaznih
gradevinskih objekata (calchidicum et porticus
et portam et viam).”> Navodom obnasanja tri-
bunske casti, koju je u trenutku dedikacije Au-
gust obnasao po trideset Cetvrti put, natpis je
precizno datiran u razdoblje od 1. jula 11. do
30. juna 12. godine po Kristu. Osim potvrde
da se ubrzo nakon Tiberijeve posvete u Rimu
kult carskog numena prosirio do Leptis Magne,
natpis ne sadrzi konkretniji podatak o njegovu
stovanju. Na prednjem dijelu mramornog 7r-
tvenika iz Taragone (7arraco) zapisana je samo
dedikacija Numini August(i), a na njegovim
bo¢nim stranicama i straga prikazani su urceus,
patera i lituus>

Konkretni podatci o $tovanju carskog nu-
mena zapisani su na mramornom zrtveniku
(Ara Narbonensis) podignutom na forumu ko-
lonije Narbo Martius, &iji su stanovnici (plebs
Narbonensium), godine 12. — 13. po Kiristu,

2 O zrtveniku, restituciji teksta i dataciji: L. ROSS TAYLOR,
1937,185-193; G. ALFOLDY, 1973, 42-44; D. FISHWICK,
1989, 231-234; 1991, 378.

2 D.FISHWICK, 1991, 378.

], REYNOLDS, J. B. WARD-PERKINS, 1952, (IRT),
324a: Numini Imp(eratoris) Caesaris Divi f(ili) Augusti
pont(ificis) m[ax(imi) imp(eratoris) XX co(n)s(ulis) XII]
I tr(ibunicia) pot(estate) XXXIIII calchidicum et porticus
et porta et via ab XWir(is) sacr(orum) [--- dedica]ta est).
324b Iddibal Himilis f(ilius) Caphada Aemilius d(e) s(ua)
plecunia) flaciendum) c(uravit) calchidicum et porticus et
portam et viam. Za munificijenciju je osobito bio zasluzan
lokalni uglednik Iddibal Himilis f. Caphada Aemilianus,
koji jo$ nije stekao rimsko gradansko pravo (IRT 324b-c).

2 D. FISHWICK, 1991, 379.
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Dedications to the numen Augusti are doc-
umented on only several inscriptions. Certain
analogy for the monument from Privlaka can
be found in the city of Leptis Magna, con-
sidering the form of the (reconstructed) ded-
ication (Numini Imp. Caesaris Divi f. Aug.).”
Monumental inscription in the center of this
city recorded that the members of the local
collegium (quindecemviri sacrorum) dedicat-
ed several important buildings (calchidicum
et porticus et portam et viam) to the numen of
Augustus.”® Mention of the tribunician power
that Augustus held for the thirty fourth time
at the time of dedication, dates the inscription
precisely to the period from July 1, 11 to June
30, 12 AD. Except for the confirmation that
soon after Tiberius' dedication in Rome the
cult of the imperial numen spread to Leptis
Magna, the inscription does not contain more
specific information about its veneration. The
front side of a marble altar from Tarragona
(1arraco) bears only dedication Numini Au-
gust(i). Urceus, patera and lituus are depicted
on its lateral sides and on the back.?

Specific information about the veneration of
the imperial numen was inscribed on a marble
altar (Ara Narbonensis) erected on the forum of
the colony of Narbo Martius, whose residents
(plebs Narbonensium) in 12-13 AD fulfilled
a vow and made a dedication to the numen
Augusti, who ended a dispute between the
people and decurions a year earlier (on May
31).” The inscription offers a detailed descrip-

2 D. FISHWICK, 1991, 378.

% J REYNOLDS, J. B. WARD-PERKINS, 1952, (IRT),
324a: Numini Imp(eratoris) Caesaris Divi f(ili) Augusti
pont(ificis) m[ax(imi) imp(eratoris) XX co(n)s(ulis) XII]
I tr(ibunicia) pot(estate) XXXIIII calchidicum et porticus
et porta et via ab XVvir(is) sacr(orum) [--- dedica]ta est).
324b Iddibal Himilis f(ilius) Caphada Aemilius d(e) s(ua)
plecunia) flaciendum) c(uravit) calchidicum et porticus et
portam et viam. Much of the credit for the euergetism went
to the prominent local Iddibal Himilis f. Caphada Aemilia-
nus, who still did not obtain Roman citizenship at the time
(IRT 324b-c).

2 D. FISHWICK, 1991, 379.

% CILXIL, 4333 (=ILS 112): T. Statilio Taur[o]/ L. Cassio Lon-
gino / cos. X k. Octobr. / numini Augusti votum / suscepto a
plebe Narbo/nensium in perpetuom..., [Pleb]s Narbonensis
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za ispunjenje zavjeta izvrsili posvetu Augusto-
vu numenu, koji je godinu prije (31. maja)
okoncao neki spor izmedu puka i dekuriona.
Na natpisu je precizno opisana kultna praksa
i navedene su redovite godi$nje svecanosti u
kojima su ¢lanovi lokalnog kolegija Sestori-
ce (trojica vitezova iz lokalnog puka i trojica
oslobodenika) bili obvezni da svaki od njih u
tri prigode prinese za zrtvu zivotinju i da pet
puta o svojem trosku podijeli tamjan i vino
svim stanovnicima, da bi zajednicki (coloni et
incolae) odaslali molitve Augustovu numenu.?
Glavna dvodnevna svecanost odvijala se 23. i
24. septembra kada je slavljen Augustov ro-
dendan.

Posebni obredi Stovanja carskog numena
zabiljezeni su na Zrtveniku podignutom na
forumu etrurskoga grada Forum Clodii, $to
doznajemo iz izvatka municipalnog dekreta
datiranog u godinu 18. po Kristu.”” I ondje
se kao glavna dvodnevna svecanost (23. — 24.
septembra) slavio Augustov rodendan, pri
¢emu se redovito prinose dvije Zivotinjske zr-
tve ad aram quae Numini Augusto dedic(ata)
est.”® Buduéi da na ovom natpisu numen i dalje
predstavlja atribut Augusta,” moguce je da je
posveta zrtvenika bila ucinjena prije smrti pr-

% CILXII,4333 (=ILS 112): T. Statilio Taur[o]/ L. Cassio Lon-
gino / cos. X k. Octobr. / numini Augusti votum / suscepto a
plebe Narbo/nensium in perpetuom..., [Pleb]s Narbonensis
a[ram] / numinis Augusti de[di]cavit... A. LEBEGUE, 1882,
76-86, 176-184; D. FISHWICK, 1991, 379-380. Zrtvenik
(v. 110 cm, §. 58 cm, d. 29 cm) bio je zavjetovan godine 11.,
22. septembra.

% Budu¢i da ,boZanska snaga“ cara (numen Augusti) moze
primiti Zrtvu i molitve, D. Fishwick drZi da je ,,zamisljen
kao divinizirana apstrakcija koja se tretira na isti na¢in kao
i tradicionalni bog“ (D. FISHWICK, 1991, 385). Stoga,
iako August nije bio bog, mo¢ je njegova numena bila toli-
ko jaka da se $tuje poput pravih bogova kojima se prinose
krvave Zrtve i upucuju molitve.

¥ CILXI, 3303 (=ILS 154); D. FISHWICK, 1991, 380.

% Slavljeni su takoder rodendani Tiberija (16. novembra),
kada je Zrtvovano tele, i Livije (30. januara), a spominje se
i posveta kipova Augusta, Tiberija i Livije, koja se sve¢ano
obiljezavala (10. marta) kada je Tiberije, 15. godine, postao
pontifex maximus.

»  Na ovom natpisu numen je popracen adjektivnim oblikom
Augustum, pa sintagma glasi numen Augustum. Budu¢i da
je August tada pokojni i diviniziran, ocekivali bismo nu-
men Divi Augusti.

tion of the cult practice, mentioning regular
annual festivities in which the members of
the local college of six people (three equestri-
ans from the local plebs and three freedmen)
were obliged to sacrifice an animal on three
occasions and to share incense and wine to all
residents at their own expense five times, so
they could pray together (coloni et incolae) to
the numen Augusti.”® Main two-day festivity
happened on 23 and 24 September, when Au-
gustus’ birthday was celebrated.

Special rituals of honoring the imperial nu-
men were documented on the altar erected in
the forum of the Etruscan city Forum Clodii,
as stated in the excerpt of the municipal decree
dated to the year 18 AD.”” Here as well the
main two-day festivity was Augustus” birthday
(23-24 September), whereby two animal sacri-
fices were offered ad aram quae Numini Augus-
to dedic(ata) est.”® Since numen in this inscrip-
tion still stands as the Augustus’ attribute,” it
is possible that the altar was dedicated before
the death of the first princeps.”® Anyhow, the
inscription documented the cult practice that
included performing several necessary rituals,
organization of banquets and public games in

a[ram] / numinis Augusti de[di]cavit... A. LEBEGUE, 1882,
76-86, 176-184; D. FISHWICK, 1991, 379-380. The altar
(h. 110 cm, w. 58 cm, 1. 29 cm) was dedicated on Septem-
ber 22,11 AD.

% Since “the divine power” of the emperor (numen Augusti)
can accept sacrifice and prayers, D. Fishwick believes that
he was “envisaged as a divinized abstraction that is treated
in the same way as the traditional god* (D. FISHWICK,
1991, 385). Therefore, although Augustus was not god, the
power of his numen was so strong that he was honored as
true gods that are offered blood sacrifices and prayers.

¥ CILXI, 3303 (=ILS 154); D. FISHWICK, 1991, 380.

#  Other celebrations included birthdays of Tiberius (No-
vember 16), when a calf was sacrificed, and Livia (Janu-
ary 30). There is also a mention of dedication of the sta-
tues of Augustus, Tiberius and Livia that was celebrated
(on March 10) when Tiberius became pontifex maximus
in the year 15.

¥ In this inscription numen is accompanied by the adjectival
form Augustum, so the syntagm reads numen Augustum.
Since Augustus was dead and divinized at the time, we wo-
uld have expected numen Divi Augusti.

% Augustus died on August 19, 14 at Nola. Immediately after
his death, on September 17, apotheosis was performed at
a special Senate session, and the cult of Divine Augustus
spread across the Empire.
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vog princepsa.’® U svakom slucaju, natpis je
dokumentirao kultnu praksu, koja je ukljuci-
vala izvrSavanje viSe obveznih rituala, organi-
zaciju banketa i javnih igara u ¢ast Augustu i
drugim ¢lanovima carske familije, tj. organi-
zirano kolektivno $tovanje carskog kulta koje
se izvodi, redovito i godi$nje, na razini muni-
cipija.’!

Bududi da se na natpisu iz Privlake iz redu-
ciranog popisa Casti razabire da August ima ti-
tulu vrhovnog svecenika, a iz nomenklature je
razvidno da jo$ nije diviniziran, nastanak nat-
pisa moze se okvirno datirati u period izmedu
12. godine prije Krista, kada August postaje
pontifex maximus, 1 njegove smrti 14. godine
po Kristu.*> Ako pak prihvatimo restituciju s
navodom pocasne titule oca domovine, koju
Senat dodjeljuje Augustu 2. godine prije Kri-
sta, dobivamo sljedeéi terminus post quem za
postavljanje dedikacije.

Kao uzi kronoloski okvir za dataciju spome-
nika iz Privlake mozemo uzeti ¢injenicu da se
manifestacije $tovanja ranog kulta Augustova
numena javljaju uglavnom u zavrsnom peri-
odu njegove vladavine. Natpis iz Privlake for-
mom dedikacije blizak je onoj iz Leptis Magne,
ali je svojom mogu¢om funkcijom usporediv
sa Zrtvenicima posveéenim Augustovu nume-
nu postavljenim na javnim mjestima u kolo-
nijama Narbo Martius i Tarraco te municipiju
Forum Clodii. Prema navedenim primjerima,
spomenik iz Privlake s dedikacijom Augusto-
vu numenu mozemo okvirno datirati na kraj
Augustove vladavine, preciznije izmedu 11. i
14. godine.”

% August je umro godine 14., 19. augusta, u Noli. Nepo-
sredno nakon njegove smrti, 17. septembra, na posebnoj
sjednici Senata provedena je apoteoza, a kult Bozanskog
Augusta pro$irio se po cijelom Carstvu.

3 U municipalnom kalendaru kao datum posebne sve¢ano-
sti navodi se i 13. augusta, vjerojatno dan posvete Zrtveni-
ka, a slavlje se nastavlja sljede¢ih $est dana javnim igrama
koje su financirali duoviri. Spominje se i organizacija javne
gozbe za dekurione, koju je financirao posebni donator (Q
Cascellius), a o trosku vrhovnih magistrata u posebnim
prigodama dijeljeni su dekurionima tamjan i vino, a naro-
du i Zenama mulsum et crustula.

# M. DUBOLNIC GLAVAN, 2015, 351.

3 M. DUBOLNIC GLAVAN, 2015, 351.
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honor of Augustus and other members of the
imperial family, that is organized collective
veneration of the imperial cult that is done at
the level of the municipium, regularly and an-
nually.!

Since the reduced list of honors in the in-
scription from Privlaka indicates that Augus-
tus had the title of pontifex maximus, and the
nomenclature reveals he was not divinized at
the time, the formation of the inscription can
be broadly dated to the period between the
year 12 BC when Augustus became pontifex
maximus, and his death in AD 14.%2 If we ac-
cept reading with the mention of the honorific
title Father of the Country, given to Augustus
in 2 BC, we get the following terminus post
quem for placing the dedication.

To narrow the chronological framework of
the monument from Privlaka, we may consider
the fact that manifestations of the worship of
the early cult of the numen of Augustus appear
mostly in the final period of his rule. The in-
scription from Privlaka is very similar in form
of dedication to the one from Leptis Magna,
but its possible function relates it to altars ded-
icated to the numen Augusti placed in public
spaces in the colonies of Narbo Martius and
Tarraco as well as Forum Clodii. Mentioned
examples allow dating of the monument from
Privlaka with dedication to the numen Augus-
ti to the very end of the reign of Augustus,
more precisely between 11 and 14 AD.%

According to L. Jeli¢’s interpretation, the
monument was determined as a base for Au-
gustus  statue that undoubtedly originated
from the area of nearby Nin. Although the
monument pieces were preserved fragmentari-

3t In the municipal calendar, August 13 is mentioned as a

date of special celebration, probably as a day when the altar
was dedicated, and the festivity continued in the following
six days with public games funded by duoviri. There is also
a mention of organization of a public feast for decurions,
funded by a special donor (Q. Cascellius). On special occa-
sions, decurions were given incense and wine, and women
and common people mulsum et crustula at the expense of
high ranking magistrates.

# M. DUBOLNIC GLAVAN, 2015, 351.

% M. DUBOLNIC GLAVAN, 2015, 351.
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Prema interpretaciji dr. L. Jeli¢a, spomenik
je odreden kao baza Augustova kipa, koja,
nedvojbeno, potjece s prostora obliznjeg Nina.
lako su ulomci spomenika fragmentarno sacu-
vani, prema crtezu spojenih ulomaka vidljivo
je da ¢ine spomenik kvadratnog oblika (sacu-
vane dimenzije: visina 60 cm, $irina 80 cm,
debljina 26 cm). Na vrhu i otprilike po sredini
spomenika nalazi se pravokutni utor, koji je
ocigledno sluzio za nasad nekoga drugog ele-
menta na spomenik. Dakle, prema interpreta-
ciji Luke Jeli¢a, da je spomenik baza na koju
se fiksira Augustov kip, njegova je funkcija
jasna. Medutim, s obzirom na sadrzaj teksta
natpisa u kojem je klju¢na dedikacija Augu-
stovu humenu, mozemo opisani spomenik
odrediti i kao sredi$nji dio trodijelnog kompo-
zitnog zrtvenika, a utor udubljen na njegovu
vrhu mogao je sluziti za fiksiranje profiliranog
krunista,* gdje se prinosila Zrtva prema propi-
sanim pravilima $tovanja carskog kulta. Iako
se ova nasa interpretacija funkcije opisanog
spomenika iz Privlake ¢ini logi¢nom, ipak mo-
ramo biti oprezni glede kona¢nog zakljucka,
jer bez izravnog pregleda spomenika, kojem
oc¢igledno nedostaju donji (postolje) i gornji
element, ostajemo samo u sferi nagadanja.

U rukopisu djela Monumentalna povijest
Nina dr. Luka Jeli¢ razmatra natpis u okviru
carskog kulta na prostoru rimske Enone: Sre-
diste augustalnog kulta i augustalstva bijase car-
ski Zrtvenik ara Augusti ili carski hram Augu-
steum. Po monumentalnom posvetnom natpisu
»Numini imperatoris Cesaris Augusti itd. “ kojeg
su nam se sacuvala samo dva ulomka (SI.) oéito
je da je Nin imao svoj Augusteum i to na naju-
znositijoj i najotmjenijoj tocki Citavoga grada i
glavnoga trga kako to podrtine svjedoce.”

S prostora ninskog otoka potjecu brojni

3 Stopala kipa obi¢no su postavljena na gornju povrsinu
spomenika tako da $to bolje podrzavaju njegovu statiku,
ali ne i na njezin kraj, $to takoder ide u prilog tezi da je
ovdje bio izveden spoj sredi$njeg dijela s kruniStem Zzr-
tvenika.

% M. DUBOLNIC GLAVAN, 2015, 349-350, prema: AMS,
Arhiv L. Jeli¢a, V. Nonensia (Nin i okolica), Reg. III, Monu-
mentalna povijest Nina, str. 84.

ly, the drawing of the conjoined pieces clear-
ly shows that they constitute a square-shaped
monument (preserved dimensions: height 60
cm, width 80 cm, thickness 26 cm). A rectan-
gular slot is at the top and in the middle of
the monument, obviously used for inserting
some other element on the monument. Thus,
according to Luka Jeli¢’s interpretation, the
function of the monument is clear — to sup-
port Augustus’ statue. However, considering
the inscription text marked by crucial dedica-
tion to the numen Augusti, we can determine
the described monument also as a central part
of a composite three-part altar, while the slot
at its top might have been used to fix a mold-

t,>* where a sacrifice was

ed crowning elemen
offered in accordance with regulations of the
imperial cult worship. Although our interpre-
tation of the function of the described mon-
ument from Privlaka seems logical, still we
have to be careful about the final conclusion,
because without direct autopsy of the monu-
ment that evidently misses lower part (base)
and upper element, our thesis remains spec-
ulative.

In the manuscript of the work Monumen-
tal History of Nin, dr. Luka Jeli¢ considers the
inscription in the context of the imperial cult
in the region of Roman Aenona: 7he center of
the cult of Augustus was the imperial ara Augus-
ti or imperial temple Augusteum. Monumental
votive incription “Numini imperatoris Cesaris
Augusti etc.” that was preserved on only two frag-
ments (Fig.) reveals that Nin obviously had its
Augusteum, on the most prominent and most ex-
alted point in the entire city and the main square
as attested by the ruins.®

The area of the Nin island yielded numerous
finds of epigraphic monuments, altars, ele-

3 Statue’s feet are usually placed on the upper surface of the
monument for static purposes, but not on its end which
is another argument in favor of the thesis that in this case
central part was connected with the altar crowning ele-
ment.

% M. DUBOLNIC GLAVAN, 2015, 349-350, after: AMS, L.
Jeli¢ Archives, V. Nonensia (Nin and surroundings), Reg.
111, Monumentalna povijest Nina, p. 84.
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nalazi epigrafskih spomenika, Zrtvenika, ele-
menata arhitektonske dekoracije, skulptura
te ostataka arhitekture gradevina iz situ, koji
svjedoce o visokoj razini romanizacije enon-
ske zajednice.®® S prostorom ninskog otoka
povezuju se nalazi vise skulptura od kojih se
znatan dio moze pripisati programu Stovanja
i promidzbe careva i ¢lanova carske obitelji u
okviru Stovanja carskog kulta na municipalnoj
razini. Pretpostavlja se da su u Enoni bile po-
stavljene najmanje tri grupe sluzbenih carskih
skulptura.’” Moze se oc¢ekivati da su grupe car-
skih skulptura bile postavljene u nekoj javnoj
zgradi u okviru kompleksa foruma: bazilici,
kuriji, trijemu ili, $to je vjerojatnije, u hramu
posveéenom Augustu (Augusteum).”® Jo$ od
vremena Luke Jeli¢a, pa sve do danas, u lite-
raturi je zastupljeno misljenje kako su ostatci
monumentalnog hrama u Ninu bili u funkciji
augusteja.”” Ipak, novija misljenja o toj temi
decidirana su u stavu da je masivno zdanje bilo
posveéeno Kapitolijskoj trijadi, te da Auguste-
um treba traziti na drugom mjestu.** Hramska
gradevina posveéena Augustu vjerojatno se na-
lazila u okviru gradskog foruma u blizini mje-
sta nalaza glasovitih skulptura.”!

Prema interpretaciji Luke Jeli¢a, spomenik iz
Privlake mogao bi se odrediti kao baza za na-
sad Augustove skulpture. Ako je takvo odrede-
nje to¢no, ono bi moglo upudivati na vrijeme
stvaranja grupe carskih skulptura na prostoru
municipija Enona. Na takav zaklju¢ak upudi-
vao bi i monumentalni portret Marka Agripe,
vojskovode i Augustova zeta, koji vrlo vjero-
jatno potjece s ninskog podrucja. Portret po
karakteru pripada sluzbenoj, dvorskoj umjet-

% M. DUBOLNIC GLAVAN, 2015, 360-366.

% N.CAMBI, 1998, 47-49; I. JADRIC-KUCAN, 2011, 155-
156.

