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DVIJE RIMSKE NADGROBNE ARE 1Z ASERIJE

TWO ROMAN SEPULCHRAL ALTARS FROM ASSERIA

Apstrakt

U radu se obraduju dva gotovo
identicna nadgrobna zrtvenika (arae) ko-
Jji su nedavno otkriveni kao spolia unutar
kasnoantickog obrambenog nasipa uspo-
rednog sa sjevernim dijelom ranorimskih
bedema Aserije. Oba ova nadgrobna spo-
menika pripadaju profiliranim trodijel-
nim monolitnim arama. Jednu je od njih
svom muzu Adjutoru (Adiutor) postavila
njegova zena Sextilia Ingenua, a druga je
anepigrafska. Obje se okvirno mogu da-
tirati u razdoblje kasnog principata, naj-
vjerojatnije u drugu polovicu 2. st. ili u
pocetak 3. st. po Kr. Ukupan broj nadgro-
bnih ara s podrucja Aserije narastao je
ovim nedavnim nalazima na osam.

Kljucne rijeci: Asseria, latinska
epigrafija, nadgrobne are

Abstract

The paper analyses two almost
identical sepulchral altars (arae) recent-
ly discovered as spolia in the structure of
the Late Roman bulwark running para-
llel to the northern part of the early Ro-
man city-walls of Asseria. Both altars
are tripartite and monolithic of the type
with frames. One was set up for Adiutor
by his wife Sextilia Ingenua, and the
other was anepigraphic. They can be ro-
ughly dated to the Late Principate, most
probably to the second half of the second
century AD or at the beginning of the thi-
rd. With these recent findings, there are
now eight sepulchral altars known from
Asseria and its territory.

Key words: Asseria, latin epigra-
phy, sepulchral altars
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Tijekom devete kampanje arheolo-
Skih istrazivanja u Aseriji 2006. godine
pronadena su i dva nadgrobna Zrtvenika
(arae).! Are su pronadene u kasnoantic-
kom obrambenom nasipu usporednom sa
sjevernim odsjeCkom ranorimskih bede-
ma Aserije /SI. 1-4/. Struktura ovog nasi-
pa vrlo je lose kvalitete; vezivni materijal
(npr. zbuka ili sli€no) gotovo sasvim ne-
dostaje ili je vrlo rijetko koristen, pa se
stjeCe dojam da je nasip graden u vrlo ve-
likoj zurbi. Are su jednostavno bile uba-
¢ene u strukturu nasipa, zajedno s drugim
ranorimskim spomenicima poput, npr. s
ulomcima tzv. liburnskih cipusa, 1 sli-
¢nim /S1. 3-4/.2 Jedna od tih ara nosi nad-
grobni natpis, i upravo je ona u zaristu
ovoga rada.

1 Kompleksna arheoloska istrazivanja Aserije zajed-
nicki provode Arheoloski muzej u Zadru (dr. sc. Ivo
Fadi¢, odnedavna ravnatelj Muzeja antickog stakla u
Zadru) 1 Odjel za arheologiju Sveucilista u Zadru
(dr. sc. Nenad Cambi). Kolegi I. Fadicu dugujem
zahvalnost $to mi je omoguéio da na ovome mjestu
objavim ta dva nedavna nalaza. Za izvjes¢e o ovoj
kampanji, v. I. FADIC, 2007, 88-97.

2 7a ovaj kasnoanticki obrambeni nasip, v. L
FADIC, 2003, 13, 16 i d.; I. FADIC, 2007, 89-91.

Two sepulchral altars (arae) were fo-
und in 2006 during the ninth campaign of
archaeological excavations in Asseria.! The
altars were found in the Late Roman bulwa-
rk parallel to the northern section of the ear-
ly Roman city-walls of Asseria /Figs. 1-4/.
This Late Roman structure is very loose,
with little or no binding material (such as
mortar or similar), and gives an impression
that was built in a great hurry. Namely, the
altars were simply put into the structure, to-
gether with other early imperial Roman mo-
numents, such as, for instance, fragments of
so-called Liburnian cippi, and similar /Figs.
3-4/.2 One of the altars bears sepulchral in-
scription, and this paper shall primarily de-
al with it.

I The complex archaeological investigations of
Asseria are conducted jointly by the Archaeological
Museum in Zadar (Dr. Ivo Fadié, presently Head of
the Museum of Ancient Glass in Zadar) and the
Department of Archaeology of the University of
Zadar (Dr. Nenad Cambi). I would like to extend my
gratitude to dear friend and colleague I. Fadi¢ for
presenting me with the opportunity to publish here
these two recent discoveries. Report on this cam-
paign gives I. FADIC, 2007, 88-97.

2 For this Late Roman bulwark, see I. FADIC, 2003,
33, 35ff: I. FADIC, 2007, 89-91.
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S1. 1. Mjesto nalaza nadgrobnih ara
Fig. 1. Finding-place of both sepulchral altars

1. Adjutorova nadgrobna ara

SPOMENIK je napravljen od vapnenca
losije kvalitete, na kojemu su zamjetne vi-
dljive vene i druge nepravilnosti. Na kame-
nu se na nekim mjestima zapaza tanak sloj
prirodne kalcifikacije koji je vjerojatno na-
stao nakon $to je bio sekundarno upotrijeb-
ljen. Na nekim drugim mjestima, kao npr.
na desnom rubu prednje strane nadgrobne
are /Sl. 5-5a/, uocavaju se tragovi prirodne
erozije kamena.

Nadgrobna ara visoka je 105-107
cm, Siroka 55 cm 1 debela 39 cm (za ostale
dimenzije, v. ovdje, Dodatak). Spomenik je
saCuvan gotovo u cijelosti, s iznimkom
odlomljenoga gornjeg lijevog kuta krunista

S1. 2. Nalaz dviju nadgrobnih ara
Fig. 2. Finding places of sepulchral altars

1. Sepulchral altar of Adiutor

THE MONUMENT is made of limestone
of rather inferior quality, with visible veins
and other structural irregularities. In some
points the stone has a thin layer of natural
calcification that most probably occurred
after it became a spolium. In some other
places, as for example at the right edge of
the altar’s front side /Figs. 5-5a/, the stone
shows traces of its natural erosion.

The altar is high 105-107 cm, wide
55 c¢m and thick 39 cm (for other measures,
see here, Appendix). It is almost entirely
preserved; however, the front left corner of
cornice is broken off and missing, as well as
almost entire left lateral side, especially its
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1 gotovo cijele lijeve bo-

s | bottom part /Figs. 5-5a/.
¢ne strane (osobito na

; Traces of narrow stone-

mason’s claw are visible at
the altar’s lateral sides, but

njezinu donjem dijelu; v.
Sl. 5-5a). Na bo¢nim stra-
nama vidljivi su tragovi fi- §& | both gable and top surfaces
A are left quite uneven. Front
o~ side was finely dressed,

“| almost polished, but now it

nije zubade, no, zabat i [§
gornja povrsina ostavljeni g
su prilicno grubo obrade-
{ is quite damaged partly be-
cause of the unfavourable

ni. Prednja strana bila je
prilicno fino zaravnana,
ali je sada prili¢no ostece- | weather conditions and
na, 1 to ne samo poradi
djelovanja atmosferilija

veé 1 zbog nedostataka sa-

partly because of stone’s
very flaws. Rear side has
never been properly dre-
moga kamena. Straznja %, b
strana nikad nije bila obra- gj. 3. pronalazak dviju nadgrobnih arau  ft roughly cut off /Fig. 6/.
dena ve¢ je ostavljena sa- kasnoantickoj obrambenoj strukturi Altar is made of a
mo grubo odrezana /S. 6/. i lfhzi ;/3 ;SZZ::?;O%;:ZZ ;’i Zi‘;{hml altars  sinole block of limestone
Ara je izradena iz resembling in almost eve-

monolitnoga vapnenackog bloka i svojim ry aspect to the standard classical votive al-

ssed; instead, it was just le-

oblikom sasvim podsjeca na standardne vo-  tars, consisting of three distinct parts: base,
tivne are. Sastoji se od tri jasno definirana  body and cornice. It can be placed within the
dijela: baze, tijela i krunista (vijenca). Moze  group of sepulchral altars of the so-called
se uvrstiti u tzv. grupu profiliranih nad-  type with frames (“profilgerahmte Altire”).3
grobnih ara (“profilgerahmte Altire”).3 At the bottom, above the plain low
Adjutorova nadgrobna ara na dnu plinth, the sepulchral altar of Adiutor has a
ima profiliranu bazu postavljenu na plitku  moulded base, the moulding of which exte-
plintu. Profilacija se proteze i na obje bo- nds to both lateral sides /Figs. 5, 7-8/, and
¢ne strane /SI. 5, 7-8/, a sastoji se od S-pro-  consists of cyma reversa, low annular fillet
fila (cyma reversa), manje polukruzne le- and cyma recta atop of it. Above the base
tvice, 1, iznad nje, obrnutog S-profila (cyma  stands narrower central cube (i. e. the body,
recta). Iznad baze je uzi kvadar tijela are na  or, the shaft), carrying the epitaph carved in
kojemu je uklesan nadgrobni natpis unutar  simply moulded square inscription field.

3 7a tipologiju takvih nadgrobnih ara, v. D. DEX- 3 For the typology of such sepulchral altars, see D.
HEIMER, 1998, 7 i d.; usp. jo§ i D. MARSIC, 2005, DEXHEIMER, 1998, 7ff, cf. also D. MARSIC,
361 d., gdje se mogu nadi citirana i druga relevantna 2005, 36ff, where he quotes some other relevant
djela. works.
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S1. 4. Nadgrobne are u kasnoantickoj obramben] strukturi
Fig. 4. Sepulchral altars in the Late Roman bulwark
jednostavno profiliranoga Cetvrtastog nat- Above the body stands a moulded
pisnog polja. cornice that ends with a low gable flanked
Iznad tijela je profilirano kruniste with much stylised acroteria /Figs. 5-8/.4
(vijenac) koje zavrSava niskim zabatom i  The cornice moulding, similar to the one of
vrlo stiliziranim akroterijima /S1. 5-8/.4 Pro-  the base, extends to both lateral sides, and
filacija vijenca sli¢na je onoj baze i takoder  repeats its exact order: at the bottom stands
se proteze na obje boc¢ne strane, te to¢no po-  cyma reversa, followed by an annular fillet,
navlja poredak njezinih elemenata: na dnu  and finishes with cyma recta /Figs. 5, 7-8/.
je cyma reversa, iznad nje je tanja polukru-  As is often the case with cornice tops, abo-
zna letvica, a na vrhu je cyma recta /S1. 5, 7-  ve cyma recta stands a listel.
8/; iznad nje se, kao $to je Sesto obicaj,> na- At the central part of the very top of
lazi ravna greda. the altar, atop the gable apex, stands rather

4 Similarly shaped acroteria has, for instance, sepul-
chral altar of L. Usius Philippus from Trieste (Italy);
see D. DEXHEIMER, 1998, 82, Kat. nr. 24 (fig. at p.
192).

5 Cf. J. STEVENS CURL, 2006, 280, s.v. fillet, and
447, s.v. list, listel, listella.

4 Sli¢no oblikovane akroterije ima, npr., nadgrob-
na ara L. Usija Filipa iz Trsta; v. D. DEX-
HEIMER, 1998, 82, Kat. br. 24 (sl. na str. 192).

5 Usp. J. STEVENS CURL, 2006, 280, s.v. fillet,
1447, s.v. list, listel, listella.
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Sl. 5-5a. Adjutorova nadgrobna ara - prednja strana
Figs. 5-5a. Sepulchral altar of Adiutor - front side

Relativno visok, neukrasSen 1 vrlo stilizi-
ran ¢eSer nalazi se iznad vrha zabata, usred gor-
nje povrsine ove nadgrobne are (usp. SI. 5-5a).

U donjim polovicama obiju bo¢nih
strana nalazila se nepravilna izbo¢ina /SI.
8/,0 iz koje je trebao nastati kakav figuralni
ili ornamentalni reljef,” koji, medutim, ni-
kad nije bio izraden.8 Buduéi da na svim

6 Lijeva je strana odlomljena pa je izboCina sada
sacuvana samo na desnoj boc¢noj strani, no nema
nikakve sumnje da su je neko¢ imale obje strane. To
se jasno oc€ituje na bo¢nim stranama anepigrafske are
koja je bila nadena zajedno s ovom (v. Sl. 12).

7 Poznate su brojne sli¢ne nadgrobne are iz sjeverne
Italije koje na svojim bo¢nim stranama imaju razne rel-
jefne prikaze (amore, delfine, razne posude, vegetabilne
motive, girlande, itd.); usp. npr. D. DEXHEIMER,
1998, 16 1 d., te Kat. br. 59, 79, 81, 88, 100, itd.

8 Cini se da nije bilo neuobi¢ajeno da radionice svojim
kupcima dostave nedovrSene proizvode; za takve prim-
jere usp. npr. D. DEXHEIMER, 1998, 100, Kat. br. 59.

high and much stylised plain pine cone /cf.
Figs. 5-5a/.

At both lateral sides, in their lower
halves, there was an irregular roughly sha-
ped bulge /Fig. 8/, that was to become a fi-
gural or ornamental decoration,’ but had ne-
ver been sculptured.8 Since all the surfaces

6 The left side is broken off and the bulge is now pre-
served solely at the right lateral side, but there is no
doubt that once both sides had it, since the anepi-
graphic altar found together with it also has similarly
shaped bulges at both of its lateral sides (see Fig. 12).

7 Many similar sepulchral altars from Northern Italy
have representations at their lateral sides (Cupids,
dolphins, vases, leaves, garlands, etc.); cf. for
instance, D. DEXHEIMER, 1998, 16ff, and Kat. nos.
59, 79, 81, 88, 100, etc.

8 It seems that it was not uncommon for workshops
to deliver unfinished products to their customers; for
such instances cf. for ex. D. DEXHEIMER, 1998,
100, Kat. nr. 59.
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povr$inama are
(ukljucujuéi 1 natpis-
no polje) nedostaje
zavr$ni klesarov po-
tez, moglo bi se za-
kljuciti da ona nikad
nije bila posve do-
vrSena. Naravno, hra-
koju sada

iskazuju njezine po-

pavost

vr§ine, sigurno su
prouzrocili - barem u
nekoj mjeri - dugo-
trajni nepovoljni vre-
menski uvjeti kojima

je bila izlozena oso-

lack the finishing
stone-mason’s touch,
including the inscri-
ption field, it may be
concluded that the
altar had never been
completed. Natura-
1y, the present rough
appearance of its su-
rfaces is surely also
due - at least in some
degree - to long-la-
sting unfavourable
conditions in which
it was put after being
used as building ma-

bito otkako je postala
obi¢an gradevni ma-
terijal.

Donja povrsina
nadgrobne are obradena je grubom zubacom,
ali samo na prednjem dijelu, koji je oko 1-1,3
cm nizi od neobradenoga straznjeg dijela /SI.
9/. Te karakteristike, kao 1 Cinjenica da je i
straznja strana ostavljena neobradenom, mo-
gli bi ukazivati na to da je ara bila umetnuta
- ali ne 1 uzidana, jer za to nema dokaza - u
nekakvu nisku strukturu (mozda u postolje ili
ogradu grobne parcele).

Sli¢ne are poznate su u svim dije-
lovima Rimskog Carstva, ukljucujuéi i
provinciju Dalmaciju.® Iz Aserije je do
sada bilo poznato pet, odnosno, tocnije,

Sl. 6. Adjutorova nadgrobna ara - straznja strana
Fig. 6. Sepulchral altar of Adiutor - rear side

terial.
The
surface of the altar

bottom

was dressed with wi-
de stone-mason’s claw just at its frontal
section that is approximately 1-1.3 cm lo-
wer than the unworked back section /Fig.
9/. These features, together with leaving
the rear side unworked, might indicate
that the altar was inserted - but not built,
since there are no proves of it - in some
sort of a low structure (a pedestal or ba-
lustrade of the burial plot, perhaps).
Similar types of sepulchral altars
are present in all parts of the Roman Em-
pire, province of Dalmatia included.® Fi-
ve - or, rather, six - such altars have been

9 Usp. D. MARSIC, 2005, 38 i d.

9 Cf. D. MARSIC, 2005, 38ff,
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S1. 7. Adjutorova nadgrobna ara - lijeva bo¢na strana
Fig. 7. Sepulchral altar of Adiutor - lefi lateral side

Sest, takvih nadgrobnih ara,!0 pa bi ovo
bila sedma.

Pet od tih Sest ara su kompozitne, tj.
tri osnovna dijela napravljena su im od tri
odvojena vapnenacka bloka (to su tzv. kom-
pozitne tripartitne nadgrobne are),!! a jedna
je monolitna.!2 Osim toga, svih pet kompo-
zitnih ara mnogo su vece od monolitnih.

SlI. 8. Adjutorova nadgrobna ara - desna boc¢na strana
Fig. 8. Sepulchral altar of Adiutor - right lateral side

known up to now from Asseria, !0 and this
would be the seventh.

Among these six, five were compo-
site, having the three basic parts made of
separate limestone blocks (so-called com-
posite tripartite sepulchral altars),!! and
one was monolithic.12 In addition, the fi-
ve composite altars are of much larger di-

10 p. MARSIC, 2005, 25 i d. ih je obradio pet.
Medutim, njima se svakako mora pribrojati i jos jedna,
Sesta, podignuta za T. Publicija Saturnina, a koja se u
literaturi opisivala kao “nadgrobni cipus” (CIL 3, 9941
= A. KURILIC, 1999, Kat. br. 998). Taj se cipus ima
smatrati tijelom jo$ jedne kompozitne nadgrobne are
slicnih dimenzija poput drugih dviju iz Aserije; usp. A.
KURILIC, 2006, br. 9 (str. 34 i bilj. 114).

11 p MARSIC, 2005, br. 1-4 (str. 26 i d.); A.
KURILIC, 2006, br. 9 (str. 34 i bilj. 114).

12 p. MARSIC, 2005, br. 5 (str. 36).

10 p. MARSIC, 2005, 25ff analysed five of them.
However, a sixth example must be recognised in the
so-called “sepulchral cippus” of T. Publicius
Saturninus (CIL 3, 9941 = A. KURILIC, 1999, Cat.
nr. 998), cippus being but the shaft of another com-
posite tripartite sepulchral altar of similar dimen-
sions as two other examples from Asseria; cf. A.
KURILIC, 2006, nr. 9 (p. 34 and n. 114).

11 p MARSIC, 2005, nos. 1-4 (p. 26ff); A.
KURILIC, 2006, nr. 9 (p. 34 and n. 114).