3 M. DUBOLNIC GLAVAN, 2015, 341.

% L.JELIC, 1900, 171; 1901, 184; M. SUIC, 1969, 92-97; M.
SINOBAD, 2008, 247-249.

% 1. JADRIC-KUCAN, 2011, 155-156; M. DUBOLNIC
GLAVAN, 2015, 325-329. Najdetaljniji opis hrama u Ninu
donosi M. CAGIANO DE AZEVEDO, 1948, 199-225.

4 N.CAMBI, 1998, 57, bilj. 106; M. DUBOLNIC GLAVAN,
2015, 328-329, 341-343. Ta gradevina jo$ uvijek nije ubi-
cirana, no ima indicija za njezino postojanje.
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ments of sculpture and architectural sculpture,
and remains of in situ buildings that testify to
a high level of Romanization of the Aenona
community.*® The area of the Nin island is as-
sociated with a number of sculptures some of
which can be ascribed to the program of ven-
eration and promotion of emperors and mem-
bers of the imperial family within the venera-
tion of the imperial cult at the municipal level.
It is hypothesized that at least three groups
of official imperial sculptures were erected in
Aenona.”” It is reasonable to assume that the
groups of imperial sculptures were placed in a
certain public building within the forum com-
plex: basilica, curia, exedra or, more likely, in
a temple dedicated to Augustus (Augusteum).”®
The opinion that the monumental temple in
Nin was actually an Augusteum has been prev-
alent in scholarly literature back from the time
of Luka Jeli¢ to the present day.* However,
more recent considerations of this topic agree
without any doubt that the massive edifice was
dedicated to the Capitoline Triad, and that
Augusteum should be sought for elsewhere.®
The temple building dedicated to Augustus
was probably located within the city forum
near the findspot of the famous sculptures.*!
In accordance with interpretation of Luka
Jeli¢, the monument from Privlaka might be
determined as a base for mounting Augustus’
sculpture. If this determination is correct, it
might suggest time span when the imperial
sculptures in the area of the municipum of
Aenona were created. Such conclusion would
also be supported by a monumental portrait,

% M. DUBOLNIC GLAVAN, 2015, 360-366.

7 N. CAMBI, 1998, 47-49; I. JADRIC-KUCAN, 2011, 155-
156.

% M. DUBOLNIC GLAVAN, 2015, 341.

® L.JELIC, 1900, 171; 1901, 184; M. SUIC, 1969, 92-97; M.
SINOBAD, 2008, 247-249.

“ 1. JADRIC-KUCAN, 2011, 155-156; M. DUBOLNIC
GLAVAN, 2015, 325-329. The most detailed description
of the temple in Nin is brought by M. CAGIANO DE AZE-
VEDO, 1948, 199-225.

4 N.CAMBI, 1998, 57, note 106; M. DUBOLNIC GLAVAN,
2015, 328-329, 341-343. This building has still not been
pinpointed, but there are indications of its presence.
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nosti, a prema dataciji u konac 1. stoljeca prije
Krista pripadao bi najranijem ciklusu sluzbe-
nih carskih kipova julijevske familije u Enoni.*?

Pocasni Augustovi kipovi na prostoru pro-
vincije Ilirik postavljani su ve¢ u posljednjim
desetlje¢ima 1. stoljeca prije Krista u okviru
njegove jedinstvene i sluzbene promidzbene
politike, no Augustov se kip mogao izloziti i
poslije, u vrijeme prosirivanja skupine, i to kao
postumni.” Stoga bi se na prostoru municipi-
ja Enone moglo ocekivati postojanje najmanje
jo$ jedne skulpture Augusta, jer je postojeca
skulptura tipa Prima Porta (koja prikazuje vla-
dara u herojskoj nagosti kao Jupitera) zasigur-
no nastala postumno, odnosno nakon njegove
smrti.*

U zadnjim desetlje¢ima vladavine Augusta,
poglavito u periodu nakon gusSenja ustanka
dvaju Batona 9. godine i pacifikacije Ilirika,
povecava se broj manifestacija carskog kulta
koji ¢e puni zamah uzeti za vladavine Tiberi-
ja, Augustova nasljednika.” Stoga spomenik
s posvetom Augustovu numenu iz Privlake
mozemo uvrstiti medu najranije manifestacije
carskog kulta na prostoru municipija Enone,
ali i $ire, u okvirima provincije Gornji Ilirik —
Dalmacije.

2 J.BANKO, P. STICOTTI, 1895, 17, br. 17, SL. 7; N. CAMB],
1998, 49, 55, bilj. 37; 2005, 19, SL. 17.

# N.CAMBI, 1998, 55; M. GLAVICIC, N. CAMBI, 2017, 14.

# M. DUBOLNIC GLAVAN, 2015, 351.

% M. GLAVICIC, Z. MILETIC, 2008, 418-420.

probably found in the Nin region, of Marcus
Agrippa, army leader and son-in-law of Au-
gustus. Portrait type belongs to official, court
art. According to dating to the late st century
BC, it belongs to the earliest series of the of-
ficial imperial statues of the Julian family in
Aenona.*?

Honorary Augustus’ statutes in the area of
the province of Illyricum were erected as ear-
ly as the last decades of the 1st century BC
within his unified and official propaganda,
but Augustus’ statue might have been set up
later, when the group was extended, as a post-
humous statue.” Therefore at least one more
sculpture of Augustus can be expected in the
area of the municipium of Aenona, since the
existing sculpture of the Prima Porta type (de-
picting the emperor in heroic nudity as Jupi-
ter) was definitely made posthumously, that is
after his death.

In the last decades of the reign of Augustus,
particularly in the period after crushing the
rebellion of the Batos in the year 9 and pacifi-
cation of Illyricum, the number of manifesta-
tions of the imperial cult increased, only to be
in full swing during the rule of Tiberius, Au-
gustus’ successor.”” Therefore the monument
with the dedication to the numen Augusti
from Privlaka can be included in the earliest
manifestations of the imperial cult in the area
of the municipium of Aenona, but also in the
wider framework of the province of Upper II-
lyricum — Dalmatia.

Translation: Marija Kostié

2 J.BANKO, P. STICOTTIL, 1895, 17, no. 17, SL. 7; N. CAM-
BI, 1998, 49, 55, note 37; 2005, 19, Fig. 17.

4 N.CAMBI, 1998, 55; M. GLAVICIC, N. CAMBI, 2017, 14.

“ M. DUBOLNIC GLAVAN, 2015, 351.

45 M. GLAVICIC, Z. MILETIC, 2008, 418-420.
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K1jUCNE RIEC: Clanak' donosi sliku carskog stovanja u rimskom Oneju pri cemu je glavna pozor-
Salona, Oneum, Ti- nost usmjerena na Zrtvenik BoZanskog Augusta, bozice Rome i Genija carske obitelji
berije, Druz, Cohors I (Genius domus Augusta). Rijel je o vrlo zanimljivom kultnom spomeniku, ne samo
Gallica Voluntariorum, zbog njegove visestruke posvecenosti nego i zbog Cinjenice da ga podize pomoéna vojna
pokrajinski carski kult, jedinica, Cobors I Gallica Voluntariorum, $to je ujedno i njezin prvi spomen u pro-
Genius domus Augusta vinciji Dalmaciji.

KEy WORDS: This paper' provides a picture of imperial worship in Roman Oneum, wherein the
Salona, Oneum, Tibe- primary focus is on an altar dedicated to Divus Augustus, the goddess Roma and the
rius, Drusus, Cohors [ imperial familys Genius (Genius domus Augusta). This is a rather intriguing cult ar-
Gallica Voluntariorum, tefact, not only because of its multiple dedications, but also due to the fact that it was
provincial imperial cult, installed by an auxiliary military unit, Cohors I Gallica Voluntariorum, which is also
Genius domus Augusta the first time this cobort was mentioned in the province of Dalmatia.
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Rimski Genij (Genius) bio je personalno bo-
zanstvo koje je $tovano kao posebna snaga u ¢o-
vjeku, ono bozansko u njemu. Tradicionalno su
samo otac obitelji (pater familias), a prije toga
vjerojatno samo vrhovni poglavar roda (gens)
imali Genija, kojeg bi naslijedio najstariji sin,
a tek u kasnijim vremenima smatralo se da svi
muskarci i Zene od rodenja imaju vlastite Ge-
nije, odnosno Junone (/unones). Pod njegovom
zadtitom osoba je Zivjela od samog rodenja, pa
sve do svoje smrti.” Takoder su po definiciji ne-
kih znanstvenika bili i Zivotna snaga ili ¢uvari
duse. Stovanje Genija igralo je vrlo vaznu ulogu
u svakodnevnom zivotu rimskog ¢ovjeka. Genij
oca obitelji (Genius pater familias) svakog rim-
skog domacinstva primao je redovite zrtve kao
dio obiteljskog kulta, te se $tovao kao dio sva-
kodnevnih ku¢nih obreda, obi¢no izvodenjem
zreva ljevanica, tj. libacija. Takoder se njime
osiguravala plodnost, a time i kontinuitet ¢itave
obitelji. Nadalje, u danima vaznim za obitelj,
poput rodenja djeteta ili sklapanja braka dobi-
vao je posebne zrtve. Uz svakodnevna redovna
zrevovanja Geniju, rodendan pojedinca bio je
glavni kultni dan njihova Genija, te bi svaki
Rimljanin na svoj rodendan obavljao obrede u
¢ast njemu.’ Svi ¢lanovi obitelji, njihovi prijate-
lji i kuéni robovi sudjelovali su u ovim kultnim
obredima, koji su bili obavljani u kué¢nim sve-
tiStima — lararijima (Jararium).* Ona su mogla
imati oblik malog hrama — edikule, nise, ili su
mogla biti oslikana na zidu. Genij se prikazivao
poput muskarca odjevenog u togu rimskog sve-
¢enika, kako stoji izmedu dva Lara, tj. kipova
ku¢nih predaka. Anticki izvori> donose nam po-
datak da se prikazivao i u obliku zmije, za koju
pojedini znanstvenici iznose misljenje kako ona
predstavlja prikaz Genija mjesta (Genius loci),

2 Petron, Cena Trim. 25; Plin., HN, 2.16.

*  J.SUESS, 2007, 3, 44-49.

Lararia je op¢i pojam kojim se moderni znanstvenici ko-

riste za oznacavanje svetista za ku¢ne bogove. Izraz je izve-

den iz naziva jo§ jednog bozanstva ku¢nog ¢uvara, Lara,

koji se ¢esto smatra duhom mrtvih predaka. Vise o tome: J.

SUESS, 2007, 4.

> Liv, Ab Urbe Condita 26.19.7; Suet., Caes., 94,9; Verg.,
Aen., 5,95.
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The Roman Genius was a personal deity re-
vered as the special power within a person, the
divine within him or her. Traditionally only a fa-
milial patriarch (pater familias), and prior to that
probably only the supreme head of a gens had a
Genius, which was inherited by the eldest son,
and only in later periods was it believed that all
men and women had their own respective Geni-
us or Junona (funones). An individual lived un-
der its protection from the moment of birth until
death.? Furthermore, according to the definition
of certain scholars, they were also a life force and
guardians of the soul. The reverence for the Ge-
nius played a vital role in the everyday lives of
Roman people. The Genius of the family father
(Genius pater familias) in each Roman household
received regular sacrifices as a part of the fami-
ly’s cult, and it was worshipped as a component
of everyday household rituals, normally by per-
forming sacrificial libations. They also ensured
fertility, and thereby the continuity of the entire
family. Moreover, special offerings were made on
important days for the family, such as the birth
of a child or the conclusion of marriage. Besides
everyday sacrifices to the Genius, the birthday of
an individual was the primary cult day of his/her
Genius, and every Roman conducted rituals on
his or her birthday in honour of the Genius.? All
members of a family, their friends and household
slaves participated in these cult rituals, which
were conducted in household shrines, lzraria
(sing. lararium).* The latter could have had the
form of a small temple/aedicule or a niche, or
they could have simply been painted onto a wall.
The Genius was depicted as a man wearing the
toga of a Roman priest standing between two La-
res, i.e., statues of household ancestors. Classical
sources’ indicate that it was also portrayed as a

2 Petron, Cena Trim. 25; Plin., HN, 2.16.

> J.SUESS, 2007, 3, 44-49

Lararia is a general term that modern scholars use to de-

signate a shrine for household gods. It is derived from the

name of another household guardian deity, Lares, which

is often deemed the spirit of deceased ancestors. More on

this: J. SUESS, 2007, 4.

> Liv,, Ab Urbe Condita 26.19.7; Suet., Caes., 94,9; Verg.,
Aen., 5,95.
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a ne Genija glave rimske obitelji (Genius pater
Jfamilias).* Osim Genija Covjeka, svojevrsnog
dobrog duha ¢uvara koji ga je pratio kroz Zivot
i odredivao mu sudbinu, u rimskome su svijetu
i odredena mjesta, kao npr. svetista, sveti gajevi
ili cijeli gradovi, imala svojeg zastitnika mjesta,
Genius loci.

Osnivanjem Rimskog Carstva kult Genija
povezuje se s licnosti cara, te kao Genius prin-
cipis postupno dobiva sve veu vaznost, iz pri-
vatne sfere $iri se u javnu sferu i postaje dio
sluzbenog rimskog carskog kulta. Iako se prije
smatralo da se to zbilo u vrijeme cara Augusta
i njegove reorganizacije kulta compita 7. g. pr.
Kr.,” u novije vrijeme prevladava miljenje da
dolaskom Oktavijana Augusta na vlast njegov
Genij jo$ nije bio uklju¢en u drzavni sluzbeni
rimski kult, te neizostavni dio carskog $tovanja
postaje u vrijeme njegovih nasljednika. Ittai
Gradel smatra da se to zbilo u vrijeme cara Kla-
udija, i to pocetkom njegove vladavine, 42. go-
dine.® Naime car Klaudije morao je raditi vise
nego bilo koji car prije njega kako bi uévrstio
obiteljske veze s Augustom. Ovo je bez sum-
nje bio i jedan od motiva deifikacije njegove
bake Livije, Augustove supruge, iako je to bilo
izri¢ito protiv Zelja i postupaka njegova strica,
cara Tiberija. Baka Livija bila je njegova jedina
veza s carem Augustom. Vjerojatno je to bila i
motivacija koja stoji iza promocije Genija i po-
vezanosti njegova kulta s bozanskim carevima
(divi), naglasavaju¢i da je on Genija naslijedio
od cara Augusta kao novi princeps. Zsuzsanna
Virhelyi pak smatra da je sluzbeni kult carskog
Genija poceo poslije, u doba cara Nerona,’ dok
Jessica Suess upucuje na to da je Genij mogao
biti i prije uklju¢en u drzavni rimski kult, tj. u
vrijeme Klaudijeva prethodnika, cara Kaligule."
Carevi su se koristili njime kao dijelom svojih
religijskih programa, posebno u vrijeme kada

¢ G. BOYCE, 1937, 18; T. FROHLICH, 1991, 56-61; J.
SUESS, 2007, 39.

7 L.ROSS TAYLOR, 1975, 152; D. FISHWICK, 1993a, 84.

8 1. GRADEL, 2002, 182.

°  Z.VARHELYI, 2010, 188-192.

10 J. SUESS, 2007, 60-62.

serpent, about which some scholars have posited
that it represents the ‘genius of the place’ (Ge-
nius loci), rather than the Genius pater familias.
Besides the Genius of an individual person, a
sort of guardian spirit that accompanied him or
her for life and dictated his/her fate, in the Ro-
man world certain places, such as shrines, sacred
groves or entire cities, had their own protector,
the Genius loci.

The establishment of the Roman Empire’s
cult of Genius was linked to the personage of
the emperor, and as the Genius principis it grad-
ually gained increasing importance, spreading
from the private to the public sphere and be-
coming part of the official Roman imperial cult.
Even though it was earlier believed that this had
occurred during the reign of Emperor Augustus
and his reorganisation of the cult compita in 7
BC,” more recently the prevailing view has been
that when Octavian Augustus assumed power
his Genius had not yet been incorporated into
the official Roman state cult, and that it became
an essential component of imperial worship
during the reign of his successors. Ittai Gradel
believed that this had occurred in the time of
Emperor Claudius at the beginning of his reign
in 42 AD.® This is because Emperor Claudius
had to do more than any of his predecessors to
reinforce his familial ties to Augustus. This was
doubtless also one of the motives for the deifi-
cation of his grandmother Livia, the wife of Au-
gustus, even though this explicitly contradicted
the wishes and actions of his uncle, Emperor Ti-
berius. His grandmother Livia was his sole link
to Emperor Augustus. This was furthermore
the likely motive behind the promotion of the
Genius and the connection between its cult and
that of the divine emperors (divi), stressing that,
as the new princeps, he had inherited the Geni-
us from Emperor Augustus. Zsuzsanna Virhe-
lyi, however, believed that the official cult of
the imperial Genius began later, during Nero’s

¢ G.BOYCE, 1937, 18; T. FROHLICH, 1991, 56-61; J. SUE-
SS, 2007, 39.

7 L.ROSS TAYLOR, 1975, 152; D. FISHWICK, 1993a, 84.

8 1. GRADEL, 2002, 182.
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SLIKA 1. Prikaz poloéa}'a antickog Oneja (http://www.google.com/earth)
FIGURE 1 The position of Roman-era Oneum marked (http://www.google.com/earth)

su pokusali opravdati svoje pravo na Augusto-
vo nasljedstvo. Uvrstenjem kulta Genija cara u
sluzbeni drzavni kult sluzbena zakletva obavlja-
na je u Cast Jupiteru, bozanskim carevima (divi)
i carevu Geniju. Osim zastite samog cara on
time postaje i zastitnik cijelog rimskog naroda,
o njemu ovise blagostanje i napredak cijelog
Rimskog Carstva. Uz Genija cara $tovao se i
Genij carske obitelji, tj. Genius domus Augusta,
o ¢emu nam svjedodi i potvrda iz Oneja, kojoj
je u ovim redovima dana posebna pozornost.

Rimski Oreum smijestio se 21 km jugoisto¢no
od glavnog grada provincije Dalmacije, Salone,
ponad danasnjeg grada Omisa. Njegov precizan
mikrolokacijski polozaj u pocetku je bio dosta
upitan, medutim niz slu¢ajnih arheoloskih na-
laza otkrivenih u selu Boraku, zaseoku Baudi-
¢ima, potvrdili su lokaciju anti¢kog Oneja, te
sam perimetar naselja (SL 1).

Preciznije, rije¢ je o dobro satuvanoj poligo-
nalnoj kuli zidanoj izduzenim uslojenim pravo-
kutnim blokovima, smje$tenoj juzno od ceste,
za koju mozemo pretpostaviti da je ostatak for-
tifikacija naselja (castellum) iz republikanskog
vremena. Nadalje, gradnjom suvremene ceste u
20. stolje¢u presjecen je obrambeni zid, koji je
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reign,” while Jessica Suess indicated that the Ge-
nius may have been incorporated into the im-
perial cult even earlier, i.e., during the reign of
Claudius’ predecessor, Caligula.'® The emperors
used it as a part of their religious programmes,
particularly when they attempted to justify their
right to the Augustan legacy. By incorporating
the cult of the emperor’s Genius into the official
state cult, a formal vow was made in honour of
Jupiter, the divine emperors (d7vi) and the em-
peror’s Genius. Besides safeguarding the emper-
or himself, it thereby became the protector of
the entire Roman nation, and the welfare and
progress of the entire Roman Empire depended
on it. Besides the emperor’s Genius, the imperial
family’s Genius, i.e., Genius domus Augusta, was
also worshipped, to which the evidence from
Oneum, the focus of particular attention in this
paper, also testifies.

Roman Oneum was located 21 km south-
east of the Dalmatian provincial capital, Salona,
above the present-day town of Omis. Its precise
micro-location was initially rather uncertain;

®  Z.VARHELYI, 2010, 188-192.
10 J. SUESS, 2007, 60-62.
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SLIKA 2. Pogled na Baucice (foto: I. Banovac)
F1GURE 2 View of Bauciéi (photo: I. Banovac)

vide sli¢io nasipu, ¢ija je Sirina prelazila vise od
2 m (SL 2).

Takoder, obilaskom zaseoka Bauci¢a mozemo
zamijetiti da su se pojedini mjestani pri gradnji
svojih kuca koristili i materijalom iz njihove ne-
posredne blizine, tj. antickim spolijama, medu
kojima se razaznaju kameni pravokutni bloko-
vi s plasticnom bunjom i anatirozom, dijelovi
natpisa pisanih klasi¢cnom kapitalom, a takoder
na viSe mjesta otkriveni su zidovi koji su pri-
padali stambenoj arhitekturi rimskog Oneja."
Prethodno navedeni arheoloski ostatci potvrdili
su da se rimski Onej zaista nalazio na mjestu
ranijeg delmatskog naselja u zaseoku Bauci¢ima
ponad Omisa, smjestenog na uscu rijeke Ceti-
ne. Zasto je ba$ naselje bilo smjesteno na toj po-
ziciji, pokazuje nam njegov geografsko-strateski
polozaj koji je omogucavao kontrolu rije¢nog
prijelaza preko rijeke Cetine, ali i vaznih puto-
va koji su vodili iz unutrasnjosti Poljica prema
moru, te nadzor plovidbe Brackim kanalom,
sto je bilo od krucijalne vaznosti za stanovnike
tog naselja.

Anticki i epigraficki izvori pokazuju da je na

1 V. KOVACIC, 1987, 8-9; B. MIMICA, 2003, 499.

however, a series of chance archaeological dis-
coveries in the village of Borak, in its Baudi¢i
hamlet, confirmed the location of Oneum and
the settlement’s actual perimeter (Fig. 1).
Specifically, there is a well-preserved polygonal
tower made of oblong layered rectangular blocks,
situated south of the road, which we may pre-
sume to have been remains of the settlement’s
fortifications (castellum) from the Republic peri-
od. Furthermore, the construction of a modern
road in the 20th century cut through the defen-
sive wall, which bears greater similarity to an em-
bankment with a width exceeding 2 m (Fig. 2).
When touring the hamlet of Baucidi, it may
be observed that when building their houses
individual local residents used the materials in
the immediate vicinity, i.e., Roman-era spolia,
among which rectangular drystone blocks with
an anathyrosis and parts of inscriptions written
in Roman square capitals may be discerned,
while at several places walls that belonged to
the residential architecture of Roman Oneum
have been discovered.! The aforementioned
archaeological remains confirmed that Roman

V. KOVACIC, 1987, 8-9; B. MIMICA, 2003, 499.
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teritoriju Oneja Zivjela zajednica Onastina, a
prostor danasnjih Poljica bio je u rimsko doba
podijeljen izmedu tri teritorijalne zajednice
(civitates): Pituntina, Nerastina'? i Onastina.
Njih spominju i drugi anticki pisci, medutim
s ucestalo$¢u koja se ne ¢ini razmjerna njihovu
realnom znadenju, te je Slobodan Cale pretpo-
stavio da je tijekom 2. i 1. st. pr. Kr. jedan dio
zajednica koji je obitavao duz srednjodalmatin-
ske obale, a koji su zabiljezeni u helenistickim
vrelima, kao $to su Hilejci, Bulini, Nestejci, us-
pio prezivjeti kao autonoman politicki entitet,
Sto je i rezultiralo posebnim spominjanjem triju
malih opéina koje su izvorno mogle pripadati
Nestejcima.'

Cuveni greki povjesni¢ar Strabon donosi da
Delmati imaju do pedeset ,,spomena vrijednih®
naselja — katoikiai, od kojih su neki i gradovi.*
Nadalje, rimski pisac Plinije Stariji u svojem
djelu Naturalis Historia nabrajajuéi zajednice
koje su pripadale salonitanskom konventu,"
spominje kastele — castel/um, medu kojima do-
nosi Onej'®:

Petunt in eam iura viribus discriptis in decu-
rias CCCXLII Delmatae, XXV Deuri, CCXXXIX
Ditiones, CCLXIX Maezei, LII Sardeates. In hoc
tractu sunt Burnum, Andetrium, Tribulium, no-
bilitata proeliis castella. Petunt et ex insulis Issaei,
Solentini, Separi, Epetini. Ab his castella Pegunti-
um, Nerate, Oneum.

U njoj (Saloni) trage pravdu oni kojib su sile
popisane po dekurijama'’: Delmati s 342, Deuri

2 CIL 3, 12794, Nerastini; CIL 3, 8472, Narestini.

13 8. CACE, 2001, 99.

4 B.GABRICEVIC, 1953, 111.

1> Popisivanje Delmata, Ditiona, Mezeja, Sardeata i drugih
naroda u unutra$njosti provincije Dalmacije, prema uvri-
jezenom misljenju, nije pocelo prije kasnijeg Augustova
doba. Epigraficki nalazi pokazuju da je temeljiti ustroj
rimske uprave zapoceo s namjesnikom Dolabelom, od 14.
do 20. g. (J. J. WILKES 1969, 82, 169, 442; A. STARAC,
2000, 11, 43; S. CACE, 2001, 98). Suprotno misljenje dono-
si Alfoldy koji smatra da ustroj valja povezati s podjelom
provincije Ilirik na provincije Panoniju i Dalmaciju (G.
ALFOLDY, 1961).

' Plin, HN, 111, 142.

7 Prevladava migljenje da je rije¢ o domorodackim drus-
tvenim zajednicama poput bratstva na temelju kojih su
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Oneum was truly at the site of an earlier Del-
mataean settlement in the hamlet of Baudidi
above Omis, situated at the mouth of the Cet-
ina River. Why this settlement was situated at
precisely this place is indicated by its geograph-
ic-strategic position, which facilitated control
of the ford over the Cetina, but also the vital
routes that led from the interior of Poljica to
the sea, as well as supervision of maritime traffic
in the Bra¢ Channel, which was crucial to the
settlement’s inhabitants.

Classical and epigraphic sources indicate that
a community of Onastini lived in the territory
of Oneum, and that during the Roman era the
area of today’s Poljica was divided into three ter-
ritorial communities (civitates): Pituntini, Ner-
astini'? and Onastini. They were also mentioned
by other Classical writers, albeit with a frequen-
cy that does not seem to comport to their actual
significance, and Slobodan Cacde assumed that
during the 2nd and 1st centuries BC a part of
the communities that had resided along the cen-
tral Dalmatian coast, which had been recorded
in Hellenistic sources, such as the Hylli, Bulini
or Nesti, managed to survive as an autonomous
polity, which also resulted in special mention
of the three small municipalities that may have
originally belonged to the Nesti."

The renowned Greek historian Strabo noted
that the Delmataeans had up to fifty “notewor-
thy” settlements — katoikiai, of which some were
even cities.'* Furthermore, the Roman writer
Pliny the Elder, in his Nasuralis Historia, when
listing the communities that belonged to the Sa-
lonitan conventus,'> mentioned fortresses (castel-

2 CIL 3, 12794, Nerastini; CIL 3, 8472, Narestini.

13 S.CACE, 2001, 99.

4 B.GABRICEVIC, 1953, 111.

The generally accepted opinion is that censuses of the Del-
mataeans, Ditiones, Maezaei, Sardeates and other peoples
in the provincial interior of Dalmatia did not begin prior
to the late Augustan era. Epigraphic finds indicate that the
thorough organisation of Roman administration began
with Consul Dolabella, from 14 to 20 AD (J. J. WILKES
1969, 82, 169, 442; A. STARAC, 2000, 11, 43; S. CACE,
2001, 98). An opposing view was put forth by Alfoldy, who
believed that its organisation should be linked to the di-
vision of the province of Illyricum into the provinces of
Pannonia and Dalmatia (G. ALEOLDY, 1961).
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s 25, Ditioni s 239, Mezeji s 269, Sardeati s 52.
U tom podruéju su Burnum, Andetrij, Tribulij
(vierojatno Tilurij), utvrde proslavijene po bojevi-
ma. S otoka pripadaju i Isejci, Solentini, Separi i
Epetini. Nakon ovib su kasteli Pegunt (treba: Pi-
tunt'®), Nerate, Onej."”

Plinijev precizni popis autohtonih zajednica
na prostoru danasnje srednje Dalmacije kao
najbrojnije donosi Delmate, pa se valja upi-
tati kakav je bio njihov medusobni odnos sa
zajednicama Onastina, Pituntina i Nerastina.
Prije spomenuto misljenje S. Cale pruza vrlo
uvjerljive argumente za to kako poseban spo-
men njihovih triju opéina moze biti pokazatelj
da one ne pripadaju delmatskoj zajednici, bez
obzira na sigurnu ¢injenicu da su kao i svi au-
tohtoni narodi srednje Dalmacije bili etnicki
povezani s Delmatima,® ve¢ su one vjerojatno
ocuvale svoju autonomiju pod rimskom zasti-
tom, a dijelom su usle u zajednicu s Isejcima
(Salona), te time nisu bile ¢vrsto integrirane u
delmatsku politicku zajednicu.?! Novije razmi-
Sljanje o tome donose Zeljko Mileti¢ i Silvia
Bekavac, koji smatraju da je rije¢ o ustrojbenim

Rimljani izradili popis prema kojemu su se utvrdivale ra-
zlicite obaveze pokorenih zajednica, tj. visina tributa, broj
novaka, utvrdivanje daljnjih obaveza itd. (G. ALFOLDY,
1965, 166; J. J. WILKES, 1969, 185; A. STIPCEVIC, 1974,
164-165). Suprotno ovom misljenju B. Gabricevi¢ se slaze
s tvrdnjom Rostovtzeffa, koji dekurije poistovjecuje s gen-
som, ¢ime bi one bile manje zajednice, dinarske skupine
srodnih ljudi, nesto kao danasnji zaseoci (B. GABRICE-
VIC, 1953, 114). Nadalje, S. Cace smatra da je dekurija je-
dinica koja je proizasla iz nekog rodovskog ili plemenskog
(tribalnog) uredenja, ¢ime odgovara dinarskom bratstvu
ili nekoj sli¢noj skupini. Usporedbom s konventima sjeve-
rozapadne Hispanije gdje je u sklopu triju konvenata (lu-
censki, brakarski i asturicki) bilo oko 685 000 ,,slobodnih
Jjudi“ dolazi do prosudbe da je dekurija mogla imati naj-
manje oko 300 do 350 ljudi. Time bi Delmati imali najma-
nje oko 100 000 ljudi (S. CACE, 2010, 76-78).

8 Prema terminacijskom natpisu koji spominje etnik inter
Nerastinos et Pituntinos... (CIL 3, 12794), te drugim spo-
menima u izvorima, toponim Peguntium mogao bi se re-
konstruirati na predlozeni nac¢in.

2 S. CACE, 2001, 92-93.

2§ CACE, 2001, 99. Izmedu delmatskih zajednica i primor-
skih domorodackih zajednica razlika je u tradiciji i civi-
lizacijskom razmaku. Za pripadnost Delmatima kod M.
ZANINOVIC, 1966, 33; R. KATICIC, 1963, 255-292.

2 8. CACE, 2001, 100.

lum), among them Oneum'®:

“Petunt in eam iura viribus discriptis in decuri-
as CCCXLII Delmatae, XXV Deuri, CCXXXIX
Ditiones, CCLXIX Maezei, LII Sardeates. In hoc
tractu sunt Burnum, Andetrium, Tribulium, no-
bilitata proeliis castella. Petunt et ex insulis Issaei,
Solentini, Separi, Epetini. Ab his castella Pegun-
tium, Nerate, Oneum”

“To this colony [of Salona] the Delmataei,"”
whose men are drawn up into 342 administra-
tive groups [decuriae] appeal for justice, also the
25 groups of Deuri, the 239 of Ditiones, 269
Maezaei, and the 52 groups of Sardeates. In this
district are Burnum, Andetrium, and Tribuli-
um, [probably Tilurium], fortresses that are fa-
mous for battles. Island peoples also belonging
to the same jurisdiction are the Issacans, Colen-
tini, Separi and Epetini. After these come the
fortresses of Peguntium [this should be: Pitun-
tium'®], Nareste and Onium.”"®

Pliny’s precise list of indigenous communi-
ties in the territory of today’s central Dalmatia
cites the Delmataeans as the most numerous,

' Plin., HN, 111, 142.

7 The prevailing view is that these were native social
communities such as fraternities on which basis the Ro-
mans compiled a census according to which various du-
ties were assigned to the subjugated communities, i.e., the
amount of tribute, the number of recruits, determination
of further obligations, etc. (see G. ALFOLDY, 1965, 166;
J. J. WILKES, 1969, 185; A. STIPCEVIC, 1974, 164-165).
By contrast, B. Gabricevi¢ agreed with Rostovtzeff, who
equated the decuries with a gens, whereby they would have
been smaller communities, Dinaric groups of people tied
by kinship, something like present-day hamlets (B. GA-
BRICEVIC, 1953, 114). Furthermore, S. Cace believed
that the decury was a unit that emerged from some raci-
al or tribal organisation, whereby it would correspond to
a Dinaric fraternity or similar group. A comparison with
the conventi of north-western Hispania, where there were
approximately 685,000 “free people” within three conven-
ti (Lucensis, Bracarensis and Asturicensis), leads to the
supposition that a decury could have encompassed 300 to
350 people at a minimum. The Delmataeans thus had at
least 100,000 people (S. CACE, 2010, 76-78).

'8 According to a boundary inscription which mentions the
ethnic designation “inter Nerastinos et Pituntinos...” (CIL
3, 12794), and other mentions in these sources, the to-
ponym Peguntium may be reconstructed as suggested.

S, CACE, 2001, 92-93.
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SLIKA 3. Terminacijski natpis iz Sumpetra u
Jesenicama, Arheoloski muzej Split (foto: T. Seser)
F1GURE 3 Boundary inscription from Sumpetar in
Jesenice, Archaeological Museum in Split (photo: T. Seser)

teritorijalnim jedinicama nizeg ranga (pagus)
koje su ¢inile dio salonitanskog teritorija, zbog
¢ega nisu imale status autonomnih civitates pe-
regrinorum, a Plinijev termin castellum za ozna-
¢avanje Petuntija, Naresta i Oneja nema vojno
znacenje, nego se odnosi na sakralne dominante
navedenih pagusa.”?

Teritorij Oneja protezao se s obiju strana rije-
ke Cetine, te su se mogli kontrolirati svi vazni
putovi koji su vodili iz srednjih Poljica prema
moru. Na jugu je vjerojatno sezao do poloza-
ja Vrulje (Dupci), gdje je grani¢io s podru¢jem
naronitanskog sudbenog konventa.”® Granica
izmedu Onastina i susjednih zajednica Nerasti-
na bila je uredena cijelom njezinom duzinom
odlukom namjesnika L. Voluzija Saturnina u
doba cara Kaligule izmedu 37. i 41. godine,** o

2§ BEKAVAC, Z. MILETIC, 2018, 195-203.
1. VUCIC, 2006, 169
T Buli¢ datira natpis u 37./38. g. (E BULIC, 1889, 150).
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so it would be worthwhile to examine their re-
lations with the Onastini, Pituntini and Neras-
tini communities. Slobodan Cace’s aforemen-
tioned opinion offers persuasive arguments
for the possibility that the specific mention of
their three municipalities may have been an in-
dicator that even though they were definitely
ethnically linked to the Delmataeans® like all
other indigenous peoples of central Dalmatia,
they did not belong to the Delmataean com-
munity, rather they had probably preserved
their autonomy under Roman patronage and
partially joined a community with the Issae-
ans (Salona), and were thus not firmly inte-
grated into the Delmataean polity.! More re-
cent opinions on this have been put forth by
Zeljko Mileti¢ and Silvia Bekavac, who believe
that these were lower-level organised territori-
al units (pagi) that formed a part of Salonitan
territory, which is why they did not have the
status of autonomous civitates peregrinorum,
while Pliny’s term castellum to designate Pe-
tuntium, Nareste and Oneum does not have
a military meaning, rather they refer to the sa-
cral dominants of these pagi.*

The territory of Oneum extended outward
from both banks of the Cetina River, whence
it could oversee all major routes that led from
central Poljica to the sea. In the south it prob-
ably extended to the site of Vrulje (Dupci),
where it bordered the territory of the Naronitan
juridical conventus.® The boundary between
the Onastini and the neighbouring Nerastini
was regulated over its entire extent by decree
of Consul Lucius Volusius Saturninus during
Caligulas reign between 37 and 41 AD,* to
which the boundary inscription found on the

2§ CACE, 2001, 99. The difference between the Delmatae-
an communities and the littoral native communities was
based on tradition and level of civilisational advancement.
On belonging to the Delmataeans see M. ZANINOVIC,
1966, 33; R. KATICIC, 1963, 255-292.

2 S, CACE, 2001, 100.

2§ BEKAVAC, Z. MILETIC, 2018, 195-203.

z 7. VUCIC, 2006, 169

2 F Buli¢ dated the inscription to 37/38 AD (F. BULIC, 1889,
150).
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SLIKA 4. Prikaz polozaja Salone i Oneja (http://www.google.com/earth)
F1GURE 4 Locations of Salona and Oneum (http://www.google.com/earth)

¢emu nam svjedo¢i terminacijski natpis prona-
den na brezuljku Grebenu iznad danasnjeg na-
selja Sumpetra u Jesenicama® (SI. 3):

L(ucius) Trebius /| Secundus priaefectus castr/
orum inter / Onastinos et | Narestinos ter/minos
pos(u)it iuslsu L(uci) Volusi Satulrni(ni) leg(ati)
pro priaetore Clai) Cales/ari]s Aulglu/sti] G/le]
rmanici ex | sentendila quam is ath/irito (sic)
consiflio dixit (vac).?°

Onej se nalazio u neposrednoj blizini Salo-
ne, glavnog grada provincije Dalmacije, te je
bitno sagledati i njihov medusobni odnos (SL
4). Osnivanjem rimske kolonije u Saloni utvr-

dene su i granice njezina plodnog zemljista, tj.

napravljena je limitacija salonitanskog agera.”

Poznato je da se teritorij kolonije u pocetku
protezao od Kastel Staroga, gdje je granicio s
teritorijem Tragurija, pa do rijeke Zrnovnice na
istoku, gdje je granicio s teritorijem Pituntina.
Time je zahvacao podru¢je danasnjeg Kaste-

»  A.JAGENTEUFEL, 1958, 20; E. BULIC, 1889, 150.

% CIL 3, 8472; ,,Lucije Trebije Sekund je po zapovjedi Lucija
Voluzija Saturnina, legata cara Kaligule (Gaj Cezar August
Germanik), postavio grani¢ne natpise izmedu Onastina i
Nerastina na temelju odluke to ju je donio na vije¢u?” Ter-
minacijski natpis ¢uva se u Arheoloskom muzeju Split.

2O tome kada je i kako Salona postala kolonijom dosta je
pisano, pri ¢emu je izneseno vise razli¢itih teorija, no veéi-
na se slaze da su je osnovali Cezar ili August izmedu 47. i
27.g.pr. Kr.

Greben hillock above the modern settlement of
Sumpetar in Jesenice testifies” (Fig. 3):

L(ucius) Trebius | Secundus priaefectus castr/
orum inter / Onastinos et / Narestinos ter/minos
pos(u)it iuslsu L(uci) Volusi Satu/rni(ni) leg(a-
ti) pro prlaetore Clai) Caleslaris Aulg]ulsti] G/
[e[rmanici ex / sententila quam is ath/irito (sic)
consillio dixit (vac).?°

Oneum was in the immediate vicinity of Sa-
lona, the capital city of the Dalmatian province,
so examining their mutual relationship is es-
sential (Fig. 4). Once a Roman colony was es-
tablished in Salona, the boundaries of its fertile
lands were also laid down, i.e., the centuriation
of the Salonitan ager was done.” It is a known
fact that the colony’s territory initially extended
from today’s Kastel Stari, where it bordered the
territory of Tragurium, to the Zrnovnica River
in the east, where it bordered Pituntini territory.
It thus encompassed the area of the present-day

% A.JAGENTEUFEL, 1958, 20; E. BULIC, 1889, 150.

% CIL 3, 8472; “Lucius Trebius Secundus, at the command
of Lucius Volusius Saturninus, legate of Gaius Caesar Au-
gustus Germanicus [Emperor Caligula], set the boundary
inscriptions between the Onastini and Nerastini pursuant
to the decision made by the council” The boundary ins-
cription is held in the Archaeological Museum in Split.

¥ Much has been written about when Salona became a co-
lony, wherein several differing theories have been put
forth, but most agree that it had been established by Caesar
or Augustus between 47 and 27 BC.
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SLIKA 5. Katastarski kamen medas s nepoznate
pozicije u Podstrani, Arheoloski muzej Split,

inv. br. A 3328 (foto: T. Seser)

FIGURE 5 A cadastral boundary stone from an
unknown location in Podstrana, Archaeological
Museum in Split, inv. no. A 3328 (photo: T. Seser)

lanskog, Solinskog i Splitskog polja, a prema
zaledu je vjerojatno sezao do Kozjackog bila i
Klisa.® Nesto manje od polovice agera bilo je
organizirano u centurije.”

Medutim, poslije se ager Salone prosirio na
podru¢je Pituntina, dana$nje Podstrane, o
¢emu svjedodi sa¢uvani rimski kamen — medas,
cippus terminuskoji je pripadao limitaciji agera.?’

% M. SUIC, 1996, 366.

¥ Obradivo zemljiste (pars qua falx et arater ierit) najprije se
premjerilo i podijelilo u vece parcele (per limite sin centu-
irias) mrezom ravnih medusobno jednako udaljenih pa-
ralelnih linija (limites) koje su se sjekle pod pravim kutom
(omnis limitum conexio rectis angulis continetur). Na taj
nacin dobivene su vece parcele, centurije, koje su uobic¢a-
jeno bile pravilnog kvadratnog oblika stranica 2 400 stopa
(710,4 m).

% CIL 3, 12794; M. SUIC, 1996, 305. U vrijeme cara Augusta
na raskrizju svakog karda i dekumana postavljani su ni-
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plains of Kastela, Solin and Split, and it proba-
bly extended to Kozjacko Bilo and Klis in the
interior.”® Slightly less than half of the ager was
organised into centuries.”’

However, later Salona’s ager expanded into
Pituntini territory, in present-day Podstrana,
which is confirmed by a preserved Roman
boundary stone, cippus terminus, installed dur-
ing the agers centuriation.*® This is a stone
shaped like an irregular pilaster that is rectan-
gular in section, bearing the designations DII
and KI on its two neighbouring sides, while a
decussis is carved onto its upper base at a right
angle (Fig. 5).

Its branches run in the direction of the cor-
responding cardus and decumanus.” This cen-
turiation may be associated with the second
phase of colonizing activities in the Salona area
which were conducted by Emperor Claudius,
and which may be ascribed to the spread of
the Salonitan ager in the territory of Traguri-
um, where the emperor settled his retired sol-
diers (veterans) in Siculi, today’s Kastel Stafili¢.3?
Scholarly discourse on matters pertaining to the
status of these communities and their territori-
al and administrative relationships with Salona
are rather complex.** Whether Onastini territo-
ry was incorporated into the Salonitan ager in

% M. SUIC, 1996, 366.