12 p, MARSIC, 2005, nr. 5 (p. 36).
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Mjere jedne od
njih, one koja je bi-
la postavljena mu-
nicipalnom magi-
stratu Aserije G.
Titiju Priscinu, bile
su najmanje
182x102x89 cm;!3
jos su dvije bile po-
djednako velike,!4
jedna neznatno ma-
nja od njih,15 a jed-
na zacijelo mnogo
veéa.l6 Skoro sve

mensions than the
monolithic  ones.
One of former, set
up for C. Titius Pri-
scinus, the munici-
pal magistrate of
Asseria, must have
measured 182 x 102
x 89 c¢cm,!3 two oth-
ers were as big,!4
one slightly smaller
than them,!> and
one perhaps much
bigger.16 With the

te are - osim zad-
njespomenute koja
pripada tipu s orna-
mentalno dekoriranim profilacijama
(“Rankengerahmte Altire”),!7 pripadaju
istom tipu kao i Adjutorova - takozvanom
tipu s profilacijama (“profilgerahmte Al-
tire”).18 Te Cetiri are datirane su u vre-
menski raspon od zadnje Cetvrtine 1. st.

S1. 9. Adjutorova nadgrobna ara - dno
Fig. 9. Sepulchral altar of Adiutor - bottom surface

exception of the la-
tter that belonged to
the so-called type
with ornamental frames (“Rankengerahmte
Altire”),!7 all of the composite altars belo-
nged to the same type as the Adiutor’s one
- to the type with frames (“profilgerahmte
Altire”).18 These four altars were dated in
a span ranging from the last quarter of the

13 7a spomenik i njegove dimenzije, v. D.
MARSIC, 2005, 32-33 (br. 3); za spomenik i nje-
gov natpis, v. AE 2001, 1624, 1 A. KURILIC, 2006,
42 i d. (br. 12), gdje su citirana i ostala relevantna
djela.

14D, MARSIC, 2005, br. 4; A. KURILIC, 2006, br.
9.

15 p. MARSIC, 2005, br. 2 (str. 32).

16 p, MARSIC, 2005, br. 1 (str. 31, gdje pret-
postavlja da je ova ara mogla biti najmonumental-
niji spomenik ikad napravljen u aserijatskim
radionicama).

17 b, MARSIC, 2005, 24 i d.; usp. D. DEX-
HEIMER, 1998, 12 i d.

18 7a tip v. D. DEXHEIMER, 1998, 10 i d.; usp. i
D. MARSIC, 2005, 38.

13 For the monument and its dimensions see D.
MARSIC, 2005, 32-33 (nr. 3); for the monument and
its inscription, see AE 2001, 1624, and A. KURILIC,
2006, 42ff (nr. 12) where one can find quoted the
earlier relevant titles.

14 b MARSIC, 2005, nr. 4; A. KURILIC, 2006, nr.
9

15 p. MARSIC, 2005, nr. 2 (p. 32).

16 p, MARSIC, 2005, nr. 1 (p- 31, where he is
hypothesising that this particular altar might have
been the most massive monument ever made in
workshops of Asseria).

17 D. MARSIC, 2005, 24f; ¢f. D. DEXHEIMER,
1998, 12f.

18 For the type see D. DEXHEIMER, 1998, 10f: cf.
D. MARSIC, 2005, 38.
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(flavijevska dinastija) do sredine 2. sto-
ljeca.l9

Samo je jedna aserijatska nadgrobna
ara do sada bila monolitna, a ne kompozitne
strukture. To je mala ara Rubrije Restute ko-
ja je pronadena u obliznjoj ruralnoj sredini
u Lepurima.29 I ona je pripadala tipu s pro-
filacijama, no, za razliku od velikih kompo-
zitnih ara €iji je vrh zavrSavao - sudeci pre-
ma jednom saCuvanom gornjem dijelu -
profiliranim kruniStem i pulvinima, upravo
kao i kod standardnih zavjetnih ara,2! gornji
dio are Rubrije Restute zavrSavao je troku-
tastim zabatom i akroterijima koji nisu sta-
jali slobodno oblikovani u prostoru, ve¢ su
bili uklesani u monolitni vapnenacki blok
are.22 Ta se ara datira kasnije od kompozit-
nih, 1 to najvjerojatnije u kasno drugo ili u
trece stoljece po Kristu.23

Usprkos brojnim sli¢nostima, ipak,
niti jedna od prethodno opisanih ara ne mo-
ze posluziti kao izravna analogija onoj koja
se obraduje u ovom radu. To je osobito za-
mjetno kod izgleda gornjeg dijela, koji je
kod Adjutorove are oblikovan kao slobod-
nostojeci trokutasti zabat s akroterijima, ali
1 kod izgleda bocnih strana, koje su kod
Adjutorove are trebale biti ukrasene. Sli¢no
su oblikovane neke monolitne nadgrobne

Ist century (Flavian dynasty) to the mid
2nd century AD.!9

Up to now, only one sepulchral altar
in Asseria was not composite in structure,
but monolithic. It is a small ara of Rubria
Restuta, found in near-by rural agglomerati-
on of Lepuri.20 It also belonged to the type
with frames, but unlike the big composite
altars that finished at the top with moulded
cornice and pulvins (judging by a preserved
upper slab) as in votive altars proper,2! ara
of Rubria Restuta had a top ending shaped
as a triangular gable with acroteria, which
did not stand free in space but was embo-
ssed within the monolithic corpus of the li-
mestone block.2? This altar has been dated
later than the composite ones, most probab-
ly to the late 2nd or to the 3rd century AD.23

None of the above described altars
show direct analogies to the one analysed in
this paper, despite the numerous similarities
that they do share. This is especially true
when considering top-ending of the Adiu-
tor’s ara shaped as freestanding triangular
gable with acroteria and the altar’s decora-
ted lateral sides. More similarly structured
sepulchral altars are, for example, some mo-
nolithic altars from Northern Italy, one fo-
und between Aquileia and Terzo, having

19 Usp. D. MARSIC, 2005, 39-40, gdje pretpostavl-
ja da proizvodnja velikih kompozitnih ara vjerojatno
nije nastavljena i u tre¢em stoljeéu; A. KURILIC,
20006, 36 1 42 (osobito bilj. 151).

20 p, MARSIC, 2005, br. 5, str. 36.
21 gsp. D. MARSIC, 2005, SI. 7.
22 ysp. D. MARSIC, 2005, SI. 9.
23 p. MARSIC, 2005, 39.

19 cf. D. MARSIC, 2005, 39-40, where he suppos-
es that the production of big composite altars proba-
bly did not continue into the third century; A.
KURILIC, 2006, 36 and 42 (esp. n. 151).

20 p. MARSIC, 2005, nr. 5, p. 36.
21 ¢f. D. MARSIC, 2005, Fig. 7.
22 ¢f. D. MARSIC, 2005, Fig. 9.
23 p. MARSIC, 2005, 39.
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are iz sjeverne Italije, kao npr. jedna nadena
izmedu Akvileje 1 Terza, koja ima slobodno-
stoje¢i trokutasti zabat s akroterijima 1 pri-
kaze delfina na bo¢nim stranama (datirana u
kraj 1. st. po Kr. ili kasnije),24 ili jedna §to
se ¢uva u Museo Civico di Oderzo (datirana
u kraj 1. ili podetak 2. st.),2 itd.

Opc¢enito govore¢i, nadgrobne su are
bile skupi spomenici.2® Naravno, cijena im
je morala znatno varirati, ovisno o kvaliteti
kamena 1 obrade, dostavnim troskovima,
kao 1 o dimenzijama, te o drugim ¢imbeni-
cima o kojima danas znamo vrlo malo ili ne
znamo nista (npr. o ugledu radionice). Neki
od tih ¢imbenika - oni koje danas moZemo
izmjeriti - uzeti su u obzir pri pokusaju stva-
ranja skale vrijednosti za satuvane kamene
spomenike.2” Prema tim izra¢unima, kom-
pozitne are iz Aserije pripadaju razredu
spomenika koji se procjenjuje na najvisu
vrijednost (Razred 9: iznimno visoka vri-
jednost);28 to je sigurno to¢no za aru G. Ti-
tija Priscina (v. ovdje, bilj. 13), jer su joj
poznate sve dimenzije.2? Istom su razredu
zacijelo pripadale i dvije are Cija su tijela
gotovo identi¢nih dimenzija kao kod Pri-
scinove are (ovdje, bilj. 14), jednako kao 1

freestanding triangular gable with acroteria
and dolphin representations at its lateral si-
des (dated at the end of the 1st century AD
or later),24 or the one kept in Museo Civico
di Oderzo (dated at the end of the 1st centu-
ry or beginning of the 2nd),25 etc.
Sepulchral altars, speaking in gene-
ral, were quite costly monuments.26 Natu-
rally, the cost must have varied substantia-
lly, depending on quality of both stone and
workmanship, delivery costs, as well as on
dimension, and on other factors that we
know nothing or very little about (reputati-
on of the workshop, for instance). Some of
these factors - the ones that we can now
measure - were taken into consideration
while attempting to create a scale of valu-
es for preserved stone monuments.2’
According to these calculations, the com-
posite altars from Asseria enter the class of
monuments estimated to the highest value
(Class 9: extremely high value);28 this is
certain for the altar of C. Titius Priscinus
(here, n. 13), since all of his dimensions
are known.29 Two other altars (here, n. 14)
that had shafts of almost exactly the same
dimensions as the Priscinus’s altar must

24 D. DEXHEIMER, 1998, Kat. 59, str. 1001 217.
25 D. DEXHEIMER, 1998, Kat. 140, str. 130 i 252.
26 Usp. D. DEXHEIMER, 1998, 58, gdje navodi i
druge relevantne radove.

27 A. KURILIC, 2003, 77 i d.; usp. A. KURILIC,
2006, App. 1-2 (str. 64-65)

28 A. KURILIC, 2003, 82.

29 Za njezinu procijenjenu vrijednost usp.
KURILIC, 2006, 43 (osobito bilj. 157).

A.

24 D. DEXHEIMER, 1998, Kat. 59, p. 100 and 217.

25 D. DEXHEIMER, 1998, Kat. 140, p. 130 and
252.

26 cf D. DEXHEIMER, 1998, 58, where she also
quotes some other relevant works.

27 A. KURILIC, 2003, 771f; cf. A. KURILIC, 2006,
App. 1-2 (pp. 64-65)
28 A KURILIC, 2003, 82.

29 For its estimated value cf. A. KURILIC, 2006, 43
(esp. n. 157).
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najveca aserijatska nadgrobna ara (ovdje,
bilj. 16). Vrjednosni razred najmanje aserijat-
ske kompozitne are (ovdje, bilj. 15) ne moze
se izracunati, ali, vrlo je vjerojatno da je ova
ara pripadala ili istom razredu kao Priscinova
ili onom za stupanj nizem (Razred 8: vrlo vi-
soka vrijednost), jer je njezino tijelo 20 cm
krace od tijela Priscinove are. Procijenjena
vrijednost Rubrijine are (ovdje, bilj. 20) mno-
go je manja, kako zbog njezinih manjih di-
menzija tako 1 zbog slabije kvalitete izrade,
tako da ona pripada Razredu 3: srednja (niza)
vrijednost,30 dok je procijenjena vrijednost
Adjutorove are negdje izmedu tih dviju gru-
pa, jer ona pripada Razredu 5: srednja (visa)
vrijednost.31 Na osnovi tih procijenjenih vri-
jednosti proizlazi da su nadgrobne are bile
dostupne kupcima razli¢ita imovna stanja, a
ne samo onima najbogatijima, kako se obi-
¢no misli.32 Medutim, mora se imati na

30 Do rezultata se doslo tako da su pomnozene mjere
dimenzija (visina je procijenjena na oko 90 cm) s
odgovaraju¢im koeficijentima za materijal 1 ukras:
90x34x36x1,5x1,5 = 247.860. Rezultat, podijeljen s
tisu¢u, daje procijenjenu vrijednost od 247,86, na
osnovi ¢ega ova ara pripada Razredu 3 (usp. A.
KURILIC, 2003, 82 i App. 3; usp. i A. KURILIC,
1999, Prikaz 14a-b).

31 Do rezultata se doslo tako da su pomnoZene mjere
dimenzija s odgovaraju¢im koeficijentima za mater-
jjal 1 ukras: 107x55x39x1,1x1,25 = 315.583,125.
Rezultat, podijeljen s tisuc¢u daje procijenjenu vrijed-
nost od 315,58, na osnovi Cega ova ara pripada
Razredu 5.

32 Usp. D. DEXHEIMER, 1998, 58, koja smatra da
su svi komemoratori pripadali sli¢cnom drustvenom
sloju koji je bio dobro osiguran u ekonomskom smis-
lu. Postavljaci ovakvih nadgrobnih ara, ali i njihovi
primatelji, bili su kako slobodnorodeni rimski
gradani i oslobodenici, tako i robovi (usp. ondje i str.
59-61).

have also belonged to the same value cla-
ss, as well as the biggest of them all (here,
n. 16). The value class of the smallest com-
posite altar from Asseria (here, n. 15) can
not be calculated, but it is probable that -
since its shaft was 20 cm shorter than the
Priscinus’s - it belonged either to the same
class or to the one immediately inferior to
it (Class 8: very high value). The estimated
value of Rubria’s altar (here, n. 20) is mu-
ch smaller, due to both its smaller dimensi-
ons and workmanship of inferior quality,
and it belongs to the Class 3: medium-infe-
rior value,30 while the estimated value of
Adiutor’s altar is somewhere between tho-
se two groups, since it belongs to the Cla-
ss 5: medium-superior value.3! According
to these estimated values, it would seem
that sepulchral altars have been available
to customers of various means, and not so-
lely to the wealthiest ones, as has been co-
mmonly thought.32 However, one must

30 The result is achieved by multiplying dimensions
(height has been approximated to some 90 cm), with
appropriate factors for material and decoration: 90 x 34 x
36 x 1.5 x 1.5 = 247860. The result, divided by 1000,
gives the estimated value of 247.86, which places this par-
ticular monument to the Class 3 (cf. A. KURILIC, 2003,
82 and App. 3; cf. A. KURILIC, 1999, Prikaz 14a-b).

31 The result is achieved by multiplying dimensions,
with appropriate factors for material and decoration:
107 x 55 x 39 x 1.1 x 1.25 =315583.125. The result,
divided by 1000, gives the estimated value of 315.58,
which places this particular monument to the Class 5.

32 Cf. D. DEXHEIMER, 1998, 58, maintains that all
of the commemorators belonged to a similar social
group that was economically well provided. Altars
were set up by and/or for free-born Roman citizens
and freedmen, but also by and to slaves (cf. there and
pp. 59-61).
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umu da su razlike koje odreduju vrjednosne
razrede spomenika, takoder mogle nastati
jednostavno poradi promjene ukusa epohe.

Narpis (SI. 5a, 10-11) pripada ne-
kom Adjutoru koji je 38 godina i 3 mjeseca
zivio zajedno sa svojom zenom Sekstilijom
Ingenuom, koja je postavila ovu aru svom
vrlo zasluZznom muZzu:

Natpis
isklesan u natpis- [D]
nom polju prilicno
je losih svojstava i
kompozicije. Slova
su nepravilna i
uska, 1 na osnovi
oblikovanja mogla
bi se odrediti kao
scriptura capitalis
rustica lapidaria.33 5
Svim slovima A ne-
dostaje vodoravna
crta, a sva slova G
imaju malu okomi-
tu crtu koja ih razli-
kuje od slova C.
Slova M su nera- EC
zmjerno Siroka: M
u 1. r. Siroko je 4,5
cm, aono u 6. r. Cak
5,5 cm! Natpis zau-
zima cijelu povrsi-
nu natpisnog polja,

ADIVTORICONI
VGIBENEMERE
NTICONQVOVIXI
ANNOSXXXVIII
MIIISEXTILIAI
NFGENVAF

[D(is) | M(anibus) / Adiutori, co-
ni/ugi bene mere/nti con quo vixi / S
annos XXXVIII / m(enses) III. Sextilia
1/<n =NF>genua f/ecit.

keep in mind that these differences that
caused variations of their respective esti-
mated values might have also been caused
by changing fashions of the time.

THE INSCRIPTION /Figs. 5a, 10-11/ co-
mmemorates an Adiutor who had lived for
38 years and 3 months together with his wi-
fe Sextilia Ingenua, who had set up this al-
tar to her very deserving husband:

The inscription

M carved in the inscription
: field is of rather poor le-
ttering and composition.
The letters are quite irre-
gular and narrow. The
style of lettering can be
determined as scriptura
capitalis rustica lapida-
ria.33 All the letters A
are lacking the horizon-
tal line, and all the letters
G have small vertical li-
ne distinguishing them
thus from the letter C.
Letters M are unpropor-
tionally wide: the one in
the 1st line is 4.5 cm wi-
de, and the one in the 6th
line 5.5 cm! The inscri-

IT

ption occupies entire su-
rface of the inscription
field, spreading in conti-
nuo from one margin to

33 Usp. E. M. THOMPSON, 1940, 134.

33 ¢f. E. M. THOMPSON, 1940, 134.
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protezu¢i se bez

prekida od jedne [§&

margine do druge,
bez ikakvih razma-

ka medu rije¢ima 1 |

bez interpunkecij-
skih znakova, ¢ime
se stjeCe dojam da

uopce nije postoja- i
la graficka pripre- ||
ma teksta (ordina- |§
tio), ili, ako je dak i |\
bila postojala, da je |
bila vrlo lose pro- |

vedena. Medutim,
uredenje zadnje ri-
jeci u natpisu, fe-
cit, iako bi na prvi
pogled moglo
izgledati kao sa-
vrseni
kvom misljenju, u

biti dokazuje sasvim suprotno. U sredini
osmog retka - to¢no ispod slova ENV iz
7. retka - nalazi se povece oSte¢enje na
kamenu koje je moralo postojati i prije
klesanja natpisa, pa je ordinator smislio
nacin kako prevladati tu prepreku time
Sto je slova smjestio lijevo i desno od
oStec¢enja. Ordinator 1/ili klesar ostavio je
pocetno slovo - F -
retka, mozda u nastojanju da ouva sime-
triju ili jednostavno zbog inercije. K to-
mu, ordinator je zanimljivo izabrao ne
koristiti se ligaturama i minimalizirati
uporabu sigli 1 skracenica.