#  Arable land (pars qua falx et arater ierit) was first surveyed
and subdivided into larger lots (per limite sin centuirias)
in a network of straight equidistant parallel lines (limites)
which intersected at right angles (ommnis limitum conexio
rectis angulis continetur). In this manner larger lots, centu-
ries, were made, which ordinarily had a standard quadratic
shape with sides measuring 2,400 feet (710.4 m).

30 CIL 3, 12794; M. SUIC, 1996, 305. During the reign of Au-
gustus, low cippi were installed at the intersection of every
cardus and decumanus. Each of these had a decussis carved
onto the upper base, i.e., two lines that intersected at a right
angle, of which one ran in the direction of the decumanus
and the other in the direction of the cardus.

3 M. SUIC, 1996, 368. Only certain boundaries were fully
marked in this part of the ager, while the rest only conta-
ined the most necessary data, because everyone certainly
knew where the CM and DM led and how far an individu-
al region extended from the ager. The seat of this new part
of the Salonitan ager (umbilicus) was somewhere in today’s
village of Podstrana.

2 M. SUIC, 1996, 368.

#  D.MARSIC, 2003, 436; 1. BORZIC, 2014, 83.
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Rije¢ je o kamenu koji ima oblik nepravilnog
pilastra kvadratnog presjeka, koji na dvjema su-
sjednim stranama nosi oznake DII i KI, dok je
na njegovoj gornjoj osnovici urezan decussis pod
pravim kutom (SL 5).

Njegovi kraci idu u pravcu odgovarajudeg
karda i dekumana.’’ Ovu limitaciju mogli bi-
smo povezati s drugom fazom kolonizatorske
djelatnosti na prostoru Salone koju je provo-
dio car Klaudije, a kojoj moZemo pripisati
Sirenje salonitanskog agera na teritorij Tragu-
rija, gdje je car u Sikulima, danasnjem Kastel
Stafili¢u naselio svoje umirovljene vojnike, tj.
veterane.”> Znanstvene rasprave o pitanjima
koja se odnose na status ovih zajednica, te nji-
hove teritorijalne i administrativne odnose sa
Salonom, prili¢no su slozene.”® Je li teritorij
Onastina bio uklju¢en u salonitanski ager u
njegovoj drugoj fazi, kad se ager salonitanske
kolonije $iri do teritorija Pituntina, i dalje je
predmet rasprave. Tako Mate Sui¢ donosi da je
kastel Onej (castellum) bio utvrdeno stalno na-
puceno naselje, zajednicko sjediste vise rodov-
skih op¢ina (vici) medusobno srodnih po po-
drijetlu, te njegov teritorij nije bio uklju¢en u
salonitanski ager.* Medutim, prema novijem
razmisljanju, prethodno veé¢ spomenutom, ri-
je¢ je o teritorijalnoj jedinici nizeg ranga (pa-
gus) unutar salonitanskog teritorija, s kastelom
Onejem kao njegovom sakralnom dominan-
tom. Time su i navedeni terminacijski natpisi
i limitacija dio unutra$nje salonitanske mreze
granica posjeda, a Sirenje centurija na prostor
tih triju opdina nije rezultiralo promjenom
njihova administrativnog karaktera.”

ski cipusi koji su na gornjoj osnovici imali urezan decussis,
to jest dvije linije koje su se sjekle pod pravim kutom, od
kojih je jedna i8la u pravcu dekumana, a druga u pravcu
karda.

3 M. SUIC, 1996, 368. U ovom dijelu agera bile su potpu-
no naznacene samo neke mede, a ostale su sadrzavale tek
najpotrebnije podatke, jer su jamacno svi znali kuda vodi
KM, tj. DM i do kud se proteze pojedina regija iz agera.
Srediste tog novog dijela salonitanskog agera (umbilicus)
nalazilo se negdje u danasnjem selu Podstrani.

# M. SUIC, 1996, 368.

#  D.MARSIC, 2003, 436; 1. BORZIC, 2014, 83.

* M. SUIC, 2003, 86.

* 8. BEKAVAGC, Z. MILETIC, 2018, 195-205.

its second phase, when the Salonitan colony’s
ager expanded to Pituntini territory, is still the
topic of debate. Thus, Mate Sui¢ asserted that
the Oneum castellum was a fortified perma-
nently inhabited settlement, the common seat
of several tribal communities (vici) with com-
mon ancestry, and their territory was not incor-
porated into the Salonitan ager.** According to
more recent already noted opinions, however,
this was a lower-ranking territorial unit (pagus)
inside Salonitan territory, with the Oneum cas-
tellum as its sacral dominant. In the same vein,
the aforementioned boundary inscriptions and
centuriations were part of the internal Salonitan
network of property lines, and the expansion of
the centuries into the area of the three munic-
ipalities did not result in a change in their ad-
ministrative character.®

Its importance and significance are reflected in
the archaeological remains which show that it
was probably the location of a shrine dedicated
to the provincial imperial cult.’*® These consist
of two inscriptions, one mentioning Emperor
Tiberius, dated to 33/34 AD,” and the other,
from 51/52 AD, Publius Anteius Rufus, the
provincial consul of Dalmatia during the reign
of Emperor Claudius.?® Besides these, a marble
head of Emperor Tiberius was also found, which
was probably made after 14 AD, i.e., after the
emperor’s ascent to the throne® (Fig. 6), and an
altar dedicated to Divus Augustus and the god-

¥ M. SUIC, 2003, 86.

% S.BEKAVAC, Z. MILETIC, 2018, 195-205.

% L.JADRIC-KUCAN, 2011, 224-228; 2014, 165-178.

¥ E BULIC, 1914, 104. Imp(eratori) Tiberio Cae]sari, Div[i
Aug(usti)] f(ilio), Divi Iuli [nep(oti), Augu]sto, pont(ifici)
[max(imo)], cos. V;, imp. V [III, trib(unicia)] pot(estate)
XXXV, aulguri, XV virJo sacris fa[ciundis VII viro]
epuflonum]...

% E BULIC, 1908, 3. [Ti(berio) Cla[udio Drusi f{ilio)],
Caisa[re Aug(usto) Germ(anico) pon]tifice m[aximo
trib(unicia) pot(estate)] XI imp(eratore) XVIII, co(n)s(ule)
V] censori, p(atre) [p(atriae) curante P(ublio)] Anteio Ru][fo
leg(ato) Aug(usti) pro pr(aetore) prov(inciae) Dalm(atiae)].
In the inscription, Caesar is written as Caisar. The reason is
that the diphthong was written as Al instead of AE during
the reign of Claudius (45-54 AD), after which time this
spelling disappeared. It was built into the courtyard wall of
the house belonging to Michela Saban, no. 140, in Omis.

¥ N.CAMBI, 1997, 73-74; 2005, 35, Fig. 41.
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O vaznosti i njegovu znacenju vidimo i iz
arheologkih ostataka koji pokazuju da je ovdje
vjerojatno bilo svetiSte pokrajinskog carskog
kulta.* Rije¢ je o dvama natpisima, na jednom
se spominje car Tiberije, datira se u 33./34.
godinu,”” a na drugom iz 51./52. godine spo-
minje se Publije Antej Ruf, namjesnik provinci-
je Dalmacije u doba cara Klaudija.® Osim njih
pronadena je i mramorna glava cara Tiberija
koja je nastala vjerojatno nakon 14. godine, to
jest nakon careva uspona na prijestolje® (Sl. 6),
te zrtvenik BoZanskog Augusta i bozice Rome
Cija je straznja strana posveéena Geniju.*’

Budu¢i da je na teritoriju Oneja i okolnom
podru¢ju zivjelo i brojno peregrinsko stanov-
ni$tvo, za njih je bez sumnje moralo biti or-
ganizirano pokrajinsko carsko $tovanje. Uz
prethodno navedene spomenike potvrdu pro-
nalazimo i u samom poloZaju njegova kultnog
sredista izvan urbanog areala grada, $to je bila
uobicajena praksa za kultno srediste pokrajin-
skog carskog kulta. Pokrajinski nivo $tovanja u
zapadnom dijelu Rimskog Carstva zapocinje u
vrijeme kada carski kult jo$ nije bio kona¢no
razdijeljen na sredi$nji (rimski), provincijski
i municipalni nivo. U toj ranoj fazi cjeloku-
pnog razvoja carskog kulta on je jo§ zasebna
manifestacija koja se uvodi na teritorije naro-
da koje su nedavno pokorili Cezar i Oktavijan
August, a s vremenom je postao dio provincij-
skoga carskoga kulta. Pokrajinska razina kulta
bila je ustanovljena u onim podru¢jima koja

% 1.JADRIC-KUCAN, 2011, 224-228; 2014, 165-178.

% F BULIC, 1914, 104. Imp(eratori) Tiberio Caelsari, Div[i
Aug(usti)] f(ilio), Divi Iuli [nep(oti), Augu]sto, pont(ifici)
[max(imo)], cos. V, imp. V [III, trib(unicia)] pot(estate)
XXXV, au[guri, XV virJo sacris fa[ciundis VII viro]
epu[lonum]...

% E BULIC, 1908, 3. [Ti(berio) Cla[udio Drusi f{ilio)],
Caisa[re Aug(usto) Germ(anico) pon]tifice m[aximo
trib(unicia) pot(estate)] XI imp(eratore) XVIII, co(n)s(ule)
V] censori, p(atre) [p(atriae) curante P(ublio)] Anteio Ru[fo
leg(ato) Aug(usti) pro pr(aetore) prov(inciae) Dalm(atiae)].
Na natpisu je Caesar napisan kao Caisar. Razlog je oblik
pisanja diftonga AT umjesto AE koji se rabio u vrijeme cara
Klaudija (45. - 54. g.), nakon ¢ega nestaje. Bio je ugraden u
zid dvorista kuce Michele Saban, br. 140 u Omisu.

¥ N.CAMBI, 1997, 73-74; 2005, 35, SI. 41.

% FE BULIC, 1908, 5, 6; N. CAMBI, 1997, 73-74; 1. JADRIC-
KUCAN, 2014, 168-170.

4

dess Roma, which had a dedication to the Geni-
us on its back.®

Since a numerous peregrine population lived
in the territory of Oneum and its vicinity, pro-
vincial imperial worship doubtlessly had to have
been organised for them. Besides the previously
mentioned monuments, confirmation thereof
can also be found in the very location of its cult
centre outside of the town’s urban area, which
was the customary practice for the cult centres
of the provincial imperial cult. The provincial
level of worship in the Roman Empire’s western
section began at a time when the imperial cult
had still not been broken down into the central
(Roman), provincial and municipal levels. In
this early phase of the imperial cult’s overall de-
velopment, it was still a separate affair that was
introduced to the territories of peoples who had
recently been subjugated by Caesar and Octavi-
an Augustus, and with time it became a com-
ponent of the provincial imperial cult. The cult’s
provincial level was instituted in those territories
that were deemed less peaceful and less secure by
the Roman authorities. It was only after a cer-
tain area had been pacified that all communities
could be consolidated and worship at the prov-
ince-wide level could be organised. The provin-
cial cult thereby served as a political means to
more easily foster acceptance of Roman author-
ity among the peregrine populace and its fur-
ther spread to surrounding territories.*’ At this
level of worship, the function of the provincial
assemblies as the organisers of worship was as-
sumed by the provincial juridical convent,** but

% E BULIC, 1908, 5, 6; N. CAMBI, 1997, 73-74; I. JADRIC-
KUCAN, 2014, 168-170.

4 1, JADRIC-KUCAN, 2011, 104-129.

2 A central court, conventus iuridicus, was organised for pere-
grine communities that did not have municipal status and
were under the jurisdiction of a neighbouring municipium.
Only a few older provinces had data on the organisation
of juridical conventi with a census of their ethnic (territo-
rial) communities. These were Hispania Citerior and Hi-
spania Ulterior (organised in 197 BC), Illyricum (167 BC)
and Asia (133 BC). The later administrative organisation of
the Roman provinces probably discarded the sub-division
into conventi, because judicial and other legal affairs were
assumed by other institutions. It is also interesting that the
conventi were not organised in the other older provinces
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SLIKA 6. Portret cara Tiberija iz Omisa, Gradski
muzej Omis (foto: 1. Jadri¢-Kudan)

FIGURE 6 Portrait of Emperor Tiberius from Omis,
Omis Town Museum (photo: L. Jadri¢-Kuéan)

su bila nemirnija i nesigurnija za rimsku vlast.
Tek kad je neki prostor bio pacificiran moglo
je do¢i do okupljanja svih zajednica i do or-
ganiziranja Stovanja na nivou cijele provincije.
Time je pokrajinski kult sluzio kao politi¢-
ko sredstvo lakSem prihvacanju rimske vlasti
medu peregrinskim stanovniStvom i njezinu
daljnjem Sirenju na okolna podru¢ja.”’ Na
ovom nivou S$tovanja funkciju provincijskih
skupstina kao organizatora $tovanja preuzi-
mali su provincijski sudski konventi,** ali to

“ LJADRIC-KUCAN, 2011, 104-129.
2 Za peregrinske zajednice koje nisu imale municipalnog

this was not necessarily the rule.® The province
of Dalmatia was sub-divided into three juridical
conventi: Scardonitan, Salonitan and Naronitan,
and provincial imperial worship was instituted
at their level. The cults seat for the Salonitan
juridical conventus was, based on what has been
specified above, Oneum. Its cultic monuments
have been covered in great detail in the Croatian
scholarly literature,* so that they shall only be
briefly mentioned herein. The sole exception will
be the altar of Divus Augustus and the goddess
Roma, and the Genius, to which we have decid-
ed to accord particular attention due to the in-
terpretation of the second part of its inscription,
which differs from what has been accepted in the
scholarship up to this point. The monument was
discovered in the hamlet of Bauci¢i above Omis
at the beginning of the 20th century. It is made
of the local limestone, with a height of 1.06 m,
width of 0.63 m and thickness of 0.58 m, and it
has inscriptions engraved on its front and back
sides. A dedication to Divus Augustus and the
goddess Roma is engraved on the front (Fig. 7):

[Divlo Aug(usto) et [Romae] / sacru[m].

This is standard reverence for the goddess
Roma and a living emperor, who was now,
after the emperors death, linked to Divus
Augustus.® The goddess Roma was the per-
sonification of the Roman populace (Populus
Romanus), the divine presentation of Romans

(Gallia Narbonensis, Sicilia, Sardinia and Corsica).

# The earliest trace of a provincial cult can be found in
north-western Spain with the establishment of the tree al-
tars (arae Sestianae). Their physical remains were not dis-
covered, but literary sources show that they were dedicated
to Augustus (Augusto dicatae). Ptol,, Geog, 2, 6, 3. Znjotov
Bwpoi; Pompon. Mela 3, 13. In Astyrum litore Noega est
oppiudum et tres arae, quas Sestianas vocant, in paeninsula
sedent et sunt Augusti nomine sacrae; Plin., HN, 4, 3. Celti-
ci cognomine Neri et super Tamarci, quorum in paeninsula
tres arae Sestianae Augusto dicatae...

“ F BULIC, 1914, 104; 1908, 3; A. NOVAKOVIC, 1991,
129-135; 2006, 29-47; N. CAMBI, 1997, 73-74; 2005, 35,
Fig. 41; M. GLAVICIC, Z. MILETIC, 2008, 417-426; V.
GOTOVAC, 1991/1992, 53-61; 1. JADRIC-KUCAN,
2011, 224-228; I. JADRIC-KUCAN, 2014, 168-170.

% D. FISHWICK, 1993b, 310; I. JADRIC-KUCAN, 2011,
291-297.
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nije moralo biti pravilo.* Provincija Dalma-
cija bila je podijeljena u tri sudska konventa:
skardonitanski, salonitanski i naronitanski, te
je na njihovu nivou bilo uvedeno provincijsko
carsko $tovanje. Kultno srediste za salonitan-
ski sudbeni konvent na temelju navedenog
vjerojatno je bio Onej. Njegovi kultni spome-
nici detaljno su obradeni u nasoj znanstvenoj
literaturi,* zbog ¢ega su ovom prigodom samo
navedeni. Iznimku tomu ¢ini jedino Zrtvenik
Bozanskog Augusta i bozice Rome, te Genija,
kojemu smo ovom prigodom odlu¢ile dati po-
sebnu pozornost, zbog interpretacije drugog
dijela natpisa, koja se razlikuje od dosad znan-
stveno uvazene. Spomenik je pronaden pocet-
kom 20. stolje¢a u zaseoku Bauci¢ima iznad
Omisa. Napravljen je od lokalnog kamena va-
pnenca, visine 1,06 m, Sirine 0,63 m, debljine
0,58 m, te ima isklesane natpise na prednjoj i
straznjoj strani. Na prednjoj strani Zrtvenika
izvedena je posveta Bozanskom Augustu i bo-

zici Romi (SI. 7):

[Div]o Aug(usto) et [Romae] / sacru[m)].

uredenja i nisu se nalazile pod sudskom nadleznosti neko-
ga susjednog municipija, bilo je organizirano centralno su-
diste, sudski konvent (conventus iuridicus). Samo nekoliko
starijih provincija sadrzi podatak o organizaciji sudbenih
konvenata s popisom pripadajucih etnickih (teritorijalnih)
zajednica. To su bile Hispania Citerior i Hispania Ulterior
(organizirane 197. pr. Kr.), provincija Ilirik (167. pr. Kr.)
i provincija Azija (133. g. pr. Kr.). Kasnija administrativ-
na organizacija rimskih provincija vjerojatno je napustila
podjelu prema konventima, jer su sudske i ostale pravne
poslove preuzele druge ustanove. Zanimljivo je takoder da
konventi nisu bili organizirani i u ostalim starijim provin-
cijama (Narbonska Galija, Sicilija, Sardinija i Korzika).
Najraniji trag provincijskog carkog kulta nalazimo u sje-
verozapadnoj Spanjolskoj utemeljenjem triju oltara (arae
Sestianae). Njihovi materijalni ostatci nisu otkriveni, no
literarni izvori pokazuju da su bili posveéeni Augustu (Au-
gusto dicatae). Ptol., Geog, 2, 6, 3. Znotov fwyoi; Pompon.
Mela 3, 13. In Astyrum litore Noega est oppiudum et tres
arae, quas Sestianas vocant, in paeninsula sedent et sunt Au-
gusti nomine sacrae; Plin., HN, 4, 3. Celtici cognomine Neri
et super Tamarci, quorum in paeninsula tres arae Sestianae
Augusto dicatae...
“ F BULIC, 1914, 104; 1908, 3; A. NOVAKOVIC, 1991,
129-135; 2006, 29-47; N. CAMBI, 1997, 73-74; 2005,
35, Sl. 41; M. GLAVICIC, Z. MILETIC, 2008, 417-426;
V. GOTOVAC, 1991/1992, 53-61; I. JADRIC-KUCAN,
2011, 224-228; 2014, 168-170.
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themselves, and she grew from her primary
function as the personification of the Roman
people into the primary symbol of the Roman
Empire.* Worship of the goddess Roma was
organised as part of the imperial cult, and the
earliest known temple in the territory of today’s
Croatia was built in the colony of Pola. It was
dedicated to Roma and Emperor Augustus,
templum Romae et Augusto Caesari Divi f{ilio)
Patri Patriae. Evidence for its veneration in
Dalmatia has also been confirmed in Aequum,
Doclea,” Sipovo at Jajce®® and the municipium
of Bistua.” Although linking it to an already
deceased divine emperor was not customary
in imperial worship, such examples nonethe-
less existed, particularly during the early Prin-
cipate.” In the late Principate, their cult was
also recorded in the province of Dalmatia in
Sipovo, near Jajce.”' The aforementioned dedi-
cation on the altar from Oneum was engraved
after the death of Augustus, during the reign of
Emperor Tiberius. As opposed to this inscrip-
tion, in which its restoration is fairly certain,
the inscription on its back side is slightly more
complicated, for it reads as follows (Fig. 8):

[ IM GENI[ ]
[] VGVSTAM
[] LLICAVOL

[]
[]

Vedrana Gotovac, who wrote the first thor-
ough publication of this monument, restored it
as follows:*

[Ara]m Genilo loc(i) | Alugustam / ...J/ llica

Vol (....) / <sacravit vel consecravit>

4% R.]J.MELLOR, 1981, 218; D. FISHWICK, 1993a, 132.

7], J. WILKES 1969, 252-254; 1. JADRIC-KUCAN, 2011,
292.

4 E.IMAMOVIC, 1977, 191.

¥ CIL3,12767.

% CIL 5, 3936; CIL 10, 131, 5393; CIL 12, 3180.

51 E. IMAMOVIC, 1977, 191; 1. JADRIC-KUCAN, 2011,
294. This is a piece of a limestone beam with a fragmentary
inscription: [Divo] [Au]gusto et [Romae] / s(acrum).

2 V.GOTOVAC, 1991/1992, 53.
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SLIKA 7. Zrtvenik BoZanskog Augusta i BoZice Rome
(prednja strana) iz Omisa, Gradski muzej Omis (foto:
1. Jadri¢-Kucan)

F1GURE 7 Altar of Divus Augustus and the goddess
Roma (front) from Omis, Omis Town Museum
(photo: I. Jadri¢-Kucan)

Rije¢ je o uobicajenom $tovanju bozice Rome
i zivuéeg cara, koje je sada, nakon careve smr-
ti povezano s Bozanskim Augustom. Bozica
Roma bila je personifikacija rimskog naroda
(Populus Romanus), bozanska prezentacija samih
Rimljana, a iz svoje primarne funkcije kao perso-
nifikacije rimskog naroda prerasla je u primarni
simbol Rimskog Carstva.“ Stovanje kulta bozice
Rome bilo je organizirano kao dio carskog kul-
ta, a najraniji poznati hram na nasem podrudju
sagraden joj je u koloniji Pola. Bio je posveéen
Romi i caru Augustu, templum Romae et Augusto
Caesari Divi f(ilio) Patri Patriae. Njezino Stova-
nje u provinciji Dalmaciji posvjedoceno je jos
u Ekvumu, Dokleji, Sipovu kod Jajca®® i mu-
nicipiju Bistue®”. Iako njezino povezivanje s ve¢
umrlim, bozanskim carem, nije bilo uobicajeno

% D, FISHWICK, 1993b, 310; I. JADRIC-KUCAN, 2011,
291-297.

% R.J.MELLOR, 1981, 218; D. FISHWICK, 1993a, 132.

¥ 7. 7. WILKES, 1969, 252-254; I. JADRIC-KUCAN, 2011,
292.

% E.IMAMOVIC, 1977, 191.

®©  CIL 3, 12767.

Imperial altar to the Genius of the place (ded-
icated by) (...)lica Vol (...)

She thereby deemed that the inscription was
commissioned by a female dedicant who, based
on her name,” was probably of Liburnian ori-
gin and belonged to a higher social class, while
she called the altar Augusta (majestic, imperial)
in order to connect it to the inscription on the
front. By doing so she expressed her deep rev-
erence for Emperor Augustus.”® Moreover, as
a newcomer in an unfamiliar place she felt the
need to address that place’s protector (Genius
loci), whereby she hoped to be better accepted
in her new community.*

A different opinion was included in L’ An-
née épigraphique,® which was also cited in the
Epigraphic Database Heidelberg (HD039963),”

and their restoration is:

[Aralm Genifo -] / [---A]ugustam / [coh(ors) ?
Ga?lllica vol(untariorum?) / [—----] (?)

Furthermore, Agustin Jiménez de Furundre-
na, in his article on Cobors I Gallica equitata civi-
um romanorumm, stated that it emerged from
Cobors I Gallica Voluntariorum, which is in fact
mentioned on the altar from Omis.*® He further
asserted that the unit had received its insignia on
22 April, but that the precise year is not known,
and even though its origin is still rather unclear,
judging by the altar from Omis it was probably
recruited during the reign of Emperor Augustus.
Upon the conclusion of the Augustan era, it was
deployed to Illyricum, probably between 15-20
AD, and then at some point between the reigns
of Tiberius and Claudius it was transferred to
the province of Tarraconensis.”

% The suffix —ica from her initial name and the first letters
Vol from the second part of her name would indicate her
indigenous origin.

# V.GOTOVAC, 1991/1992, 53-61.

» V.GOTOVAC, 1991/1992, 53.

% AE 1996, 1206b.

%7 The EDH online database (accessed on 2 May 2020).

8 A.JIMENEZ DE FURUNDRENA, 2007, 77-107.

% A.JIMENEZ DE FURUNDRENA, 2007, 77.
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u carskom $tovanju, takvih je primjera ipak bilo,
osobito u vrijeme ranog principata.”® U kasnom
principatu njihov kult zabiljezen je u provinciji
Dalmaciji jo$ u Sipovu kod Jajca.' Navedena
posveta na zrtveniku iz Oneja klesana je nakon
Augustove smrti, u vrijeme cara Tiberija. Za ra-
zliku od ovog natpisa, gdje je njegova restitucija
prili¢no jasna, natpis na straznjoj strani malo je
kompliciraniji, te glasi (SL. 8).

[ IM GENI[ ]
[] VGVSTAM
[] LLICA VOL

[]
[]

Vedrana Gotovac, koja donosi prvu temelji-
tiju objavu spomenika, restituira ga na sljedeci
nacin:*

[Ara]m Genilo l/oc(i) | Alugustam / ...]/ llica
Vol (....) / <sacravit vel consecravit>
Carsku aru Geniju mjesta (posvetila je) (...)

llica Vol (_..)

Time smatra da je natpis podignula dedikan-
tica koja je prema svojem imenovanju vjero-
jatno bila liburnskog podrijetla,” pripadala je
imu¢nijem drustvenom sloju, a Zrtvenik je na-
zvala ara Augusta (uzviSenim, carskim) da bi ga
povezala s prednjim natpisom. Ovim ¢inom
izrazila je svoje duboko postovanje prema caru
Augustu.’* Nadalje, kao dosljakinja u novi kraj
imala je potrebu da se obrati zastitniku mjesta
(Genius loci), ¢ime se nadala da ¢e biti $to bolje
prihva¢ena u novoj sredini.”

Drugo razmisljanje donosi se u LAnnée

% CIL 5, 3936; CIL 10, 131, 5393; CIL 12, 3180.

5. E. IMAMOVIC, 1977, 191; 1. JADRIC-KUCAN, 2011,
294. Rije¢ je o ulomku grede od vapnenca s fragmentar-
nim natpisom: [Divo] [Augusto et [Romae] / s(acrum).

2 V.GOTOVAC, 1991/1992, 53.

53 Sufiks —ica od njezina pocetnog imena i pocetna slova Vol
od drugog dijela imena upuduju na njezino autohtono po-
drijetlo.

*  V.GOTOVAC, 1991/1992, 53-61.

® V.GOTOVAC, 1991/1992, 53.
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e T T D . a3
SLIKA 8. Zrtvenik s posvetom Geniju carske obitelji
(straznja strana) iz Omisa, Gradski muzej Omis
(foto: I. Jadri¢-Kucan)

F1GURE 8 Altar with a dedication to the imperial
family’s Genius (rear side) from Omis, Omis Town
Museum (photo: 1. Jadri¢-Kucan)

2o

Based on the preceding, we may state that
the reading of the inscription in this manner is
truly far more logical than that proposed by Ve-
drana Gotovac. Since it is clearly apparent that
the third line of the inscription ends with the
letters wol, which is not the name of a woman,
because a dedicant, whether male or female,
would have stated his or her full name, then it
is more likely an abbreviation that is generally
used for Voluntariorum, i.e., a volunteer cohort.
Since the letters //ica have been preserved be-
fore the abbreviation vo/, it truly may refer to
the aforementioned cohort, and the dedication
may have been commissioned by cohors I Gallica
Voluntariorum. Furthermore, its naming shows
us two vital data points. The first is that it was
a volunteer unit which in Jiménez de Furundre-
nas view was urgently recruited from the ranks
of Roman citizens in Italy in order to assist the
Roman army in the defence of the border on
the Rhine after the disastrous defeat of Publius
Quinctilius Varus in 9 AD, and was quickly de-
ployed there in order to stand in for the anni-
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épigraphique,’® koje prenosi i Epigraphic Da-
tabase Heidelberg (HD039963),” a njihova

restitucija glasi:

[Ara]m Genilo -] / [---AJugustam / [coh(ors) ?
Ga?lllica vol(untariorum?) / [-—---] (?)

Nadalje, Agustin Jiménez de Furundrena u
svojem ¢lanku o kohorti I Gallica equitata ci-
vium romanorum navodi da je ona nastala iz
Cohors I Gallica Voluntariorum, koja se upravo
spominje na zrtveniku iz Omi$a.”® Dalje kaze
da je jedinica primila svoje insignije 22. trav-
nja, no ne zna se tocno koje godine, te iako
je njezino podrijetlo jo$ dosta nejasno, sudedi
prema zrtveniku iz Omisa, vjerojatno je uno-
vaena u vrijeme cara Augusta. Po zavr$etku
Augustova doba poslana je u Ilirik, vjerojatno
izmedu 15. 1 20. godine, te je u nekom trenut-
ku, izmedu Tiberijeva i Klaudijeva vremena
premjestena u provinciju Zarraconensis.>

Time iz prethodno navedenog mozemo reci
da je ¢itanje natpisa na navedeni nadin zaista
mnogo logi¢nije od onoga kojeg je prije pred-
lozila Vedrana Gotovac. Buduéi da je jasno
vidljivo da 3. redak natpisa zavr$ava slovima
vol, nije rije¢ o imenu Zenske osobe, jer bi za-
sigurno dedikant ili dedikantica naveli svoje
puno ime, ve¢ je vjerojatnije rije¢ o skracenici
koja se uglavnom odnosi na Voluntariorum,
tj. kohorte Dobrovoljaca. Kako su na natpisu
ispred skracenice vo/ sacuvana slova /llica, zai-
sta bi mogla biti rije¢ o prethodno spomenutoj
kohorti, te je posvetu postavila cobors I Gallica
Voluntariorum. Nadalje, njezino imenovanje
pokazuje nam dva vazna podatka. Prvi je taj da
je rije¢ o dobrovoljackoj jedinici koja je prema
misljenju Jiménez de Furundrena bila Zurno
unovacena od rimskih gradana Italije da bi po-
mogla rimskoj vojsci u obrani granice na Rajni
nakon katastrofalnog poraza Publija Kvintilija

% AE 1996, 1206b.

7 Epigrafska online baza podataka EDH (posjeceno 2. 5.
2020.).

% A.JIMENEZ DE FURUNDRENA, 2007, 77-107.

% A.JIMENEZ DE FURUNDRENA, 2007, 77.

hilated auxiliary units and reinforce the border,
which is why it was recruited on 22 April in 10
AD.® We know that the origins of the volunteer
units were diverse and that they either consist-
ed of genuine volunteers or those who were just
called “volunteers” because they were freedmen
for whom recruitment and deployment to a bat-
tlefield were conditions for obtaining Roman
citizenship. Since Emperor Augustus believed
that it would have been inappropriate to recruit
freedmen into legions, special formations, i.e.,
“volunteer cohorts” were established for them.®!
Classical sources tell us that the volunteer co-
horts were recruited during 6 and 9 AD. The
first time due to the Illyrian uprising, and the
second time due to the defeat of Varus in the
Teutoburg Forest. Germanicus took them with
him when Emperor Augustus sent him to assist
Tiberius in Pannonia. Thus, if we take into ac-
count the statements made by Roman historian
Cassius Dio® and the Roman writer and officer
Velleius Paterculus, that during 7 AD the forces
of 10 legions, 70 cohorts, 14 alae, 10,000 veter-
ans, a high number of volunteers and numerous
cavalrymen of Thracian King Rhoemetalces and
his brother Rhescuporis gathered at an uniden-
tified location (probably Siscia),”* but also that
the cohorts VI et VIII Voluntariorum were reg-
istered in Dalmatia,* one may speculate that in
the early phases of pacification there were several
Voluntariorum cohorts in the province of Dal-
matia, of which some may have also been rather
quickly disbanded, so that they left no or very
few epigraphic traces. One of them may have
been the aforementioned cohors I Gallica Volun-
tariorum,® so that this would be its first men-
tion in the province of Dalmatia.

%  A.JIMENEZ DE FURUNDRENA, 2007, 78.

61 S. MESIHOVIC, 2015, 1451; S. MESTHOVIC, 2018, 384.

%2 Dio Cass., LV, 30, 16; 31, 1.

& Vell. Pat., 11, CXI, 3—-4; CXIJ, 4; Velej Paterkul, 2006, 121.

¢ CIL 3, 9724 [2706]; CIL 3, 9732; CIL 3, 13187; CIL 3,
13975; CIL 3, 143361 [10182]; CIL 3, 14930... D. TONCI-
NIC, 2004, 147-157.

% We take this opportunity to thank our dear colleagues for
their selfless assistance: Anamarija Kurili¢, Nikola Cesarik
and Ivan Matijevi¢. Their constructive comments greatly
eased the writing of this article.
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Vara 9. godine, te je ubrzo tamo poslana, kako
bi zamijenila uni$tene pomo¢ne jedinice i oja-
¢ala granicu, zbog ¢ega je mogla biti unovade-
na 22. travnja 10. godine.®® Znamo da je po-
drijetlo dobrovoljackih jedinica bilo razli¢ito,
a ¢inili su ih ili pravi dobrovoljci ili oni koji su
samo nazvani ,,dobrovoljcima® jer su bili oslo-
bodenici kojima je uvjet za dobivanje rimskog
gradanskog prava bilo novacenje i odlazak na
ratiSte. Bududi da je car August smatrao da bi
bilo nedostojno unovaciti oslobodenike u legi-
je, za njih su formirane posebne formacije, tj.
~dobrovoljacke kohorte“.®! Iz anti¢kih izvora
doznajemo da su kohorte dobrovoljaca regru-
tirane tijekom 6. i 9. godine. Prvi put zbog
ustanka u Iliriku, a drugi put zbog Varova po-
raza u Teutoburskoj $umi. Njih je sa sobom
doveo Germanik, kada ga je car August poslao
u pomo¢ Tiberiju u Panoniju. Dakle, ako uz-
memo u obzir navod rimskog povjesnic¢ara Ka-
sija Diona,* te rimskog pisca i ¢asnika Veleja
Paterkula, da se tijekom 7. godine na neime-
novanom mjestu (vjerojatno Sisciji) okupila
snaga od 10 legija, 70 kohorti, 14 ala, 10 000
veterana, velik broj dobrovoljaca, te brojna ko-
njica tractkog kralja Remetalka i njegova brata
Raskiporisa,® ali i da su u provinciji Dalmaciji
zabiljezene kohorte VI er VIII Voluntariorum,*
moze se pomiSljati da je u ranim fazama paci-
fikacije na podru¢ju provincije Dalmacije bilo
vise kohorti Voluntariorum, od kojih su neke
mozda bile brzo i raspustene, pa nisu ostavile
nikakve epigrafske tragove ili su ih ostavile vrlo
malo. Jedna od njih mogla je biti navedena co-
hors I Gallica Voluntariorum,® &ime bi ovo bio
i njezin prvi spomen u provinciji Dalmaciji.
Drugi podatak dobivamo iz njezina apelativa

%  A.JIMENEZ DE FURUNDRENA, 2007, 78.

§t S, MESIHOVIC, 2015, 1451; S. MESIHOVIC, 2018, 384.

%2 Dio Cass., LV, 30, 16; 31, 1.

& Vell. Pat., 11, CXI, 3-4; CXII, 4; Velej Paterkul, 2006, 121.

¢ CIL 3, 9724 [2706]; CIL 3, 9732; CIL 3, 13187; CIL 3,
13975; CIL 3, 143361 [10182]; CIL 3, 14930... D. TONCI-
NIC, 2004, 147-157.

% Ovom prigodom zahvaljujemo na nesebi¢noj pomo¢i na-
$im dragim kolegama: Anamariji Kurili¢, Nikoli Cesariku i
Ivanu Matijevi¢u. Njihove konstruktivne diskusije uvelike
su nam olaksale pisanje ovog ¢lanka.
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Another data point is provided by its appella-
tive Gallica, which means that the unit engaged
in combat in the province of Gallia, and the ter-
ritory of Germania at the time was under the
military jurisdiction of the province of Gallia
Belgica. Moreover, the designation of the cohort
in this manner was the customary practice dur-
ing the reign of Emperors Augustus and Tiberi-
us, and in this case probably indicated that they
completed their wartime service and recorded
their successes in that region, which is why it
acquired the epithet Gallica. Thus, its original
name was cobors I Voluntariorum, which, after its
successes in the territory of Gallia, was changed
to Cohors I Gallica Voluntariorum, and even lat-
er it further was awarded with the epithet civi-
um Romanorum due to the significance of its
members. At the end of the Flavian dynasty or,
less likely, under Emperor Trajan, it was trans-
formed into a mixed military unit, / Gallica eq-
uitata civium romanorum.®

It would be logical to assume that the dedica-
tion was made by the cohort’s commander as its
most important member. However, keeping in
mind that until the reign of Emperor Augustus
the law known as Lex Fannia Sumptuaria from
161 BCY stipulated how much a Roman family
could and was allowed to spend for certain reli-
gious observances, it is quite possible that simi-
lar rules applied to the Roman army as well, and
these may have continued into the time of the
early Principate. Sacrifices to the gods thus had
to be as modest as possible®® in order to avoid
excessiveness by military institutions, and “ordi-
nary” soldiers as individuals rarely made sacri-
fices in honour of a god or dedicated an altar
to one, and preferred to do so as groups in their
military units.”’

Even in the later period of the Roman Empire
there are examples that show entire units rais-

% A.JIMENEZ DE FURUNDRENA, 2007, 77-107.

¢ V.]J. ROSIVACH, 2006, 1-15.

% Which did not constitute any less piety for Romans.

¥ Y. LE BOHEC, 1994, 236-237. Most votive dedications
were recorded during the time of the early Principate.
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Gallica, koji oznac¢ava da se borila na podrudju
provincije Galije, a znamo da je podrudje Ger-
manija tada spadalo u vojni okrug provincije
Galije Belgike. Nadalje, imenovanje kohorte na
ovaj nacin bila je uobicajena praksa u vrijeme
cara Augusta i Tiberija, te u ovom slucaju vje-
rojatno oznacava da je svoja prva ratna djela i
uspjehe postigla na tom podrudju, zbog ¢ega je
i dobila epitet Gallica. Stoga bi njezin izvorni
naziv bio cobors I Voluntariorum, koji je nakon
njezinih uspjeha na podru¢ju Galije preimeno-
van u Cobors I Gallica Voluntariorum, a poslije
je zbog znadenja njezinih ljudi, nagradena epi-
tetima civium Romanorum, te krajem flavijevske
dinastije ili manje vjerojatno pod carem Traja-
nom pretvorena je u mijesanu vojnu jedinicu, /
Gallica equitata civium romanorum.®

Nadalje, logi¢no bi bilo pretpostaviti da po-
svetu postavlja zapovjednik kohorte kao njezin
najvazniji ¢lan, medutim imajuéi u vidu da je
zakon Lex Fannia Sumptuaria iz 161. g. pr.
Kr.¢” odredivao sve do vremena cara Augusta
koliko je rimska obitelj mogla i smjela potro-
$iti za odredene religijske svetkovine, vrlo je
moguée da su se sli¢na pravila odnosila i na
rimsku vojsku, a ista su se mogla nastaviti i u
vrijeme ranog principata. Stoga su zrtve bogo-
vima trebale biti $to skromnije®® da bi se izbje-
gla rastro$nost vojnih institucija, te su ,,obi¢ni“
vojnici kao pojedinci vrlo rijetko Zrtvovali u
¢ast bogu ili mu posvedivali Zrevenike, a radije
su to radili u grupi svoje vojne jedinice.*’

I u kasnijem periodu Rimskog Carstva ima-
mo primjere koji pokazuju kako cijele postroj-
be podizu votivne Zrtvenike (HD0278087°;
HDO033069”'; HD0227127%; HD05304873;

% A.JIMENEZ DE FURUNDRENA, 2007, 77-107.
¢ V.J.ROSIVACH, 2006, 1-15.

68 Sto za Rimljane nije predstavljalo nita manju poboznost.
¥ Y. LE BOHEC, 1994, 236-7. Najvise zavjetnih posveta voj-
nih jedinica zabiljezeno je u vrijeme ranog principata.

" RIB 1127: Discipuli/nae / Augustorum / leg(io) / II /
Aug(usta)

7t RIB2169: Coh(ors) I/ Baetasior(um)/ c(ivium) R(omanorum)

72 RIB 2092: Discip(linae) / Aug(ustae) / coh(ors) I /
Tungr(orum) / mil(iaria) eq(uitata) c(ivium) L(atinorum)

7 CIL 13, 7736: [Genio l]oci coh(ors) VI[I] / [Raetorum eq]
uit(ata) Anton(iniana) / [votum solvit m]erito

ing votive altars (HD0278087°; HD033069"";
HDO0227127%; HD0530487%; HD04350), and
it is interesting to note that three of them were
tied to the imperial cult, specifically dedications
on altars addressed to the discipline of an emper-
or/emperors (Disciplinae Augustae | Augustorum)
and the Genius loci (Fig. 9). Emperor Hadrian
reformed military discipline and thereby possi-
bly deserves credit for this cult.”

Furthermore, Vedrana Gotovacs proposed
reading of the inscription as Aram Genio loci
Augustam also contains some inconsistencies.””
The Genius loci, i.e., the Genius of the place,
was the protector of that place and it could
hardly be the Genius loci of something else, so it
is thereby difficult to link it to Augustam. What
would be more logical — and there are confirma-
tions of this in Classical sources and epigraphic
inscriptions — is a dedication to the Genius of
the imperial house, i.e., the Genius domus Au-
gusta. A bronze tablet from the province of Bae-
tica, which has been dated to 19/20 AD, con-
tains the phrase domum Augustam’®, while the
dedications Genio domus Augustae can be seen
in inscriptions from the provinces of Africa Pro-
consularis’”” and Numidia,”® which leads to the
conclusion that the Genius in the inscription
from Oneum does not refer to a place, but rath-
er to the imperial family, domus Augusta, so that
the inscription would read (Fig. 10):

7 RIB 1127: Discipuli/nae / Augustorum / leg(io) / II /
Aug(usta)

7t RIB2169: Coh(ors) I/ Baetasior(um)/ c(ivium) R(omanorum)

72 RIB 2092: Discip(linae) / Aug(ustae) / coh(ors) II /
Tungr(orum) / mil(iaria) eq(uitata) c(ivium) L(atinorum)

7 CIL 13, 7736: [Genio l]oci coh(ors) VI[I] / [Raetorum eq]
uit(ata) Anton(iniana) / [votum solvit m]erito

7 G. L. IRBY-MASSIE, 1999, 53. The earliest example of its
worship was recorded in the province of Britannia preci-
sely during Hadrian's reign, and dedications were made to
the discipline of Emperors Hadrian, Antoninus Pius, Seve-
rus and Caracalla, which is rather interesting, because each
of these emperors was active in Britannia, or participated
in military campaigns or in the restoration of the limes.