dokaz ta- Fig. 10. Sepulchral altar of Adiutor - inscription

another, having no
breaks between the
words and no pun-
ctuation marks, thus
giving an impressi-
on as if there were
no ordinatio of the
text, or, if there we-
re one, that it was
executed rather po-
§ orly. However, the
| arrangement of the
{ inscription’s  last
4 word, fecit, althou-
 ¢ch it might seem
perfect proof for su-
ch an opinion, actu-
ally indicates to the
opposite. At the
centre of the 8th li-
ne - just below the
letters ENV of the
7th line - there is a rather large cavity da-

b Ygi A L

S1. 10. Adjutorova nadgrobna ara - natpis

maging the stone surface that must have
had existed already prior to carving the in-
scription, so the ordinator thought of a so-
lution for overcoming this impediment by
placing the letters to the left and to the ri-
ght respectively of the cavity. The ordina-
tor and/or the stone-cutter left the initial
letter - F - at the end of the previous line
perhaps for trying to preserve symmetry
or simply by inertia. In addition, the ordi-
nator made an interesting choice not to use
ligatures and to minimise the use of both

na kraju prethodnog

siglae and abbreviations.
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Unato¢ nedostatcima u oblikova-
nju pisma i gruboj povrsini natpisnog po-
lja, te jacem oStecenju nekih slova, tekst
je prilicno lak za citanje 1 tumacenje,
osim prvog i 6. /7. retka. Natpis zapoci-
nje posvetom bogovima Manima (Dis
Manibus) koja je isklesana na gornjoj
vodoravnoj gredi; jedna sigla (D) je
odlomljena, a druga (M) je jako izlizana
/S1. 5a, 11/. Drugo problemati¢no mjesto
je citanje nekoliko slova koja slijede ko-
memoratori¢in nomen na kraju 6. i na po-
cetku 7. retka; u 6. 1. klesar je odmah na-
kon Sextilia isklesao slovo I, a na pocet-
ku 7. r. slova NF kojima slijede jasno
prepoznatljiva slova GENVA. Nakon
Sekstilijina nomena trebala bi se nalaziti
ili njezina filijacija ili kognomen, no ona
se slova ne mogu interpretirati ni kao
jedno ni kao drugo. Cini se da je ovdje
klesar pogrjeSkom uklesao skracenicu
INF (za infelicissi-

Despite the flaws in both the letteri-
ng and rough surface of the inscription fi-
eld, as well as to some severely damaged le-
tters, the inscription is quite easy to read
and interpret, apart from the 1st and the
6th/7th lines. The inscription started with an
invocation to the Manes gods (Dis Mani-
bus) carved at the listel; one sigla (D) is
broken off and the other (M) is worn out
/Figs. 5a, 11/. The other problematic issue is
the one of reading the few letters following
the commemorator’s nomen at the end of
the 6th line and at the beginning of the 7th
line; in the 6th line the stone-cutter had car-
ved a letter | immediately after Sextilia, and
at the beginning of the 7th, letters NF prece-
ding the quite intelligible letters GENVA.
Usually, one should expect to find there ei-
ther Sextilia’s filiation or her cognomen, but
these letters can not be interpreted as nei-
ther. It seems that here the stone-cutter erro-

neously carved abbre-

ma), neispravno tu-
maceci pocetak nje-
kognomena
Ingenua kao pocetak

zina

ve¢ Cestog izraza s
nadgrobnih natpisa.

Posveta Dis
Manibus omogucéuje
barem okvirno dati-
ranje natpisa, buduci e

viation INF (for infeli-
cissima), misinterpre-
ting the beginning of
her cognomen Inge-
nua as a beginning of
an already commonly
used sepulchral expre-
ssion.

The invocati-
on to Dis Manibus

e S
o Rk : gy
e e T = wha s e AR

da se skrac¢enica D M

S1. 11. Adjutorova nadgrobna ara - skraéenica [D]
M na gornjoj letvici
Fig. 11. Sepulchral altar of Adiutor - abbreviation
[D] M at the listel

na natpisima u rim-
skoj Dalmaciji poce-
la javljati na prijelazu

helps establishing a
rough chronological
framework, since the
abbreviation D M
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1. na 2. st. po Kr. i da je bila koristena kroz
cijeli kasni principat.34 Uporaba nekih dru-
gih izraza ukazuje na kasni principat kao na
vrijeme izrade ovoga spomenika: to su, npr.,
uporaba akuzativa (annos, menses) pri izri-
canju trajanja njihova zajednickog Zzivota,
fraza con quo vixi 1 izrazi koji oznaCavaju
moralne kvalitete osobe (bene merenti, kao
i pogrjeskom uklesano infelicissima).3> Pre-
ma tomu, natpis bi se mogao datirati, na os-
novi epigrafske analize, u drugo ili trece
stolje¢e po Kristu.

Onomasticka analiza upucuje na isti
zakljucak, no ne toliko samim odabirom
imena ve¢ s obzirom na uporabu imenskih
obrazaca kakvi prevladavaju tijekom kas-
nog principata.

Imenski obrasci obiju osoba nemaju
filijaciju 1 karakteristi¢ni su za kasni princi-
pat: pokojnik je imenovan samo kognome-
nom, a Zena samo nomenom i kognome-
nom. Ta su dva obrasca naj¢e$¢i imenski
obrasci u Liburniji u kasnom principatu: pr-
vi obuhvaca 21% svih imenovanja toga do-
ba, a onaj drugi 25%.3% Imenski obrazac ko-
ji se sastoji samo od vlastitog imena u tom
su razdoblju najcesc¢e nosili pripadnici ser-
vilne populacije,3” a dvoimeni obrazac koji

34 Usp. G. ALFOLDY, 1969, 28.

35 Usp. G. ALFOLDY, 1969, 29.

36 A, KURILIC, 1999, 27, 29-33, 61-72; u ranom je
principatu prvi obrazac ¢inio samo 1%, a onaj drugi
tek 7% svih imenovanja tog razdoblja (A. KURILIC,
1999, 28 id.).

37 A. KURILIC, 1999, 31 i d.; iako su u ranom prin-
cipatu tim imenskim obrascem povremeno bili imen-
ovani rimski gradani, ta praksa nije sa sigurnoScu
potvrdena medu slobodnorodenim rimskim gradani-
ma tijekom kasnog principata (str. 33).

started appearing in Dalmatian inscripti-
ons at the turn of the Ist to the 2nd centu-
ry AD and lasted throughout Late Princi-
pate.34 Use of some other phrases indica-
tes to the Late Principate as the monumen-
t’s production date: these are, for instance,
accusative case when indicating duration
of their convivence (annos, menses), phra-
se con quo vixi and expressions denoting
moral qualities (bene merenti, as well as
the erroneously carved infelicissima).3>
Thus, according to the epigraphic ana-
lysis, the monument may be roughly dated
in the second or the third century AD.
Onomastic analysis points out towa-
rds the same conclusion, not as much as re-
garding the choice of names but more with
regard to the nomenclature patterns that are
dominant in the Late Principate period.
Nomenclature patterns of both per-
sons are lacking filiations and are typical
for the Late Principate: the deceased is na-
med by his cognomen alone and the wo-
man by her nomen and cognomen. These
two nomenclature patterns are the commo-
nest ones in Liburnia during the Late Prin-
cipate, the former making some 21% of the
nomenclatures of the period and the latter
25%.36 In that period, the naming pattern
consisting of a single personal name was
used mostly by people belonging to the

34 ¢f. G. ALFOLDY, 1969, 28.
35 Cf. G. ALFOLDY, 1969, 29.

36 A. KURILIC, 1999, 27, 29-33, 61-72; in the Early
Principate the former made only 1%, and the latter
just 7% of total nomenclatures of the period (A.
KURILIC, 1999, 28f).
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se sastoji od nomena i kognomena kako slo-
bodnorodeni rimski gradani tako i oslobo-
denici.38 Adjutorov natpis ne pruza nika-
kvih pokazatelja za sigurnu identifikaciju
druStvenog statusa na njemu spomenutih
osoba, te stoga njihova eventualna pripad-
nost servilnoj populaciji mora ostati na razi-
ni pretpostavke.

Osobno ime Adiutor do sada nije bi-
lo potvrdeno u Liburniji,3? ali, nije niti oso-
bito ¢esto u ostatku Dalmacije, gdje je
uglavnom koncentrirano oko Salone. Ipak,
ime je Cesto u drugim dijelovima zapadnih
rimskih provincija, osobito u sjevernoj Itali-
ji, Galiji i Noriku.40 Ve¢ina dalmatinskih
natpisa s tim imenom potjeCe iz kasnog
principata, iako postoji i nekoliko rijetkih
potvrda iz ranog principata te iz domina-
ta.#l Ime je potvrdeno u svim dru$tvenim
slojevima - tim su imenom bili imenovani
kako pripadnici servilne populacije tako 1
slobodnorodeni rimski gradani od kojih su
neki pripadali i najvisim druStvenim krugo-
vima (od municipalnih duznosnika do rim-
skih pretora).4? Prema tomu, ovaj Adjutor iz

38 A. KURILIC, 1999, 61 i d., 70.

39 A. KURILIC, 1999, 378; usp. G. ALFOLDY,
1969, 141, s.v. Adiutor.

40 G. ALFOLDY, 1969, 141, s.v. Adiutor; OPEL, 1,
23 i karta na str. 24.

41 G. ALFOLDY, 1969, 141, s.v. Adiutor.

42 Ovdje navodim tek nekoliko primjera:
oslobodenici: CIL 5, 970; CIL 11, 6846; slobod-
norodeni rimski gradani: CIL 5, 5955; vojnici i1 vet-
erani: CIL 3, 3571; CIL 9, 1628; CIL 11, 5273;
municipalni duznosnici: CIL 8, 26601; AE 2003,
1514; najvisi drzavni duznosnici: AE 1926, 143
(praetor, tribunus plebis, quaestor).

servile population,37 and the two-name pa-
ttern consisting of nomen and cognomen
was used by either free-born or freed Ro-
man citizens.38 The Adiutor’s inscription
offers no arguments for recognising social
status of either person, so their possible
attachment to the servile population must
remain hypothetical.