7 V. GOTOVAC, 1991/92, 53.

76 HDO002024... erga domum Augustam et consen/su(s) uni-
Versorum. ..

77 HDO012472. Gen[io do]/mus Aug(ustae) / sacrum

78 CIL 8, 6945. Genio domus / Aug(ustae) sac(rum)
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SLIKA 9. Zrtvenik posveéen Disciplini cara, RIB 2092
(foto: https://edh-www.adw.uni heidelberg.de/edh/
inschrift/HD022712)

F1GURE 9 Altar dedicated to the Discipline of the
Emperor, RIB 2092 (photo: https://edh-www.adw.uni
heidelberg.de/edh/inschrift/HD022712)

HD04350), a zanimljivo je primijetiti da su
¢ak tri od njih bila povezana s carskim kul-
tom, konkretnije posvete na Zrtvenicima upu-
¢ene su diciplini cara/careva (Disciplinae Au-
gustae | Augustorum) i Geniju mjesta (Genius
loci) (S1. 9). Car Hadrijan reformirao je vojnu
disciplinu i time je mozda bio zasluzan za nje-
zin kult.”*

Nadalje, ¢itanje natpisa koje je predlozila Ve-
drana Gotovac kao Aram Genio loci Augustam
takoder pruza neke nelogi¢nosti.”” Genius loci,
tj. Genij mjesta bio je zastitnik mjesta i on tes-
ko moze biti Genij mjesta neceg drugog, te ga
je time i tesko povezati s Augustam. Ono $to

7 G. L. IRBY-MASSIE, 1999, 53. Najraniji primjer njezina
$tovanja zabiljezen je u provinciji Britaniji upravo iz Ha-
drijanova vremena, a posvete su upucene disciplini care-
va Hadrijana, Antonina Pija, Severa, Karakale, $to je vrlo
zanimljivo jer je svaki od navedenih careva bio aktivan u
Britaniji, ili sudjelovanjem u vojnim kampanjama ili u pro-
gramu obnove limesa.

7 V.GOTOVAC, 1991/1992, 53.
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[Aralm Genio / [dom(um) AJugustam /
[coh(ors) Galllica Vol(untariorum)

In his biography of Emperor Augustus, Sue-
tonius noted that on behalf of the Roman
senators, Valerius Messala beseeched the gods
to grant happiness and prosperity to Augustus
and his family.”” Worship of the imperial fam-
ily thus doubtlessly played a major role in im-
perial worship. Inscriptions dedicated to the
imperial family were installed throughout the
Roman provinces, and its worship was an in-
tegral component of the imperial cult. This is
also confirmed by numerous epigraphic mon-
uments that specify its worship as domus Au-
gusta, of which one confirmation was record-
ed in Salona,® domus imperatoris, and domus
divina, which has also been confirmed in Sa-
lona.?! A divine quality was ascribed to it pur-
suant to this naming, whereby it was elevated
above the ordinary human level. Despite the
fact that domus divina pertained primarily to
the divine Augustus (Divus Augustus), at least
initially, veneration was also directed at the
living members of his family.®* It would ap-
pear that its worship came into more general
use during the late Flavian era.®® By the end of

7 Suet., Aug., 58. 2.

8 HDO064100. [Pro sal(ute) d(omini) n(ostri) et totius dom]us
Aug(ustae) et/ [senatus ampliss(imi) populi]q(ue) R(omani)
et sple[n]/[didiss(imae) col(oniae) Salonitan(ae) F?]ab(ius)
Gamba(?) / [---]Jus Aur(elius) Apo/[laustus --- Plinnus
Aur(elius) / [--- aedem? Victo]riae vetu/[state collapsam re-
fece]runt / [--- d(ecreto)] d(ecurinonum) fel(iciter?)

81 HD056632; ------ J(?) / [I(n)? h(onorem)? d(omus)?]
d(ivinae?) Deo [---] / Plar[es? ---] / Vale[---] / so[lv---2] /
[------% 1. MATIJEVIC, 2008, 194-196.

82 This is apparent in the dedicatory inscriptions containing
the dedication pro salute domus divinae, which particularly
appeared in the 2nd and 3rd centuries. Until this time, do-
mus divina appeared to mean slightly more than the divine
house, and it is difficult to conceive that someone besides
a living individual could be encompassed by the expressi-
on pro salute. The expression totiusque domus divinae was
clearly emphasised to cover the remaining members of the
imperial house who were not explicitly indicated in a given
inscription. In Britannia there was the variant in honorem
domus divinae (v. D. FISHWICK, 1991, 427, 431).

8 J.-C.RICHARD, 1978, 1122. It is believed that Domitian’s
domus divina (Gens Flavia) proclaimed the divine nature
of all of its members during Domitians lifetime. Domitian
built the templum gentis Flaviae.
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je logi¢nije i za $to imamo potvrde u anti¢kim
izvorima i epigrafskim natpisima jest posveta
Geniju carske kuce, odnosno Genius domus
Augusta. Na bronc¢anoj tabuli iz provincije Be-
tike, koja se datira u 19./20. godinu navede-
na je konstrukcija domum Augustam,”® dok su
posvete Genio domus Augustae posvjedoCene na
natpisima iz provincije Afrike Prokonzularis’
i provincije Numidije,”® $to nas sve navodi na
zakljucak da se na natpisu iz Oneja Genij ne
odnosi na mjesto, ve¢ na carsku kuéu, domus
Augusta, te bi time tekst natpisa glasio (S1. 10):

[Aralm Genio / [dom(um) A]ugustam /

[coh(ors) Ga]llica Vol(untariorum)

Svetonije u zivotopisu o caru Augustu do-
nosi da je Valerije Mesala uime svih rimskih
senatora uputio molitve bogovima za sre¢u i
blagoslov Augusta i njegove kuce.”” Time je
Stovanje carske obitelji bez sumnje imalo veli-
ku ulogu u carskom Stovanju. Natpisi carskoj
obitelji podizani su diljem rimskih provincija,
a njezino $tovanje bilo je sastavni dio carskog
kulta. To nam potvrduju i brojni epigrafski
spomenici koji donose njezino $tovanje kao
domus Augusta od kojih je jedna potvrda za-
biljezena u Saloni,** domus imperatoris, te
domus divina, koja je takoder potvrdena u
Saloni.?" Ovim imenovanjem pripisuje joj se
bozansko svojstvo ¢ime se ona izdize iznad
obi¢ne ljudske razine. Unato¢ ¢injenici $to se
domus divina odnosila poglavito na Bozan-
skog Augusta (Divus Augustus), barem inici-
jalno, Stovanje je bilo upuéeno i Zivuéim ¢la-

s HDO002024... erga domum Augustam et consen/su(s) uni-
versorum...

77 HDO012472. Gen[io do]/mus Aug(ustae) / sacrum

8 CIL 8, 6945. Genio domus / Aug(ustae) sac(rum)

?  Suet., Aug., 58.2.

8 HDO064100. [Pro sal(ute) d(omini) n(ostri) et totius dom]
us Aug(ustae) et / [senatus ampliss(imi) populilq(ue)
R(omani) et sple[n]/[didiss(imae) col(oniae) Salonitan(ae)
F?lab(ius) Gamba(?) / [---]us Aur(elius) Apo/[laustus --- P]
innus Aur(elius) / [--- aedem? Victo]riae vetu/[state collap-
sam refeceJrunt / [--- d(ecreto)] d(ecurinonum) fel(iciter?)

81 HD056632; ------ 1(?) / [I(n)? h(onorem)? d(omus)?]
d(ivinae?) Deo [---] / Plar[es? ---] / Vale[---] / so[lv---2] /
[------% 1. MATIJEVIC, 2008, 194-196.

SLIKA 10. Rekonstrukcija natpisa sa straznje strane
Zrtvenika iz Omisa (izradio N. Cesarik)

FIGURE 10 Reconstruction of the inscription from the
rear side of the altar from Omis (made by N. Cesarik)

the 2nd century the term became a standard
practice, particularly in military inscriptions
in the territory of the Rhine and the upper
Danube.* Under the Antoninian and Severan
dynasties, divine ancestors had crucial impor-
tance to the authority of their reigns, so liter-
ary and epigraphic texts registered numerous
mentions.” Deific honours were served for
the domus divina, whereby it had the status
which the emperor himself had during the
time of the early Roman Empire.’ The cult
of the “divine house” was thus worshipped
parallel to the cult of the emperor, but alive
and divine. Care for it was taken by special-
ly appointed priests and priestesses, as well
as religious associations, cultores domus divi-
nae. Dedications “pro salute domus divinae”,
i.e., for their health,¥” or “in/ 0b honorem do-
mus divinae”®® signifying loyalty to the ruling
house, were quite often made for it.
Epigraphic monuments show that the earli-
est trace of domus divina appeared during the

8 D. FISHWICK, 1991, 429; 1993b, 344.

% During the reign of Severus Alexander, the list reached a
number of 23 members.

8 T.JADRIC-KUCAN, 2011, 379.

8 HD004487; HD014312; HD022839; HD023646; HD066676;
HDO066677; HD075415...

8 HD069968; HD000361; HD000635 HD001422; HD001422...
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novima obitelji.* Clini se da njezino $tovanje
dolazi vise u opcenitiju uporabu u kasnom
flavijevskom dobu.®? Od kraja 2. stoljeca ter-
min je postao standardna praksa, posebno u
vojnim natpisima podruéja Rajne ili gornjeg
Dunava.* Pod dinastijom Antonina i Severa
bozanski predci bili su od klju¢ne vaznosti
za autoritet njihove vladavine, pa literarni i
epigrafski zapisi biljeze brojne spomene.® Za
domus divina sluzene su bozanske pocasti, pa
je time ona imala status koji je u vrijeme ra-
nog Rimskog Carstva imao sam car.®® Time je
kult ,bozanske kuée® stovan paralelno s kul-
tom cara, a ukljucivao je sve ¢lanove carske
obitelji, Zive i bozanske. Brigu o njemu vodili
su posebno imenovani svelenici i svelenice,
ali i vjerska udruzenja, cultores domus divinae.
Vrlo ¢esto su joj podizane posvete pro salute
domus divinae odnosno za njihovo zdravlje”
ili in/ 0b honorem domus divinae®® oznalava-
juéi time lojalnost vladajucoj kudi.

Epigrafski spomenici pokazuju da se naj-
raniji trag domus divina javlja u doba cara
Tiberija,* a upravo u njegovo vrijeme Stovanje

& To vidimo po posvetnim natpisima na kojima je zabiljeze-
na posveta pro salute domus divinae, koja se posebno javlja
u 2.1 3. stolje¢u. Do ovog vremena domus divina ¢ini se da
je znacio malo viSe nego bozanska kuca, i tesko da je netko
osim Zivu¢ih osoba mogao biti uklju¢en nakon izraza pro
salute. Izraz totiusque domus divinae jasno je istaknut da
pokrije preostale ¢lanove carske kuce koji nisu eksplicitno
naznaceni u odredenom natpisu. U Britaniji imamo vari-
jantu in honorem domus divinae (v. D. FISHWICK, 1991,
427, 431).

8 J-C. RICHARD, 1978, 1122. Smatra da je Domicijanova
domus divina (Gens Flavia) proglasila svoju bozansku pri-
rodu svih ¢lanova kuce ve¢ u vrijeme Domicijanova Zivota.
Domicijan je sagradio templum gentis Flaviae.

8 D. FISHWICK, 1991, 429; 1993b, 344.

% U doba Aleksandra Severa lista je dostigla broj od 23 ¢lana.

8 1, JADRIC-KUCAN, 2011, 379.

8 HD004487; HD014312; HD022839; HD023646; HD066676;
HD066677; HD075415...

8 HD069968; HD000361; HD000635; HD001422; HD001422...

8 HDO004316; D. FISHWICK, 1991, 423, 434; C. ANDO,
2000, 311. Najraniji zapis o domus divina javlja se u Nasi-
um u provinciji Belgiki gdje joj je bio podignut oltar, ubrzo
nakon pada Sejana (CIL 1 3, 4635: ... pro perpetua salute /
divinae domus). Poznat je slucaj iz grada Afrodizije, gdje je
familija Tiberija Klaudija Diogena (T. Claudius Diogenes)
u znak zahvalnosti za dobitak rimskog gradanskog prava,
sagradila razradeni kompleks u ¢ast Augustu i njegovoj
obitelji. Kompleks je ukljucivao portretnu galeriju clanova
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reign of Emperor Tiberius,* and it was precise-
ly during his tenure that worship of the impe-
rial cult throughout the province of Dalmatia
experienced a genuine blossoming thanks to his
consuls Publius Cornelius Dolabella and Lucius
Volusius Saturninus. In the city of Rome, they
were themselves members of the priestly colle-
gium, sodales Titii, which saw to the worship
of Divus Augustus, so they were well apprised
of imperial worship, and it was precisely due to
their knowledge of its ideology and power that
they actively advocated for the cult’s promotion
and its establishment in numerous cities in the
province of Dalmatia. The rich archaeological
materials dated to their era show that imperi-
al worship in the provinces had taken root. In
Dolabella’s time, a shrine to the imperial cult in
Narona was built, a cult was established in Ep-
idaurum and a group of imperial statues of the
Julio-Claudian family in Narona was formed,
while during the tenure of his successor Volusi-
us Saturninus imperial worship was introduced
in Argyruntum and Enona.”

The sources also indicate that it was precisely
during this period that a very important event
for the Dalmatian province occurred. This was
the stay of the son of Tiberius, Drusus (Drusus
Tulius Caesar), who visited Issa and, on this oc-
casion, built or expanded a training field (cam-
pus) in the city,” to which an inscription from
Vis testifies (Fig. 11).”

% HDO004316; D. FISHWICK, 1991, 423, 434; C. ANDO,
2000, 311. The earliest written record on the domus divi-
na appeared in Nasium in the province of Belgica, where
an altar was erected soon after the fall of Sejanus (CIL 1 3,
4635: ...pro perpetua salute / divinae domus). A case from
the city of Aphrodisia is known, where the family of Tibe-
rius Claudius Diogenes, as an expression of gratitude for
obtaining Roman citizenship, built a well-appointed com-
plex in honour of Augustus and his family. The complex
was exclusively a portrait gallery of members of the divine
house (domus divina), personified portrayals of the pro-
vince and people depicted in ethnic attire.

% L. JADRIC-KUCAN, 2011, 144-159, 137-138, 238-272;
2018, 243-258.

° 1.JADRIC-KUCAN, 2010, 83-95; 2011, 228-233.

2 HDO016153. Drusus Caesar T[i(beri) Aug(usti) f(ilius) divi]
/ Augusti nepos co(n)s(ul) de[sig(natus) iterum] / pontifex
augur camp[um dedit] / Publio Dolabella leg(ato) pro [prae-
tore].
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carskog kulta u ¢itavoj provinciji Dalmaciji
dozivljava pravi procvat, zahvaljujuéi njego-
vim namjesnicima Publiju Korneliju Dolabeli
i Luciju Voluziju Saturninu. Oni su i sami u
gradu Rimu bili ¢lanovi sveéenickog kolegija
sodales Titii, koji se brinuo za $tovanje BoZan-
skog Augusta, ¢ime su bili jako dobro upudeni
u carsko Stovanje, te su se upravo poznava-
njem njegove ideologije i mo¢i aktivno zala-
gali za promicanje kulta i za njegovo osnivanje
unutar brojnih gradova provincije Dalmacije.
Bogata arheoloska grada iz njihova perioda
pokazuje da je carsko $tovanje unutar provin-
cije uzelo maha. U vrijeme Dolabele gradi se
svetiSte carskog kulta u Naroni, osniva se kult
u Epidauru i formira se skupina carskih kipo-
va julijevsko-klaudijevske obitelji u Naroni, a
u doba njegova nasljednika Voluzija Saturnina
uvodi se carsko $tovanje u Argirunt i Enonu.”

Takoder, iz izvora doznajemo da se upravo u
to vrijeme dogodio jo$ jedan vrlo vazan doga-
daj za provinciju Dalmaciju. Bio je to boravak
Tiberijeva sina Druza (Drusus lulius Caesar)
koji je posjetio Issu i tom prigodom izgradio ili
prosirio vjezbaliSte (campus) u gradu,” o cemu
nam svjedodi natpis iz Visa (S 11).%

Anticki pisac Tacit spominje da je Druz bo-
ravio u Iliriku kako bi stekao naklonost trupa i
vojnicku vjestinu izmedu dvaju konzulata, to jest
18. godine.” Nakon toga odlazi u Germaniju
da bi pomogao bratu Germaniku u ratu protiv
germanskih plemena, za koji im Senat odobrava
takozvani ,mali trijumf*,” a nakon iznenadne
smrti Germanika 19. godine i njegova pogreba
u Rimu odlazi natrag svojim ilirskim legijama.”
Kako se na natpisu pronadenom u Visu spomi-

bozanskog doma (domus divina), personificiranih prikaza
provincija i ljudi prikazanih u svojoj etnickoj odjedi.

% 1. JADRIC-KUCAN, 2011, 144 -159, 137-138, 238-272;
2018, 243-258.

91 I.JADRIC-KUCAN, 2010, 83-95; 2011, 228-233.

2 HDO016153. Drusus Caesar T[i(beri) Aug(usti) f(ilius) divi]
/ Augusti nepos co(n)s(ul) de[sig(natus) iterum] / pontifex
augur camp[um dedit] / Publio Dolabella leg(ato) pro [pra-
etore].

% Tac., Ann., 2,44; 2, 53;3,7.

% Tac., Ann., 2, 64. ut...ovantes urbem introirent.

*  Tac., Ann., 3,7. et Drusus Illyricos ad exercitus profectus est.

The Classical writer Tacitus mentioned that
Drusus had stayed in Illyricum in order to
curry favour with the troops and gain military
experience between the two consulates, i.e., in
18 AD.” After that he departed for Germania
to assist his brother Germanicus in the wars
against the Germanic tribes, for which the
Senate approved a so-called “minor triumph”,’*
and after the unexpected death of Germanicus
in 19 AD and his funeral in Rome, he returned
to his Illyrian legions.” Since he is described
in the inscription found in Vis as consul des-
ignatum iterum, which has been dated to 20

AD, it is believed that Drusus resided here in
19 and 20 AD, i.e., after his brother’s funeral
and prior to the commencement of his second
consulate in May of 20 AD.”® We thereby see
that Tiberius’ son resided in the province of
Illyricum with interruptions for roughly three
years, and that he actively toured its centres
and saw to the establishment of the imperial
cult, which is also confirmed by his imperi-
al sculpture found in Osor (Fig. 12), which
was installed precisely during the time when
Drusus was staying in Dalmatia,” as was likely
the case for this altar from Omis, which had
already been suggested previously by the au-
thors of the L'Année épigraphique,”® and Agus-
tin Jiménez de Furundrena.”

The inscriptions on the altar from Oneum
were engraved on both sides, and the altar was
probably originally placed where it could be
viewed from all sides. It should also be noted
that the selection of an altar as a cult monu-
ment was particularly important. Namely, since
the very beginning of the Republic, the cus-

3 Tac., Ann., 2,44;2,53;3,7.

% Tac., Ann., 2, 64. “ut...ovantes urbem introirent.”

% Tac., Ann., 3, 7. “et Drusus Illyricos ad exercitus profectus
est?

% Tac., Ann., 3, 19. ...on 28 May he entered Rome to ovati-
ons (ovatio), after which he temporarily departed from the
city (Fasti Ost.; CIL 14, 244.) see K. Jun. Drusus [Caesar]
triumphavit ex Ill[yrico].

% N. CAMBI, 1998, 46; 2000, 39; I. JADRIC-KUCAN,
2011, 141-142.

% AE 1996, 1206b.

9 A.JIMENEZ DE FURUNDRENA, 2007, 78.
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SLIKA 11. Natpis iz Visa sa spomenom Tiberijeva sina Druza, Arheoloski muzej Split (foto: I. Jadri¢-Kucan)
FIGURE 11 Inscription from Vis mentioning Drusus, the son of Tiberius, Archaeological Museum in Split

(photo: 1. Jadri¢-Kucan)

nje kao consul designatum iterum koji se datira u
20. godinu, smatra se da je Druz tu boravio 19.
i 20. godine, to jest nakon pogreba brata i prije
nastupa svojeg drugog konzulata u svibnju 20.
godine.” Time vidimo da je Tiberijev sin boravio
na podrudju provincije Ilirik u prekidima oko tri
godine, te je aktivno obilazio njezina sredista i
brinuo se za uspostavljanje carskog kulta, $to nam
potvrduje i njegova carska skulptura pronadena
u Osoru (Sl. 12), koja je bila postavljena upravo
u vrijeme kad je sam Druz boravio u Dalmaciji,”
ali vjerojatno i ovaj zrtvenik iz Omisa, $to su vec
prije nas i sugerirali autori LAnnée épigraphique,®
te Agustin Jiménez de Furundrena.”

Natpisi na zrtveniku iz Oneja izvedeni su s
obiju strana, te je njegov izvorni polozaj vjero-
jatno bilo moguce obiéi sa svih strana. Tako-
der valja naglasiti kako je osobito bio vazan i
odabir oltara kao kultnog spomenika. Naime,
ve¢ od pocetka Republike uobic¢ajeno mjesto

% Tac., Ann., 3, 19. ... 28. svibnja ulazi u slavlju u Rim (ova-
tio), nakon §to je bio privremeno napustio grad (Fasti Ost.;
CIL 14, 244.) v. K. Jun. Drusus [Caesar] triumphavit ex
Il[yrico].

% N. CAMBI, 1998, 46; 2000, 39; I. JADRIC-KUCAN,
2011, 141-142.

% AE 1996, 1206b.

9 A, JIMENEZ DE FURUNDRENA, 2007, 78.
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tomary place of worship was the Greco-Etrus-
can temple, but under Emperor Augustus the
altar form once again came into fashion. Em-
peror Augustus saw the importance of such a
structure, which now rested on the models of
Hellenistic monuments; therefore, altars were
built: ara Fortunae Reducis,'"® ara Cererae Matris
and ara Ops Augustae,'" and the famed ara Pacis
Augustae on the Campus Martius.'*

We can ultimately make the following con-
clusion. While the inscription on the front of
the altar is dedicated to Divus Augustus and the
goddess Roma, the inscription on the rear side
was a dedication made by an entire unit, Cobors I
Gallica Voluntariorum, to no less than the Geni-
us of the Tiberian imperial family, which thereby
received a vow and part of the imperial worship
together with Divus Augustus. The introduction
of their worship in the Dalmatian province’s less

1 Dio Cass., 54, 10. The altar was raised by the Roman Senate
in 19 AD next to the Porta Capena in Rome in honour of the
return of Augustus from the East, when he entered the city
on 12 October. The Augustalia was celebrated at this altar.

10t CIL 17, 240, 324. The altar was erected by Emperor Augu-

stus in 7 AD, probably in honour of Livia.

The Altar of Augustan Peace was made at the Senate’s be-

hest from 13 to 9 BC in order to celebrate the return of

Augustus from Hispania and Gallia.
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Stovanja bio je grcko-etrus¢anski hram, no
pod carem Augustom oltarna forma vratila se
u modu. Car August uvidio je vaznost takve
strukture, koja sada pociva na uzorima hele-
nistickih monumentalnih spomenika, pa se
stoga grade oltari: ara Fortunae Reducis,"™
Cererae Matris i ara Ops Augustae ™'

ara Pacis Augustae na Marsovu polju.'®?

ara
te slavna

Za kraj mozemo zakljuditi sljedeée. Dok je
natpis s prednje strane zrtvenika posve¢en Bo-
Zanskom Augustu i bozici Romi, ovaj sa stra-
znje strane posvetila je cijela jedinica, Cohors
I Gallica Voluntariorum, i to ni viSe ni manje
nego Geniju Tiberijeve carske obitelji, koja je
time uz Bozanskog Augusta postala primatelj
vota i dio carskog Stovanja. Uvodenje njihova
Stovanja u slabije romanizirana ili nemirnija
podrugja provincije Dalmacije trebalo je pri-
pomodi Sto lakSem prihvacanju rimske vlasti.
Ovo je bio pocetak onoga $to je poslije igra-
lo klju¢nu ulogu u priznavanju rimske vlasti,
Stovanje cara sa strane provincija koje je po-
stalo izraz lojalnosti prema caru i Rimskom
Carstvu. Nadalje, posveta se moze povezati
i s Druzovim boravkom u lliriku. Podizanje
ili obnova vjezbalista, postavljanje carskih ki-
pova, carskih posveta, te dodjeljivanje vojnih
odlikovanja bio je bez sumnje propagandni
materijal s pomocu kojeg je carev sin i mogudi
prijestolonasljednik nastojao steéi $to veéu po-
pularnost, ali i $to bolje Zivotno iskustvo.

1% Dio Cass., 54, 10. Oltar je podignuo rimski Senat 19. g. pr.
Kr. kraj porta Capena u Rimu u ¢ast Augustovu povratku s
istoka kada je ulazio u grad 12. listopada. Kod ovog oltara
slavljena je Augustalia.

10t CIL 17, 240, 324. Oltar je podignuo car August 7. g., vjero-

jatno u cast Liviji.

Oltar Veli¢anstvenog mira napravljen je po naredbi Senata

od 13. do 9. st. pr. Kr. da bi se proslavio povratak Augusta

iz Hispanije i Galije.
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SLIKA 12. Portret Tiberijeva sina Druza iz Osora,
Gradski muzej Osor (foto: Z. Ettinger Starcic¢)
FIGURE 12 Portrait of the son of Tiberius, Drusus, from
Osor, Osor Town Museum (photo: Z. Ettinger Star¢ic¢)

Romanised or less pacified territories was meant
to foster easier acceptance of Roman authority.
This was the beginning of something that would
later play a vital role in the recognition of Ro-
man authority, the worship of the emperor by
the provinces which became an expression of its
loyalty to the emperor and the Roman Empire.
Moreover, the dedication can also be linked to
the stay of Drusus in Illyricum. The construction
or renovation of an exercise ground, the installa-
tion of imperial statues, imperial dedications and
the conferral of military decorations were with-
out doubt propaganda materials whereby the
emperor’s son and potential heir to the throne
attempted to gain greater popularity, as well as
greater life experience.

Translation and proof-reading:
ETNOtrend d.o.o
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Lisola di Ugljan ha restituito le tracce di un importante passato, collegabile diret-
tamente allo sviluppo del vicino centro urbano di Zara. Di primaria importanza
risultano i resti della centuriazione, riconosciuti su tutta lisola, e di diverse realti in-
sediative di tipo residenzialelproduttivo di ettt romana (villae rusticae), tra cui spicca
Lesempio ben noto di Muline. Un notevole complesso a carattere residenziale é stato
individuato anche nell'abitato di Preko, con fasi di frequentazione dal II secolo fino
ad inizi VI secolo.

Durante un recente sopralluogo al cimitero della chiesa della Madonna del Rosario in
Preko ¢ stata individuata un'epigrafe funeraria inedita di et romana. Nel presente
contributo si fornisce una prima edizione dell’iscrizione ed una sua contestualizza-
gione all’interno del panorama storico e archeologico dellisola. La nuova epigrafe, per
caratteri formali e formulario, puo essere inquadrata cronologicamente tra la fine I
secolo e la prima meti del 11 secolo.

Nello stesso cimitero si conserva un grande sarcofago con coperchio a spioventi, databile
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all’etas tardoantica, che insieme ad un capitellino ad imposta con croce incisa reim-
piegato nella facciata della chiesa odierna, suggerisce una probabile presenza di un
precedente edificio di culto paleocristiano nell area. A questa prima chiesa puo essere
riferito lagiotoponimo di S. Andrea, che designava la zona fino alla prima eti mo-
derna. In facciata, la chiesa della Madonna del Rosario, le cui forme attuali risalgono
al Settecento, presenta anche un importante rilievo di eta romana, riutilizzato come
architrave. Linsieme di questi elementi permette di intravedere un trend di spiccata
continuitd di occupazione dell'area di Preko dall'eta romana fino ai giorni nostri, con
unimportante fase di etit tardoantica.

Iznimno bogat povijesni razvitak Uglian moge zahvaliti izravnoj povezanosti s 0bli-
£njim urbanim sredistem, gradom Zadrom. Od posebne vazgnosti isticu se ostatci cen-
turijacije, zabiljezeni na Citavom otoku, te anticki stambeno-gospodarski centri (villae
rusticae), medu kojima je najpoznatiji primjer zasigurno onaj u Mulinama. Jedan
takav anticki kompleks prepoznat je i u mjestu Preku, a njegove raglicite adaptacije
svjedoce o kontinuitetu Zivota od 2. do poletka 6. stoljeca.

Pri nedavnom arheoloskom rekognosciranju Preka na groblju crkve Gospe od Ruzarija
pronaden je dosad neobjavljeni rimski nadgrobni natpis. Clanak donosi njegovu resti-
tuciju i interpretaciju uz povijesnu i arheolosku panoramu otoka. Formular i karakter
natpisa smjestaju ga u kronoloski okvir izmedu kraja 1. i prve polovice 2. stoljeca.
Na istom groblju nalazi se i kasnoanticki sarkofag na dvije vode, koji uz impost-ka-
pitel s ugraviranim krizem na proéelju danasnje crkve sugerira mogucnost postojanja
ranije starokrséanske na njezinu mjestu. Ona je vjerojatno bila posvecena sv. Andriji,
na $to upucuje i hagiotoponim ovog podrucja, u upotrebi sve do ranog novog vijeka.
Ostatke procelja danasnje crkve Gospe od RuZarija, nastale u 18. stoljecu, krasi i
izniman rimski reljef, upotrijeblien kao arbitrav ulaznibh vrata. Sve navedeno ide u
prilog trendu kontinuiranog eksploatiranja podruéja Preka od rimskog doba do danas,
s 0sobito vaznom fazom kasne antike.

The historical background of Ugljan is closely related to the development of Zadar as a
nearby urban center. Centuriation remains, recorded across the entire island, are parti-
cularly significant, as well as ancient residential and agricultural hubs (villae rusticae),
the one in Muline being the most renowned. One such complex was recognized in the
Preko settlement, while its various adaptations testify to life continuity from the 2nd
to the early 6th century.

A recent archaeological field survey in Preko enabled the identification of an unpublis-
hed Roman funerary inscription at the cemetery of the church of Our Lady of the Ro-
sary. The paper presents its reading and interpretation within the historical panorama
of the island. The form and characteristics of the inscription date to the period between
the late 1st and the first half of the 2nd century.

The same cemetery yielded a late antique sarcophagus with a gable roof that, alongside
an impost capital with an engraved cross on the front of the present-day church, su-
ggests a possibility of the presence of an earlier early Christian church. It was probably
dedicated to St Andrew, as indicated by a hagiotoponym of this region, used until the
Early Modern Period. The present-day church of Our Lady of the Rosary, built in the
18th century is as well, decorated by a Roman relief, used as an architrave of the front
door. All the aforementioned elements enable noticing a trend of significant interest in
the Preko, from the Roman period to the present, with an especially interesting phase
of Late Antiquity.
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INTRODUZIONE

Lo sviluppo storico particolarmente ricco
dellisola di Ugljan puo essere attribuito alla sua
posizione geografica nelle immediate vicinanze
della citta di Zara, con la quale forma ancora
oggi un insieme ininterrotto (Fig. 1). Quest’iso-
la di medie dimensioni, abbastanza densamente
popolata, appare storicamente dominata dalla
fortezza di S. Michele, impostata su uno dei ri-
lievi del suo lato meridionale al servizio del mo-
nitoraggio delle importanti vie marittime e della
difesa della fertile area interna dell’isola, nonché
della stessa citta di Zara e del suo entroterra.

La prima menzione dell’isola nelle fonti puo
probabilmente essere riconosciuta nella Natu-
ralis Historia di Plinio, che con l'assunto «con-
tra lader est Lissa» sembra riferirsi proprio ad
Ugljan, che all'epoca doveva essere un tutt'uno
con la contigua isola di Pasman'. Nel medioevo
l'isola era generalmente chiamata insula S. Mi-
chaelis, mentre il nome Ugljan (terra Gylani) ¢
menzionato per la prima volta nel 1249, da cui
poi seguono numerose varianti del nome?. Un
toponimo meno intrigante risulta quello di uno
dei sette insediamenti dell’isola, Preko, al cen-
tro del presente contributo, traducibile letteral-
mente come “dall’altra parte”. Ciod corrisponde,
propriamente, alla posizione di questo piccolo
ma interessante centro demico rispetto alla citta
di Zara e al mare che li divide.

Fattori antropici hanno lasciato una traccia
evidente dello sviluppo culturale dell’intera iso-
la sin dall’eta preistorica, e ne evidenziano gli
strettissimi rapporti con la vicina cittd’. Cio
fu particolarmente evidente, per I'etd romana,
quando M. Sui¢, per primo, sulla linea del lavo-
ro di J. P. Bradford del 1947 sulla centuriazione
di Zara, propose di riconoscerne le tracce anche
su Ugljan. Come ha dimostrato recentemente

' Plinius, NH 3, 152. Sulla possibile identificazione, vedi: S.
CACE, 1995, 36-40.

2 P.SKOK, 1950, 103-106; N. JAKSIC, 1989, 83-102. Per un
elenco delle derivazioni del nome dell'isola e dell’abitato di
Ugljan nelle fonti storiche, vedi: D. IVSIC, 2014, 122-124.
Sulla toponimia di Ugljan in generale: V. SKRACIC, 2007.

3 Per Ugljan in eta preistorica vedi: S. BATOVIC, 2012.

UVOD

Iznimno bogat povijesni razvitak Ugljan
moze zahvaliti prije svega geografskom smje-
Staju u neposrednoj blizini Zadra, s kojim ¢ini
neraskidanu cjelinu jo$ i danas (SI. 1). Ovim
stednje velikim i relativno gusto naseljenim
otokom sigurno dominira utvrda sv. Mihovila,
smjeStena na njegovoj juznoj strani, u sluzbi
nadzora nad akvatorijem i obrani plodnog po-
drugja otoka kao i samog grada Zadra i njego-
va zaleda.

Pisana povijest biljezi prvo spominjanje oto-
ka, mozda ve¢ od strane Plinija Starijeg u 1.
stoljecu, na koje se vjerojatno zajedno s Pas-
manom odnosi navod contra lader est Lissa.!
U srednjem vijeku otok nosi naziv insula S.
Michaelis, dok se ime Ugljan (terra Gylani)
prvi put spominje 1249., iz ¢ega potom slijede
brojne inacice naziva. Manje intrigantan topo-
nim jednog od njegovih sedam naselja je Pre-
ko, koji odgovara pravcu polozenosti u odnosu
na Zadar, a to je to¢no onaj na drugoj strani
(preko puta), u ovom slucaju preko mora, i ov-
dje u sredi$tu znanstvenog priloga.?

Ipak, antropogeni ¢imbenici ostavili su za-
mjetan trag kulturnog razvoja citavog otoka
jo$ od prapovijesti.’ To je posebno uodeno
nakon 1947., kada J. P. Bradford raspoznaje
ostatke anticke centurijacije na Sirem zadar-
skom podruéju koja je pak, kako je to nedavno
dokazao M. Kadi, obuhvadala ¢itav otok bez
obzira na njegovu prirodnu, fizicku odvoje-
nost u odnosu na ostatak agera.*

Na rubovima ovih raspoznatljivih prostor-

' Plinius, NH 3, 152. O mogucoj identifikaciji, vidi: S.
CACE, 1995, 36-40.

2 P.SKOK, 1950, 103-106; N. JAKSIC, 1989, 83-102. Za po-
pis podrijetla imena otoka i naselja Ugljana u povijesnim
izvorima vidi: D. TVSIC, 2014, 122-124. Opéenito o topo-
nimiji: V. SKRACIC, 2007.

3 O Ugljanu u prapovijesti vidi: S. BATOVIC, 2012.

4 O centurijaciji Ugljana: M. SUIC, 1955, 16; M. SUIC, 1956,
8; A. R. FILIPI, 1962, 309-310; D. MARSIC, 1992, 115; M.
KADI, 2016; M. KAD], 2019. O komparativnom odnosu
izmedu agera Zadra i Salone: ]. BARAKA PERICA, 2021
(u tisku). Autori srda¢no zahvaljuju profesorici Josipi Ba-
raka Perica $to im je ustupila na ¢itanje ¢lanak prije objav-
ljivanja.
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F1GURA 1 Posizione dell’isola di Ugljan rispetto alla citta di Zara (elaborazione B. Maleti¢)

SLIKA 1. PoloZaj otoka Ugljana u odnosu na grad Zadar (izradila B. Maleti¢)

M. Kadi, la centuriazione comprendeva I'intera
isola a prescindere dalla sua naturale divisione
fisica rispetto al resto dell’'ager”.

Ai margini delle determinanti spaziali della cen-
turiazione si dovettero formare delle villae rusti-
cae, trale quali 'esempio pitt famoso ¢ sicuramen-
te quello di Muline, che risulta ad oggi una delle
poche realtd dell’isola indagate compiutamente a
livello archeologico’. Oltre che in queste realta in-
sediative rurali, I'antropizzazione storica dell'isola
trova una chiara conferma nella fruizione degli
antichi porti nelle baie di Muline, Jankovo, Vrulje
e Ciniti, nonché nello sfruttamento dell’antica
cava posta sulla costa occidentale di Preko®.

Lodierno abitato di Preko, seppur mai inda-
gato integralmente, mostra dei caratteri partico-
larmente interessanti. Qui, in un’area dell’abitato
denominata Dvorine o Marceli¢a dvori, durante
degli scavi archeologici preventivi del 2004, 2006

*  Sulla centuriazione di Ugljan: M. SUIC, 1955, 16; 1956, 8;
A. R. FILIP], 1962, 309-310; D. MARSIC, 1992, 115; M.
KADI, 2016; M. KADI, 2019. Sul rapporto comparativo tra
ager di Zara e quello di Salona: ]. BARAKA PERICA 2021
(in c. s.). Gli autori ringraziano cordialmente la professo-
ressa Josipa Baraka Perica per avergli permesso la lettura
dellarticolo prima della pubblicazione.

5 M.SUIC, 1960; 1996. Nel centro abitato di Ugljan sono noti
i resti di possibili centri produttivi nelle posizioni Gospod-
ska gomila, Punta Supetra, Batalaza, nonché sull’isolotto di
Osljak, nella giurisdizione di Preko: M. SUIC 1974, 55; P.
VEZIC 1992, 311; V. BEGOVIC, I. SCHRUNK, 2002, 119;
2003, 100; M. SUIC, 2003, 333.

6 Z.BRUSIC, 1974, 67; M. JURJEVIC, 2010, 59. Su vari ri-
trovamenti di etd romana, eta tardoantica e medievale: A.
R. FILIPI, 1962, 304-311.
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nih markera, Cesto nastaju villae rusticae,
medu kojima je sigurno najpoznatiji primjer
onaj u Mulinama, jedan od rijetkih arheologki
istrazenih na otoku.”> Osim u ovim ruralnim
naseljima, antropizacija tijekom povijesti ima
jasnu potvrdu u koristenju starih luka u uva-
lama Muline, Jankovo, Vrulje i Ciniti, kao i u
iskori$tavanju starog kamenoloma smjestenog
na zapadnoj obali Preka.

Upravo se kao posebno zanimljivo namede
Preko, gdje je zastitnim arheoloskim iskopa-
vanjima 2004., 2006. i 2007. godine otkriven
anticki gospodarski kompleks na Sirem dijelu
polozaja zvanog Dvorine ili Marceli¢a dvori.
Prepoznati su ostatci vece koli¢ine keramickog
materijala datiranog od 2. do prve polovice 6.
stoljeca po Kr.,” kao i ¢itav niz zidova te sistem
suspenzura hipokausta i ostalih elemenata koji
upuduje na to da je rije¢ o vaznom lokalite-
tu koji je tijekom duljeg vremena dozivljavao
adapracije.®

5 M. SUIC, 1960; 1996. U naseljenom sredistu Ugljana po-
znati su ostatci mogucih proizvodnih sredista na lokaci-
jama Gospodska gomila, Punta Supetra, Batalaza, kao i
na otoci¢u Osljaku, koji je u nadleznosti Preka: M. SUIC
1974, 55; P. VEZIC 1992, 311; V. BEGOVIC, I. SCHRUNK
2002, 119; V. 2003, 100; M. SUIC, 2003, 333.

¢ Z.BRUSIC, 1974, 67; M. JURJEVIC, 2010, 59. O razli¢itim
nalazima iz rimskog, kasnoantickog i srednjovjekovnog
doba: A. R. FILIPI, 1962, 304-311.

7 S.GLUSCEVIC et al,, 2007; M. JURJEVIC, 2010, 59.

8 S. GLUSCEVIC et al., 2007. U sklopu znanstvenog skupa
»Preko i njegovo podrudje (25. - 26. lipnja 2021.), Smi-
ljan Gluscevi¢, znanstveni voditelj iskapanja, predstavio je
ovaj arheologki kompleks izlaganjem naslovljenim Dvori-



16 (2022), 61-79

B. MALETIC, M. PoLA: Neobjavljeni natpis i nekoliko biljezaka o antickoj topografiji Preka...

e 2007 effettuati per la posa della canalizzazione,
¢ stato scoperto un antico complesso a probabile
funzione residenziale/produttiva, caratterizzato
da una lunga occupazione databile, grazie alla
presenza di una grande quantita di materiale ce-
ramico, dal II secolo fino alla prima meta del VI
secolo d.C.”. Lo scavo ha riportato alla luce una
serie complessa di strutture murarie, insieme ad
un ambiente con sistema di suspensurae per un
ipocausto e a strutture idrauliche di varia natura®.

Un’analisi mirata della topografia del moder-
no abitato di Preko sembra rivelare quanto la
divisione dell’antica centuriazione possa averne
influenzato la pianificazione. E ben noto che la
centuriazione abbia svolto un ruolo fondamen-
tale sulla localizzazione di alcuni importanti re-
sti monumentali rilevabili a livello archeologico
nell’ager ladertinus, sia nell’entroterra che sull’i-
sola di Ugljan, come nel caso emblematico del-
la gia ricordata villa rustica di Muline’. Appare
quindi ipotizzabile una situazione simile anche
per il complesso rintracciato in centro a Preko,
che risulta sorgere significatamene su una linea
nord-sud passante anche dalla chiesa romanica
di S. Giovanni e dalla chiesa cimiteriale della
Madonna del Rosario, poste alle due estremita
dell’abitato.

E evidente che il centro di Preko manifesti
una grande potenzialita archeologica, che trova
parziali conferme anche dai risultati delle rico-
gnizioni svolte nell’abitato e nei suoi dintorni
nell’'ambito della ricerca dottorale dell’autrice,
in cui sono stati individuati diversi frammen-
ti di scultura architettonica e di sarcofagi. Cio

7 S.GLUSCEVIC et al., 2007; M. JURJEVIC, 2010, 59.

$ S. GLUSCEVIC et al, 2007. NelPambito dell'incontro sci-
entifico “Preko i njegovo podrugje’; (25.-26. lipnja 2021.),
Smiljan Gluséevi¢, il direttore scientifico dell scavo, ha pre-
sentato questo complesso archeologico con un intervento
dal titolo “Dvorine - rimska ladanjska (?) vila u Preku i nova
razmislianja o antickom gospodarstvu na otoku Ugljanu”:
cfr. S. GLUSCEVIC, 2021. Sembra che ogni tanto la ricche-
zza archeologica di Preko “riemerga” in modo pilt 0 meno
sporadico, come nel caso della recente scoperta di una
moneta dell'imperatore Claudio. Questa ed altro materiale
numismatico ¢ stato presentato da Mato Ilki¢ e Jakov Vuci¢
nello stesso incontro: cfr. M. ILKIC, J. VUCIC, 2021.