Personal name Adiutor up to now
has never been attested in Liburnia,3®
and is not very frequent in the rest of Da-
Imatia, either, where it is concentrated
mostly around Salona. However, the na-
me is frequent in other parts of western
Roman provinces, mostly in Northern
Italy, Gallia and Noricum.40 Majority of
the inscriptions with this name in Dalma-
tia dates from the Late Principate, altho-
ugh there are rare occurrences from both
Early Principate and Dominate.#! The
name was used in all social classes: both
servile population and free-born Roman
citizens among whom some where of the
highest social ranking (from municipal
magistrates up to Roman praetors) were

37 A KURILIC, 1999, 31ff; although Roman citi-
zens were occasionally named in this manner during
the Early Principate, this practice was not attested
with certainty among the free-born Roman citizens
during the Late Principate (p. 33).

38 A. KURILIC, 1999, 61ff, 70.

39 A. KURILIC, 1999, 378; cf. G. ALFOLDY, 1969,
141, s.v. Adiutor.

40 G. ALFOLDY, 1969, 141, s.v. Adiutor; OPEL, 1,
23 and map at p. 24.

41 G. ALFOLDY, 1969, 141, s.v. Adiutor.
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Aserije mogao je biti rob, oslobodenik ili
slobodnorodeni rimski gradanin; ali, s
obzirom na re¢eno o njegovom imen-
skom obrascu, €ini se vjerojatnijim da je
pripadao jednoj od dviju prvospomenutih
skupina. Kako je ve¢ ranije istaknuto (v.
bilj. 32), nadgrobne are postavljale su se
1 robovima 1 oslobodenicima, tako da bi
Adjutorov pretpostavljeni servilni status
bio nesto Sto je vec (Cesto) dokazano kod
ove vrste nadgrobnih spomenika.

Komemoratori¢in nomen gentile
(Sextilia) rasprostranjen je u Italiji 1 na
Zapadu, no, nije osobito ¢est u Dalmaci-
Ji, gdje su ga, izgleda, naj¢esce nosili Ita-
lici.43 Iz Liburnije su do sada bile pozna-
te samo dvije osobe imenovane tim no-
menom: muskarac iz Flanone koji je u Ri-
mu sluzio kao vojnik I. pretorijanske ko-
horte (CIL 6, 209) 1 jedna Zena 1z Korini-
ja (CIL 3, 9976). Oba su natpisa datirana
u rani principat,#4 jednako kao i veéina
ostalih potvrda tog imena u Dalmaciji*>
Dakle, to bi bila tre¢a potvrda tog imena
u Liburniji.46

43 G. ALFOLDY, 1969, 121, s.v. Sextilius. Za
rasprostranjenost imena, v. i OPEL 4, 78-79.

44 Natpis CIL 6, 209 je datiran u 133. g. po Kr.; usp.
G. ALFOLDY, 1969, 121, s.v. Sextilius; A.
KURILIC, 1999, Kat. br. 1081 i 2864.

45 G. ALFOLDY, 1969, 121, s.v. Sextilius.
46 Usp. A. KURILIC, 1999, 363.

named by this name.*? Accordingly, this
particular Adiutor from Asseria might have
been a slave, freedman or free-born Roman
citizen; but, when considered together with
his naming pattern, it seems more probable
that he belonged to one of the two former
groups. As has been already observed (see
n. 32), the sepulchral altars were also set up
to slaves and freedmen, so Adiutor’s suppo-
sed servile status would be something alre-
ady (frequently) attested in this type of se-
pulchral monument.

The commemorator’s nomen gentile
(Sextilia) is common in Italy and in West, but
in Dalmatia it was not particularly frequent
and it seems that mostly Italics were named
by it.43 Up to now, there were just two per-
sons with that nomen in Liburnia: a man from
Flanona serving in Rome as soldier of cohors
I praetoria (CIL 6, 209) and a woman from
Corinium (CIL 3, 9976). Both inscriptions
have been dated to the Early Principate,4 sa-
me as the majority of this name’s occurrences
in Dalmatia.#> So, this would be the third
occurrence of the name in Liburnia.*6

42 Here are just few examples: freedmen: CIL 5,
970; CIL 11, 6846; free-born Roman citizens: CIL 5,
5955; soldiers and veterans: CIL 3, 3571; CIL 9,
1628; CIL 11, 5273; municipal magistrates: CIL 8§,
26601; AE 2003, 1514; and, highest state officials:
AE 1926, 143 (praetor, tribunus plebis, quaestor).

43 G. ALFOLDY, 1969, 121, s.v. Sextilius. For the
name’s distribution, see also OPEL 4, 78-79.

44 The inscription CIL 6, 209 is dated in AD 133; cf.
G. ALFOLDY, 1969, 121, s.v. Sextilius; A.
KURILIC, 1999, Cat. nos. 1081 and 2864.

45 G. ALFOLDY, 1969, 121, s.v. Sextilius.
46 Cf. A. KURILIC, 1999, 363.
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Njen cognomen Ingenua svagdje
je vrlo Cest, a osobito u keltskim provin-
cijama; Cest je 1 u Dalmaciji, ali rijetko
kod domorodackog stanovniStva. Ipak,
do sada joS niti jednom nije bio potvrden
u Liburniji, ve¢ je koncentriran u Saloni
1 oko nje, u Naroni i oko nje, te u njezinu
zaledu.#’ Veéina natpisa s tim imenom
datirana je u kasni principat.*®

DATACIA. Druge nadgrobne are
ovog tipa iz Aserije, kako je ve¢ receno,
ve¢inom datiraju iz 2. stolje¢a po Kristu
(v. ovdje, bilj. 191 23). Epigrafska i ono-
masticka analiza Adjutorova nadgrobnog
natpisa datirala je spomenik okvirno u
kasni principat, tj., u 2. ili 3. st. po Kri-
stu. Medutim, tek je nekoliko nadgro-
bnih ara iz sjeverne Italije datirano na-
kon 2. stolje¢a: samo je jedna datirana u
podetak 3. st.,*9 a nekoliko ih je datirano
u “drugo stoljece ili kasnije” (sic!).30 Ci-
ni se, na osnovi takvih datacija, da je
proizvodnja nadgrobnih ara prestala
kratko nakon pocetka 3. stoljeca.d!

Her cognomen Ingenua is very frequ-
ent everywhere, especially in Celtic provin-
ces; it is frequent in Dalmatia, too, but sel-
dom among its indigenous population. Ho-
wever, up to now it has never been attested in
Liburnia, but was concentrated mostly in and
around Salona, in and around Narona, and its
hinterland.4”7 Majority of inscriptions with
this name is dated to the Late Principate.48

DATATION. Other sepulchral altars of
the same type from Asseria, as has been previ-
ously shown, date mostly from the second cen-
tury AD (see here, nn. 19 and 23). Epigraphic
and onomastic analysis of the Adiutor’s sepu-
Ichral inscription has dated the monument rou-
ghly to the Late Principate, that is, to the second
or the third century AD. However, only few se-
pulchral altars from Northern Italy were dated
after the second century: just one was dated in
the beginning of the third*® and several were
dated “in the second century or later” (sic!).50
According to such datations, it seems that the
production of sepulchral altars ceased shortly
after the beginning of the third century.51

47G. ALFOLDY, 1969, 222, s.v. Ingenuus, bez i jednog
primjera iz Liburnije, §to se nije promijenilo ni u
sliedeéa tri desetljeéa (A. KURILIC, 1999, 392). Za
rasprostranjenost imena, v. 1 OPEL 2, 193-194.

48 G. ALFOLDY, 1969, 222, s.v. Ingenuus

49 D. DEXHEIMER, 1998, 102, Kat. br. 63.

50 p. DEXHEIMER, 1998, 72, Kat. br. 2; 74, Kat. br. 7;
83, Kat. br. 25; 152, Kat. br. 207; 155, Kat. br. 215; 157,
Kat. br. 220; 158, Kat. br. 223; 159, Kat. br. 224; 160,
Kat. br. 227; 162, Kat. br. 233 and 163, Kat. br. 235.
S1'C.REUSSER, 1985, 117 i bilj. 7 na str. 1371 d., sma-
tra da je proizvodnja skromnijih i jednostavnijih nad-
grobnih ara (koja je zapocela tek kratko nakon sredine 2.
st. po Kr.) posve prestala prije pocetka 3. st. i da u
Akvileji nema niti jedne nadgrobne are koja bi bila
proizvedena u 3. stoljecu.

47 G. ALFOLDY, 1969, 222, s.v. Ingenuus, with no
examples from Liburnia, which has not changed in
next three decades (A. KURILIC, 1999, 392). For
the name’s distribution, see also OPEL 2, 193-194.
48 G. ALFOLDY, 1969, 222, s.v. Ingenuus

49 D. DEXHEIMER, 1998, 102, Kat. nr. 63.

50 p. DEXHEIMER, 1998, 72, Kat. nr. 2; 74, Kat. nr. 7,
83, Kat. nr. 25; 152, Kat. nr. 207; 155, Kat. nr. 215; 157,
Kat. nr. 220; 158, Kat. nr. 223; 159, Kat. nr. 224; 160,
Kat. nr. 227; 162, Kat. nr. 233 and 163, Kat. nr. 235.