®  Vedi, ad esempio, per un riferimento grafico della situazi-
one di Muline: M. KADJ, 2019, 102, fig. 5.

Unutar topografske analize Preka primijece-
no je da je podjela anticke centurijacije mogla
utjecati na moderno urbanisti¢ko planiranje.
Poznato je da je centurijacija odigrala temeljnu
ulogu u pozicioniranju nekih vaznih spome-
nickih ostataka zadarskog agera, kako u unu-
trasnjosti tako i na otoku Ugljanu, kao $to je
to u amblemati¢nom slu¢aju spomenute vile
rustike u Mulinama.” Stoga se ¢ini da je sli¢-
na situacija zamisliva i u slu¢aju gospodarskog
kompleksa u sredistu Preka, koji je smjesten
na liniji sjever-jug koja prolazi uz, na jednoj
strani naselja, romanicku crkvu sv. Ivana te,
na drugoj strani, grobljansku crkvu Gospe od
Ruzarija.

Evidentno je da antic¢ko vrijeme donosi ¢itav
niz podataka o Preku, pa je tako rekognosci-
ranjem za potrebe doktorata autorice primije-
¢en veéi broj ulomaka arhitektonske plastike
na viSe lokacija, na $to upucuje i spomen iz
biljeznice usmene predaje don Josipa Marce-
lica, nazalost neobjavljene i ¢esto nepoznate
arheoloske grade Preka jo$ uvijek prisutne u
mnogim kuéama i vrtovima otocana.'

Ipak, zamjetan je nedostatak epigrafskih
spomenika, s obzirom na to da su na ¢itavom
otoku do sada poznati podatci tek o natpisu
pronadenom u mjestu Kalima, ugradenom u
zid dvorista Zupne crkve te onom Flavije Sa-
turnine na sarkofagu danas smjestenom u dvo-
ristu Turisticke zajednice u Preku.'" Upravo je
zato posebno odusevljenje pri obilasku crkve
i groblja Gospe od Ruzarija u Preku kod au-
tora izazvao pod jutarnjim suncem primijeéen
natpis, djelomi¢no prekriven nadgrobnom
plo¢om obiteljske grobnice Sime Koste, smje-

ne - rimska ladanjska (?) vila u Preku i nova razmisljanja o
antickom gospodarstvu na otoku Ugljanu: usp. S. GLUSCE-
VIC, 2021. Izgleda da svako malo arheolosko bogatstvo
Preka ,,ponovno izroni“ manje-vise sporadi¢no, kao u slu-
¢aju nedavnog otkri¢a kovanice cara Klaudija. Ovaj i dru-
gi numizmaticki materijal na istom su skupu predstavili
Mato Ilki¢ i Jakov Vui¢: usp. M. ILKIC, J. VUCIC, 2021.

°  Za graficki prikaz situacije u Mulinama, vidi, na primjer:
M. KAD]J, 2019, 102, sl. 5.

1 J. MARCELIC, 1924.

1 CIL 3, 15049 (lader); A. KURILIC, 1994, 229-230; S.
CACE, 2007, 51. O sarkofagu vidi: N. CAMBI, 2012, 2018.
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richiama alla memoria le indicazioni del tac-
cuino di tradizioni orali di don Josip Marceli¢,
sacerdote originario di Preko vissuto a cavallo
tra Ottocento e Novecento, dove si menziona
una cospicua mole di materiale archeologico,
purtroppo inedito e per lo piti sconosciuto, pre-
sente in molte case e giardini dell’abitato.

A prescindere da cio, gia in passato ¢ stata lamen-
tata I'assenza notevole di monument epigrafici, in
quanto sull'intera isola sono note solo un fram-
mento di iscrizione inserito nel muro del cortile
della chiesa parrocchiale di Kali e la nota epigrafe
del sarcofago di Flavia Saturnina, oggi posizionato
nel cortile dell'ufficio turistico di Preko!!. Proprio
per questo, i due autori hanno provato uno spe-
ciale entusiasmo quando, visitando la chiesa e il ci-
mitero della Madonna del Rosario a Preko sotto il
sole radente mattutino, hanno fortuitamente indi-
viduato un’iscrizione reimpiegata nella pavimenta-
zione moderna posta sul fianco nord della chiesa e
parzialmente coperta dalla tomba della famiglia di
Sime Kogta (Fig. 2).

LA CHIESA DELLA MADONNA
DEL ROSARIO

In etd tardoantica si evidenziano degli impor-
tanti cambiamenti sull’isola, resi evidenti dalle
ricerche sul complesso paleocristiano di Muline
e sulla chiesa di S. Maria Maggiore di Ogljak,
sulla piccola isola omonima di fronte a Preko'.
Questi due casi sono esplicativi di un processo
generale di cristianizzazione dell'isola, che do-
vette risultare abbastanza capillare e cronologi-
camente in linea rispetto a quello riscontrabile
nel centro urbano di Zara.

Seguendo una tale linea interpretativa ¢ pos-
sibile considerare come probabile 'ipotesi, gia
avanzata in letteratura, di una fondazione pale-

1 J MARCELIC, 1924.

I CIL 3, 15049 (Iader); A. KURILIC, 1994, 229-230; S.
CACE, 2007, 51. Sul sarcofago vedi: N. CAMBI, 2012;
2018.

2 M. SUIC, 1960; P. VEZIC, 1992; A. UGLESIC, 2002, 93-94,
86-92; P. VEZIC, 2005, 82-85, 109.
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FiGura 2 Contesto di conservazione dellepigrafe
-segnata in rosso- nel cimitero della chiesa della
Madonna del Rosario (foto degli autori)

SLIKA 2. Kontekst ocuvanja nadgrobnog natpisa -
oznacen crveno- na groblju crkve Gospe od Ruzarija
(foto: autori)

Stene sjeverno od crkve u njezinoj neposrednoj

blizini (SI. 2).

CRKVA GOSPE OD RUZARIJA

Kasnoanti¢ko razdoblje unosi ipak nesto
primjetnije promjene na otoku, najbolje do-
kumentirane kroz istraZivanja starokr$¢anskog
kompleksa u Mulinama te crkve Gospe od
Osljaka na istoimenom otoci¢u u blizini Pre-
ka.” Ova dva primjera pruzaju viziju opéeg
procesa kristijanizacije otoka koji je svakako
morao biti obuhvatniji i kronoloski u skladu s
onim u gradu Zadru.

2 M. SUIC, 1960; P. VEZIC, 1992; A. UGLESIC, 2002, 93—
94, 86-92; P. VEZIC, 2005, 82-85, 109.
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FiGura 3 Veduta panoramica di Preko con la chiesa della Madonna del Rosario (foto degli autori)

L L

SLIKA 3. Panoramski prikaz Preka s crkvom Gospe od Ruzarija (foto: autori)

ocristiana alla base dell’odierna chiesa cimite-
riale della Madonna del Rosario (Fig. 3)". La
chiesa, nelle sue forme attuali, fu costruita nella
seconda meta del Settecento, in un momento
che sanci la nascita della parrocchia di Preko
ed il suo conseguente distacco dalla giurisdi-
zione della vicina parrocchia di Sutomiséica'.
Lesistenza di un precedente edificio ecclesia-

13 N.JAKSIC, 1989, 99-100; A. UGLESIC, 2002, 92-93; P. VE-
71C, 2005, 107. Sullassunto di antichita della chiesa si fonda
anche l'ipotesi di un suo stretto legame con la fortificazione
tardoantica di S. Michele, nel classico rapporto, ben indivi-
duabile in molti casi, tra fondazioni ecclesiastiche e castra:
N. JAKSIC, 1989, 100-101; A. UGLESIC, 2002, 94. Agli au-
tori sembra comunque piu plausibile, vista 'innegabile po-
sizione dominante del castrum, di considerare la presenza
originaria di una possibile altra chiesa, posta direttamente
dentro al castrum stesso o forse nelle sue immediate vici-
nanze, rispetto ad una fondazione posta in linea d’aria a pitt
di 2 km, sulla costa opposta dell'isola. Sul rapporto tra chie-
se e castra in Dalmatia: B. MALETIC (inc.s.).

4 C.E BIANCHI, 1880, 107; N. JAKSIC, 1989, 100; M. STA-
GLICIC, 1994, 43. E interessante come J. Marceli¢ ricordi
il presunto trasferimento ed il riutilizzo, nella nuova chiesa
parrocchiale, di unantica soglia pertinente ad una chiesa
dedicata a S. Marcella, fondazione archeologicamente non
confermata e di cui non sono reperibili altre notizie se non
quelle riportate dallo stesso autore. Questo avvenimento,
lungi dal poter essere confermato, sembra suggestivamen-
te derivato da un topos agiografico ricorrente, utilizzato
dall'autore per sottolineare le radici antiche della chiesa di
Preko: J. MARCELIC, 1924, 19.

Ovdje se uklapa i pretpostavka o, kako je to
ve¢ prije u literaturi predlozeno, starokrs¢an-
skoj crkvi sv. Andrije u Preku, koja bi trebala
biti na mjestu danasnje grobiSne crkve Gospe
od Ruzarija (SI. 3)." Potonja je izgradena u
drugoj polovici 18. stolje¢a kao zupna crkva
Preka, odvojivsi se tako od zupe Sutomiséica.'
Na miSljenje o postojanju ranije starokr$¢an-
ske crkve na njezinu mjestu navode nas naj-

13 N. JAKSIC, 1989, 99-100; A. UGLESIC, 2002, 92-93; P.
VEZIC, 2005, 107. Na pretpostavci o starosti crkve zasniva
se 1 teza 0 njezinoj uskoj vezi s kasnoantickom utvrdom sv.
Mihovila, u klasi¢tnom odnosu, dobro prepoznatljivom u
mnogim primjerima, izmedu crkvenih gradevina i castra:
N.JAKSIC, 1989, 100-101; A. UGLESIC, 2002, 94. Imajuci
u vidu nepobitni dominantni polozaj castruma, autorima
se, ipak, ¢ini logi¢nija pretpostavka da je izvorno postojala
neka druga crkva, smjestena izravno unutar samog castru-
ma ili mozda u njegovoj neposrednoj blizini, nego grade-
vina smjeStena na vi$e od 2 km udaljenosti zra¢ne linije, na
suprotnoj obali otoka. O odnosu izmedu crkvi i castra u
Dalmaciji: B. MALETIC (u tisku).

4 C.E BIANCHI, 1880, 107; N. JAKSIC, 1989, 100; M. STA-
GLICIC, 1994, 43. Zanimljivo je kako J. Marceli¢ spominje
navodno prebacivanje i ponovnu uporabu u novoj Zupnoj
crkvi starog praga koji je pripadao crkvi posvecenoj sv.
Marceli, gradevini koja nije arheoloski potvrdena i o kojoj
nisu dostupni drugi podatci osim onih koje donosi sam
autor. Ovaj dogadaj, daleko od mogu¢nosti da bude potvr-
den, ¢ini se sugestivno potaknut ucestalim hagiografskim
toposom, kojim se autor koristi kako bi podcrtao anticke
korijene crkve u Preku: . MARCELIC, 1924, 19.
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F1GURA 4 Elementi antichi nel cimitero della Madonna del Rosario: A) capitello ad imposta reimpiegato nella
facciata della chiesa (rilievo G. Misto); B) sarcofago tardoantico; C) rilievo romano di spoglio riutilizzato come
architrave del portale maggiore della chiesa (fotografie degli autori)

SLIKA 4. Anticki elementi na groblju Gospe od Ruzarija: A) impost-kapitel ugraden u procelje crkve (crtez G.
Misto); B) kasnoanticki sarkofag; C) rimski reljef iskoristen kao spolija za arhitrav ulaznih vrata crkve (foto: autori)

stico nella stessa zona sembrerebbe supportato
dal ricordo, registrato nella documentazione
medievale, dell’agiotoponimo di S. Andrea, a
lungo utilizzato per designare I'intera baia nota
per la presenza di saline, e, pitt precisamente,
secondo una fonte del 1442, per I'area posta
di fronte all’isolotto di Galevac (Skoljic’)li. Ad
una chiesa precedente di fondazione paleocri-
stiana puo essere in effetti riferito il capitellino
ad imposta, con incisa una croce accerchiellata,
inserito come spolium nella facciata della chiesa
moderna (Fig. 4a)'°. Si noti, inoltre, come la

15 N.JAKSIC, 1989, 99-100.
16 N. JAKSIC, 1989, 100; A. UGLESIC, 2002, 92-93; P. VE-
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prije spominjanja u povijesnim izvorima, de-
finirajudi smjestaj crkve sv. Andrije uz morsku
obalu u predjelu sa solanama, i to preciznije
prema zapisu iz 1442. godine, nasuprot otoci-
¢u Galeveu (Skolji¢)." U prilog ovoj tezi osim
hagionima crkve ide i dobro poznati spolij
impost-kapitela s krizem, smjeSten nad po-
lukruznim prozorom procelja danasnje crkve
(S14a).'® Jednako tako, na crkvi pripadaju¢em
groblju prisustvo starokr$¢anskog sarkofaga s
poklopcem na dvije vode, koji se moze datirati

15 N.JAKSIC, 1989, 99-100.
16 N. JAKSIC, 1989, 100; A. UGLESIC, 2002, 92-93; P. VE-
7IC, 2005, 107.
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presenza del grande sarcofago con coperchio a
doppio spiovente, databile tra V e VII secolo,
conservato nel cimitero, comprovi definitiva-
mente una frequentazione di eta tardoantica
dell’area (Fig. 4b)".

Un altro importante spolium, in questo caso
di etd romana, contraddistingue la facciata
della chiesa moderna. Si tratta dell’architrave
marmoreo del portone d’ingresso, che mostra
un bel rilievo a girali d’acanto riconducibile su
base stilistica al periodo tra la tarda eta flavia
e letd antonina, che, come tale, risulta vicino
per cronologia all’iscrizione appena scoperta nel
cimitero (Fig. 4¢)'8.

LISCRIZIONE NEL CIMITERO
DELLA CHIESA DELLA
MADONNA DEL ROSARIO

[—]++

[a]nn(orum) XXII h(ic) s(itus/a) e(st)

Primigenia mate[r]

infelix{s} [---]

iy

« ... dianni?22, qui ¢ deposto/ a, Primigenia
madre infelice ... »

Lepigrafe si conserva nel cimitero di Preko,
reimpiegata nella pavimentazione moderna

Z1C, 2005, 107.

17 N.JAKSIC, 1989, 100; A. UGLESIC, 2002, 92. Analizzan-
do il materiale tardoantico del monastero di S. Paolo ere-
mita a Skolji¢, Ante Uglesi¢ ha riconosciuto frammenti
di scultura architettonica paleocristiana e ha suggerito la
loro possibile provenienza dalla chiesa di S. Andrea: cfr. A.
UGLESIC, 2021. Gli autori ringraziano il professor Uglesi¢
per nuove informazioni su questi reperti. Pavusa Vezi¢ ha
proposto di ricollegare alla presunta chiesa paleocristiana
di S. Andrea anche il frammento di colonnina da finestra
con capitello, un tempo reimpiegato nel muro nord della
chiesa romanica di S. Giovanni a Preko e ora al Museo Ar-
cheologico di Zara: P. VEZIC, 2005, 107, 165 cft. ]. VUCIC,
2018, 188-189. Oltre a quello di Flavia Saturnina, sono
noti anche altri sarcofagi tardoantichi vicino all'ufficio tu-
ristico: P. VEZIC, 2005, 107.

18 N.JAKSIC, 1989, 100. 1 rilievo trova un confronto diretto
con lesemplare murato in uno dei pilastri interni della
Chiesa di S. Donato a Zara: D. MARSIC, M. DUBOLNIC
GLAVAN, 2015, 56-57, 84, sl. 22.

izmedu 5. i 7. stoljeda, definitivno dokazuje
koristenje ovog prostora u kasnoj antici (SI.
4b)."

Drugi pak vazan rimski spolij krasi procelje
danasnje crkve. Rije¢ je o mramornom nad-
vratniku ulaznih vrata, s reljefom s fitomor-
fnim motivom, kojeg je stilski moguée pri-
pisati razdoblju izmedu kasnog flavijevskog i
antoninovskog doba te nas upravo kao takav
navodi na promisljanje o kronoloskoj poveza-
nosti s novootkrivenim natpisom na groblju

crkve (SI. 4c).!8

NATPIS NA GROBLJU CRKVE
GOSPE OD RUZARIJA

[—]++

[a]nn(orum) XXII h(ic) s(itus/a) e(st)

Primigenia mate(r)

Infelix {5} [---]

Ny

».. § 22 godine, ovdje je poloZen/a, Primige-
nia nesretna majka...“

Pronadeni nadgrobni natpis nalazi se na gro-
blju u Preku te je upotrijebljen pri poplocava-
nju dvorista sjeverno od same crkve (SL. 5, 6).
Ovaj predio, u odnosu na citav areal groblja,
izgleda tek sporadi¢no ispunjen novijim gro-
bovima. Natpis je uklesan na kamenoj ploci

7" N.JAKSIC, 1989, 100; A. UGLESIC, 2002, 92. Analiziraju-
¢i kasnoanticki materijal iz Samostana sv. Pavla pustinjaka
na Skolji¢u, Ante Uglesi¢ prepoznao je fragmente starokr-
$¢anske arhitektonske skulpture i sugerirao da mozda po-
tje¢u iz crkve sv. Andrije. Usp. A. UGLESIC, 2021. Autori
zahvaljuju profesoru Uglesi¢u na novim informacijama o
ovim nalazima. Pavusa Vezi¢ iznio je misljenje da je s pret-
postavljenom starokr$¢anskom crkvom sv. Andrije pove-
zan i fragment prozorskog stupica s kapitelom, koji je ne-
kada bio ugraden u sjeverni zid romanicke crkve sv. Ivana
u Preku, a sada se nalazi u Arheoloskom muzeju u Zadru.
P. VEZIC, 2005, 107, 165. cfr. J. VUCIC, 2018, 188-189.
Osim sarkofaga Flavije Saturnine poznati su i drugi kasno-
anticki sarkofazi u blizini zgrade Turisticke zajednice. P.
VEZIC, 2005, 107.

18 N. JAKSIC, 1989, 100. Reljef je izravno usporediv s pri-
mjerkom ugradenim u jedan od pilastara u unutragnjosti
crkve sv. Donata u Zadru. D. MARSIC, M. DUBOLNIC
GLAVAN, 2015, 56-57, 84, sl. 22.
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FiGura 5 Epigrafe conservata nel c

;'mitero della chiesa della Madonna ;iel R(;sario (foto degli autori)

SLIKA 5. Nadgrobni natpis sacuvan na groblju crkve Gospe od Ruzarija (foto: autori)

del cortile posto lungo il fianco nord della
chiesa (Fig. 5, 6). Quest'area, rispetto all'inte-
ro cimitero, appare solo sporadicamente occu-
pata da tombe moderne. Il supporto su cui ¢
incisa I'iscrizione ¢ una lastra in pietra calcarea
locale, del tutto simile alle altre utilizzate per
la pavimentazione del cortile (Fig. 2). Non si
esclude quindi la possibilitd che un’indagine
attenta di tutta 'area pavimentata, che preve-
da il capovolgimento delle lastre, possa rivelare
altri epitaffi antichi.

La lastra in questione appare in uno stato de-
cisamente frammentario, dovuto in principale
modo alla perdita della parte superiore, sega-
ta in senso obliquo rispetto alla disposizione
del testo iscritto. Inoltre, una delle tombe nel
cortile, coprendola parzialmente, ne oblitera
la parte terminale. Il bordo destro della lastra
risulta fortemente abraso, se non addirittu-
ra rifilato, mentre I'unico bordo mediamente
conservato sembra essere quello sinistro. At-
tualmente la lastra misura circa 45 x 18 cm,
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od lokalnog vapnenca, sli¢noj ostalim kori-
stenim pri poploc¢avanju (SI. 2). Stoga nije is-
klju¢ena moguénost da bi pomno istrazivanje
cijelog prostora, $to bi ukljucivalo i podizanje
ploca, rezultiralo pronalaskom drugih epigraf-
skih spomenika.

Natpisna plo¢a pronadena je u djelomi¢no
fragmentiranom stanju, ponajprije zbog ne-
ocuvanosti gornjeg dijela teksta. Osim toga,
jedan od grobova u dvoristu, koji je djelomic-
no pokriva, ¢ini necitkim njezin zavr$ni dio.
Desni rub ploce jako je ostecen ili ¢ak odrezan,
pa se ¢ini da je jedini bolje sa¢uvani dio onaj
lijevi. Dimenzije vidljivog dijela ploce su oko
45 x 18 cm, dok joj je debljina oko 6-7 cm.
Drugu stranu natpisne ploce nije bilo mogude
pregledati.

Povrsina na kojoj se nalazi natpis bila je pri-
kladno pripremljena za bolje urezivanje teksta.
S obzirom na navedenu fragmentarnost, nedo-
staju pocetni i zavr$ni dio natpisa. Sacuvana
su samo dva i pol retka teksta, u koji