51 C. REUSSER, 1985, 117 and n. 7 at pp 137f con-
siders that the production of more modest and sim-
pler sepulchral altars (that just had started shortly
after mid 2nd cent. AD) ceased completely before
the beginning of the third century and that there is
not a single sepulchral altar in Aquileia that was pro-
duced in the third century.
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lako sama po sebi vrsta spomenika
ne pruza C¢vrstih databilnih pokazatelja,
neki detalji, poput Sirokih profilacija i
omjera izmedu profilacija i dimenzija spo-
menika, ukazuju na to da je Adjutorova
ara bila napravljena u 2. stoljecu ili malo
kasnije. Naime, ¢ini se da u sjevernoj Ita-
liji nadgrobne are manjih dimenzije i Siro-
kih profilacija koje reduciraju natpisno
polje i povrSine bo¢nih strana datiraju iz 2.
stoljeca, dok vece are s uzim profilacijama
1 ve¢im reljefnim povr§inama potjecu iz 1.
stolje¢a.>2 Budu¢i da Adjutorova ara ne-
dvojbeno pripada onoj prvoj skupini, mo-
gla bi se datirati u isto vrijeme ili malo
kasnije, zbog manjeg stilskog kasnjenja u
odnosu na glavne proizvodne centre.53

S obzirom na sve prethodno navede-
ne argumente, smije se pretpostaviti da je
Adjutorova ara nastala tijekom kasnog prin-
cipata, 1 to najvjerojatnije u drugoj polovici
2. st. ili na pocetku 3. stoljeca po Kristu.

Although type of the monument by
itself does not provide any firm datable ele-
ments, certain details, such as wide mouldi-
ngs and the ratio between mouldings and
the monument dimensions, indicate that the
Adiutor’s altar was made in the second cen-
tury AD or little later. Namely, it seems that
in the Northern Italy altars of smaller mea-
sures and wide mouldings reducing inscri-
ption field and surfaces of lateral sides date
from the 2nd century AD, while the bigger
altars with narrower mouldings and larger
relief surfaces date from the Ist century.52
Since the Adiutor’s altar definitely belongs
to the former group, it may be dated to the
same period or little later, due to a slight
stylistic retardation with respect to the ma-
jor production centres.3

According to all of the aforesaid ar-
guments, it may be plausibly assumed that
the Adiutor’s altar was made during the La-
te Principate, and most probably in the se-
cond half of the second century or at the be-
ginning of the third century AD.

52 . DEXHEIMER, 1998, 12.

S3N. CAMBI, 1989, 34 i d., osobito 48, pokazao je
da su nadgrobni spomenici u Dalmaciji pratili stilske
i umjetnicke trendove s tek manjim kaSnjenjem.

52 D, DEXHEIMER, 1998, 12.

3N CAMBI, 1989, 34ft, esp. 48, has shown that
sepulchral monuments in Dalmatia followed stylistic
and artistic trends with just a little delay.
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2. Anepigrafska nadgrobna ara

Kako je ve¢ ranije spomenuto, dvije
nadgrobne are nadene su zajedno u kasno-
antickoj obrambenoj strukturi Aserije (SI. 1-
4, 1bilj. 2). Anepigrafska nadgrobna ara go-
tovo je identi¢na kopija Adjutorove: zajed-
nicki su im materijal, dimenzije, oblik i
izrada. Razlikuju se samo u dvije glavne
toCke: ova ara nema natpisa ni ¢eSera na
vrhu.

Ara je visoka 94 cm, Siroka 53 i de-
bela 44 cm (za viSe o mjerama, v. ovdje,
Dodatak). To je monolitna tripartitna ara
koja pripada tipu s profilacijama (SIl. 12;
usp. bilj. 3). Ponesto neobi¢ne baza i kru-
niste profilirani su donekle drugacije nego
na Adjutorovoj ari: iznad plitke plinte nala-
ze se dva obrnuta S-profila (cymae rectae)
jedan iznad drugog, a tek iznad njih tanka

2. Anepigraphic sepulchral altar

As has been already described, two
sepulchral altars were found in the Late Ro-
man bulwark of Asseria /Figs. 1-4, and n. 2/.
The anepigraphic sepulchral altar is almost
an exact copy of the Adiutor’s: they share
similar material, dimensions, form and wo-
rkmanship. They diverge in just two major
points: this altar is lacking both the inscri-
ption and the pine cone at the top.

The altar is 94 cm high, 53 cm wide
and 44 cm thick (for more detailed dimensi-
ons, see here, Appendix). It is a monolithic
tripartite altar belonging to the type with fra-
mes /Fig. 12; cf. n. 3/. The base and cornice
are to some extent differently moulded than
the ones of the Adiutor’s ara and are some-
what unusual: after the low plinth the moul-
ding has two cymae rectae one above the

S1. 12. Anepigrafska nadgrobna ara - lijeva bo¢na, prednja i desna bocna strana
Fig. 12. Anepigraphic sepulchral altar - left lateral, front and right lateral sides

103



Anamarija KURILIC, Dvije rimske nadgrobne are iz Aserije

ASSERIA, 5, 2007., §3-110

letvica, dok je profilacija krunista zrcalna
slika profilacije baze: iznad tanke letvice su
dva S-profila (cymae reversae) jedan iznad
drugog, a iznad njih je ravna greda. Sve su
kime prili¢no visoke; od onih na bazi, jedna
je visoka 8 cm (donja), a druga 6 cm (gor-
nja), dok su one na krunistu visoke 5 1 5,5
cm.

Natpisno polje je nesto ve¢e od ono-
ga na Adjutorov ari, 1 nikad nije imalo nat-
pisa, bilo izvedenoga klesanjem bilo bo-

other, and only then a thin fillet, while the
cornice moulding is its mirror image: above
thin fillet, it has two cymae reversae one
above the other and atop of them a plain li-
stel. All cymae are quite high, the ones of the
base measuring 8 (the lower one) and 6 cm
(the upper one), and the ones of the cornice
5 and 5.5 cm respectively.

The inscription field is slightly bi-
gger than the one of the Adiutor’s altar and
it never bore an inscription neither carved

jom.>4

N

Sve su povrsine,
s iznimkom straznje
strane, koja je zadrzala
svoj prirodni izgled /SI.
13/, ravnomjerno obra-
dene. Ponekad, kao na
primjer na lijevoj bo-
¢noj strani, mogu se jos
vidjeti tragovi Siroke
zubace.

Nekoliko
menata upucuje na za-
kljucak da je i ova nad-
grobna ara stigla do

ele-

svog kupca kao nedo-
vrsen proizvod. Klesar |
je tek grubo isklesao

izboc¢ine na obje strane
(usp. ovdje, bilj. 6-8), strana

nor painted.>4

All  surfaces,
apart from the one at
the rear side that keeps
it natural appearance
/Fig. 13/, are evenly
dressed. Occasionally,
as for instance at the le-
ft lateral side, traces of
wide  stone-mason’s
claw are still visible.

Several ele-
ments point out to the
conclusion that even
this sepulchral altar
reached its customer
as an unfinished pro-
duct. Apart from rou-

SI. 13. Anepigrafska nadgrobna ara - straznja ghly chiselled bulges

at both lateral sides

Fig. 13. Anepigraphic sepulchral altar - rear

ali je takoder ostavio gjje

(cf. here, nn. 6-8), the

54 Tako se ne smije u potpunosti odbaciti moguénost
da je ova ara nekad imala bojom nanesen natpis,
nedostatak ikakvih tragova boje govori u prilog rani-
je iznesenog zakljucka. Za uporabu boje na ovoj vrsti
spomenika, usp. D. DEXHEIMER, 1998, 11.

54 Although one should not absolutely dismiss the
possibility that the inscription was once painted, lack
of any traces of paint speaks in favour of the above-
stated conclusion. For use of paint on such monu-
ments, cf. D. DEXHEIMER, 1998, 11.
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nedovrSenom i
gornju povrsinu
are. Ondje je bio
zapoceo izradi-
vati slobodno-
stoje¢i trokuta-
sti zabat s akro-
terijima, koji su
bili sli¢ni onima
na Adjutorovoj
ari, ali ih nikad
nije  dovrsio:
akroteriji
ostali tek nazna-

su

¢eni u povrsini
kamena /Sl. 14/.

Dojmljiva sli¢nost ovih dviju ara
snazan je argument u prilog toga da ih se
smatra dijelovima istoga grobnog komplek-
sa; stoga se moze zakljuciti da je ta ara na-
stala u istoj radionici 1 u isto vrijeme kao
Adjutorova.

Na osnovi dobro poznate organizaci-
je grobnih parcela u nekim drugim rimskim
gradovima, kao npr. u Rimu, Akvileji, Osti-
ji i drugima,’® moze se zakljuciti da je
Adjutorova nadgrobna ara zauzimala sredi-
$nje mjesto u njegovoj grobnoj parceli. Kao
$to je to bilo uobicajeno, ara je mogla staja-
ti na nekom postolju.5® Pokraj sredi$nje are

S1. 14. Anepigrafska nadgrobna ara - gornja strana
Fig. 14. Anepigraphic sepulchral altar - top side

stone-cutter left
the
altar’s top side,
as well. There he

unfinished

started making a
free-standing tri-
angular  gable
with acroteria,
similar to the
ones at the Adiu-
tor’s ara, but he
had never fini-
shed them: acro-

teria are just left
marked in the
stone /Fig. 14/.

Remarkable likeness of the two al-
tars is a strong argument for considering
them as parts of one and the same burial en-
semble. Accordingly, this altar must have
been produced in the same workshop and at
the same time as the Adiutor’s.

On the basis of well-known organi-
sation of burial plots of some other Roman
cities, as Rome, Aquileia, Ostia, and some
others,>> it may be concluded that the Adiu-
tor’s sepulchral altar occupied the central
part of his burial plot. The altar might have
stood on a pedestal, as was usually the ca-
se.’¢ Besides the central altar there were

557a organizaciju grobnih parcela, v. C. REUSSER,
1985, 118 1 d., a osobito SI. 2.

56 Kako je ve¢ ranije pretpostavljeno, mozda je ara
- na postolju, ili umjesto toga - bila umetnuta u
nekakvu nisku strukturu, buduéi da je straznja strana
ostavljena neobradena.

55 0n organisation of burial plots see C. REUSSER,
1985, 118ff, and esp. Fig. 2.

56 As has already been hypothesised, maybe the altar
- instead of, or together with, standing on the
pedestal - was inserted in some low structure, since
the rear side was left unworked.
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obi¢no su postojale jos dvije, mnogo skrom-
nije, koje su se nalazile na kutovima grobne
parcele ili su na neki drugi nacin flankirale
onu sredis$nju. Anepigrafska ara koja se ov-
dje obraduje sigurno je bila jedna od tih
flankiraju¢ih spomenika i morala je imati
svoj par, koji je sada izgubljen, no koji bi se
mogao pronaci tijekom buducih istrazivanja
Aserije, mozda upravo u kasnoantickoj
obrambenoj strukturi poput ara koje su
obradene u ovom radu.

*

% %

Nedavna arheoloska istrazivanja kas-
noantickog obrambenog nasipa usporednog sa
sjevernim odsjeckom ranorimskih monumen-
talnih bedema Aserije iznijela su na svjetlo da-
na dvije gotovo identicne nadgrobne are koje
su pripadale istoj grobnoj parceli. Na osnovi
stilske, epigrafske 1 onomasticke analize, are
su nastale tijekom kasnog principata, i to naj-
vjerojatnije u drugoj polovici 2. ili na pocetku
3. st. po Kristu.

Obje are pripadaju tzv. tipu s profilaci-
jama (“profilgerahmte Altire) koji se sastoji
od profilirane baze, srediSnjeg kvadra (tijela) i
profiliranoga krunista. Obje are na vrhu imaju
slobodnostoje¢i trokutasti zabat s akroteriji-
ma, ali jedna - ona epigrafska - ima jos 1 jed-
nostavan Ceser iznad zabata. Na bo¢nim stra-
nama imaju nepravilna grubo isklesana izbo-
¢enja koja su izvorno bila namijenjena nekoj
figuralnoj ili ornamentalnoj dekoraciji, koja,
medutim, nikad nije bila dovrSena. Straznje
strane obiju ara ostavljene su grubo isklesane.

usually two other, more modest sepulchral
altars standing in corners of plot or in some
other manner flanking the central one. Here
analysed anepigraphic sepulchral altar was
surely one of those flanking monuments,
and must have had its pair that is now lost,
but hopefully it might appear during the fu-
ture investigations of Asseria, possibly in
the same Late Roman bulwark as the ones
analysed in this contribution.

*

* *

Recent archaeological investigation
of the Late Roman bulwark running parallel
to the northern part of the early Roman mo-
numental city-walls of Asseria has brought
to light two almost identical sepulchral al-
tars that belonged to the same burial plot.
According to the stylistic, epigraphic and
onomastic analysis, the altars were made
during the Late Principate, most probably in
the second half of the second century AD or
at the beginning of the third.

Both altars belong to the so-called
type with frames (“profilgerahmte Altire”)
consisting of moulded base, central cube
(body) and moulded cornice. Both have fre-
e-standing triangular gables with acroteria
at their tops, but one - the epigraphic one -
has a plain pine cone atop of it. At their la-
teral sides they have irregular roughly cut
bulges that were originally intended for so-
me figural or ornamental decoration that
had never been completed. Rear sides of bo-
th altars are left roughly cut.

106



ASSERIA, 5, 2007., 83-110

Anamarija KURILIC, Dvije rimske nadgrobne are iz Aserije

Obje are imaju Cetvrtasto profilirano
natpisno polje, ali je samo na jednoj isklesan
natpis. On je postavljen u spomen na nekog
Adjutora koji je 38 godina i 3 mjeseca Zivio
zajedno sa svojom Zenom Sekstilijom Ingenu-
om, koja je 1 postavila tu aru svom vrlo zaslu-
Znom muzu.

Both altars have a square moulded
inscription field, but only one had inscripti-
on carved in it commemorating an Adiutor
who had lived for 38 years and 3 months to-
gether with his wife Sextilia Ingenua, who
had set up this altar to her very deserving
husband.
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Dodatak: Mjere
1. Adjutorova nadgrobna ara>’

Ara je, mjerena u svoj svojoj velicini,
107 cm visoka (ukljuéujuéi Geer),>8 55 cm $i-
roka i 39 cm debela. Mjere baze su: v. =21 cm,
§. =135 cm (na dnu), i deb. = 39 cm (na dnu).>?
Mjere tijela su: v. = 50 cm, §. =48 cm i deb. =
32 cm. Visina natpisnog polja (bez profilacija)
je 35 cm, a Sirina iznosi 31 ¢cm.%0 Mjere kruni-
Sta su: v. = 14,5 cm, $. = 55 cm (greda), i deb. =
35 cm (greda).%! Zabat je na najvisem mjestu
visok 8 cm, a na najnizem 2,5 cm. Sacuvani (tj.,
desni) akroterij je 9 cm visok, 8-9,5 cm Sirok, i
33 cm debeo (ili, radije, dug). Izbocenje na des-
noj boc¢noj strani je 40 cm visoko, 20-29 cm S§i-
roko i oko 6-8 cm debelo.

Visina slova: 2,9 cm (1. 1.), 3 cm (2. 1.),
3,5-3,6cm (3.-4.,6.-8.1.),13,2-3,6 cm (5. 1.)
2. Anepigrafska nadgrobna ara®?

Ara je, mjerena u svoj svojoj veli¢ini, 94
cm visoka, 53 cm Siroka i 44 cm debela. Tijelo
je 40 cm visoko, 45 cm Siroko i 38 cm debelo.
Natpisno polje (bez profilacija) veliko je 31x31
cm, a s profilacijom 36x37 cm. Zabat je visok
na najvisem mjestu 8,5 cm, jednako kao i sacu-
vani (tj., desni) akroterij, koji je Sirok 7 cm i de-
beo (ili, radije, dug) 38 cm. Izbocenja na bo-
¢nim stranama su visoka 37 cm, Siroka do 29
cm i debela 4-8 cm.

57 Sve dimenzije pripadaju najve¢im izmjerenim vrijed-
nostima.

58 CeSer je 12 cm visok i ima 20 cm u promjeru.

59 Visina S-profila (cyma reversa) je 4 cm, letvice 2 cm, a
obrnutog S-profila (cyma recta) 4 cm. Plinta je visoka 10
cm.

60 Jednostavna profilacija koja uokviruje natpisno polje,
Siroka je 4-4,5 cm.

61 Visina S-profila (cyma reversa) je 4,5 cm, letvice 1,5
cm, a obrnutog S-profila (cyma recta) 3,5 cm. Greda je
visoka 5 cm.

62 Sye dimenzije pripadaju najveé¢im izmjerenim vrijed-
nostima.

Appendix: Measurements
1. The Adiutor’s sepulchral altar>”
In its entirety, the altar is 107 high (pine

cone included),>8 55 cm wide and 39 cm thick.
Measurements of its base are: h. = 21 cm, w. =
35 cm (at the bottom), and t. = 39 cm (at the bo-

ttom).>9 The cube measurements are: h. = 50
cm, w. =48 cm and t. = 32 cm. Height of the in-
scription field (without its moulding) is 35 cm,

and its width measures 31 ¢m.®0 Cornice mea-
surements are: h. = 14.5 cm, w. = 55 cm (listel),

and t. = 35 cm (listel).0! Gable is 8 cm high at
its highest point, and 2.5 cm at the lowest point.
The preserved (i. e. right) acroterium is 9 cm hi-
gh, 8-9.5 cm wide, and 33 cm thick (or, rather,
long). The bulge at the right lateral side is 40 cm
high, 20-29 cm wide and some 6-8 cm thick.

Heights of letters: 2.9 cm (1st line), 3
cm (2nd line), 3.5-3.6 cm (3rd-4th, 6th-8th li-
nes), and 3.2-3.6 cm (5th line)

2. Anepigraphic sepulchral altar®2

In its entirety, the altar is 94 high, 53 cm
wide and 44 cm thick. The body is 40 high, 45
cm wide and 38 cm thick. The inscription field
(without its moulding) measures 31 by 31 cm,
and with the moulding 36 by 37 cm. Gable is
8.5 cm high at its highest point, same as the pre-
served (i. e. right) acroterium, which is 7 cm wi-
de and 38 cm thick (or, rather, long). The bulges
at lateral sides are 37 cm high, up to 29 cm wi-
de and 4-8 cm thick.

57 All dimensions are referring to the maximal values.

58 The pine cone is 12 cm high and has 20 cm in diameter.
59 The height of cyma reversa is 4 cm, of fillet 2 cm, and
of cyma recta 4 cm. The plinth is 10 cm high.

60 Plain moulding surrounding the inscription field is 4-
4.5 cm wide.

61 The height of cyma reversa is 4.5 cm, of fillet 1.5 cm,
and of cyma recta 3.5 cm. The listel is 5 cm high.

62 All dimensions are referring to the maximal values.
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