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K1jUCNE RIECK: U radu je predstavljen keramicki nalaz pronaden u drugoj polovici 20. stoljeéa u
Islam Greki, srednji Islamu Grékom, nedaleko od neolitickog nalazista Gradusa — Lokve. Rijec je o slu-
neolitik, danilska kul- Cajnom nalazu, danas pohranjenom u Zaviéajnom muzeju Benkovac. Prema tehnici
tura, zmija, simbolika, ukrasavanja i motivima, nalaz pripada srednjem neolitiku, odnosno danilskoj kulturi.
duhovna kultura U prilog navedenom vremenskom i kulturnom okviru govore i analogije s jadranskog

prostora, na temelju kojib je ovaj predmer moguce pripisati duhovnoj kulturi neolitic-

kih zajednica istoinog Jadrana.
KEY WORDS: The paper presents a ceramic artifact found in the second half of the 20th century in
Lslam Greki, Middle Islam Gréki, in the vicinity of the Neolithic site of Gradusa — Lokve. It was a stray find,
Neolithic, Danilo cul- presently housed in the Regional Museum in Benkovac. Decoration technique and
ture, snake, symbolism, motifs suggest dating to the Middle Neolithic, that is the Danilo culture. Mentioned
spiritual culture chronological and cultural framework is supported by analogies from the Adriatic re-

gion, that allow attribution of this object to the spiritual culture of the eastern Adriatic
Neolithic communities.
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UVOD

Medu brojnim i raznovrsnim znanstvenim
interesima profesorice Sineve Kuko¢, poseb-
no mjesto imaju ona posveéena simbolima i
vjerovanjima prapovijesnih zajednica isto¢-
nog Jadrana. Upravo toj sferi Zivota vjerojat-
no pripada i neobican, djelomi¢no sac¢uvan
keramicki predmet pronaden osamdesetih
godina 20. stolje¢a u Islamu Grekom,' koji ¢e
biti predstavljen u ovom svesku posve¢enom
profesorici Kuko¢. Prema oblikovanju, ukrasu
i analogijama, predmet je moguce pripisati ne-
olitickim zajednicama danilske kulture. Pro-
storno najblize neoliticko nalaziSte s nalazima
te kulture evidentirano je na polozaju Gradu-
$a — Lokve u Islamu Gr¢kom s kojeg, ¢ini se,
izvorno i potjece nalaz predstavljen u radu.

OKOLNOSTI PRONALASKA

Bogata arheoloska grada koja prekriva sve
prapovijesne periode, pa i neka kasnija raz-
doblja, u Islamu Gr¢kom otkrivena je jos sre-
dinom 20. stolje¢a.” Prikupljanje materijala
nastavilo se i u drugoj polovici 20. stoljeca,
kada vedinu nalaza iz svih prapovijesnih pe-
rioda najcjelovitije objavljuje S. Batovié.?
Kvantitetom i kvalitetom se medu prikuplje-
nom i objavljenom arheoloskom gradom po-
sebno izdvaja ona iz neolitika, prikupljena na
polozaju Gradusa — Lokve. Rije¢ je o poloza-
ju smjestenom oko jedan kilometar jugoza-
padno od danasnjeg naselja u Islamu Gré¢kom
(SL. 1), na blagom prirodnom poviSenju uz
izvor Paji¢. U usporedbi s ostalim ravnoko-
tarskim neolitickim nalazi$tima, rije¢ je o
tipi¢cnom neolititkom polozaju’, s kojeg je
vecina prikupljenih nalaza pripisana kasnom

Kolegi M. Curkovi¢u, ravnatelju Zavi¢ajnog muzeja Ben-

kovac, autorica zahvaljuje na mogu¢nostima uvida i objave

nalaza iz Islama Grekog.

2 §.BATOVIC, 1962; S. BATOVIC, 1964, 10; S. BATOVIC,
1985.

3 S.BATOVIC, 1987.

¢ K. HORVAT, 2017, 130-134.
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INTRODUCTION

Among many versatile scientific interests of
professor Sineva Kuko¢, the ones related to
symbols and beliefs of prehistoric communi-
ties of the eastern Adriatic communities are
particularly noteworthy. In this issue of the
journal, dedicated to professor Kuko¢, I will
present an unusual, partially preserved ceram-
ic object that might belong exactly to that
sphere of life. The artifact was found in the
1980s in Islam Grcki.! On the basis of mode-
ling, decoration and analogies, the object can
be ascribed to the Neolithic communities of
the Danilo culture. The closest Neolithic site
with the finds of this culture was recorded at
the site of Gradusa — Lokve in Islam Greki,
that might be the original findspot of the arti-
fact presented in the paper.

CIRCUMSTANCES OF DISCOVERY

Rich archaeological material that covers all
prehistoric periods, and some later epochs,
was discovered in Islam Gréki back in the mid-
20th century.? Collecting of the finds contin-
ued in the second half of the 20th century
when most finds from all prehistoric periods
were published most comprehensively by S.
Batovi¢.? Archaeological material collected at
the site of Gradusa — Lokve stands out among
the collected and published finds in terms of
both quantity and quality. It is a position lo-
cated about one kilometer southwest of the
present-day settlement in Islam Greki (Fig.
1), on a mild natural elevation next to Paji¢
spring. In comparison to other Neolithic sites
from Ravni Kotari, it is a typical Neolithic
position? that yielded mostly Late Neolithic

I would like to thank colleague M. Curkovi¢, the director

of the Regional Museum in Benkovac, for allowing me to

study and publish the find from Islam Greki.

2 §.BATOVIC, 1962; S. BATOVIC, 1964, 10; S. BATOVIC,
1985.

3 §.BATOVIC, 1987.

4 K.HORVAT, 2017, 130-134.
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SLIKA 1. Topografska karta s naznacenim polozajima navedenima u tekstu (www.arkod.hr, preuzeto 1. 12. 2020.)
FIGURE 1 Topographic map with marked positions mentioned in the text (retrieved December 1, 2020 from www.arkod.hr)

neolitiku, a manji dio srednjem neolitiku.
Istim vremenskim odsjecima neolitika pripi-
sani su i nalazi od roznjaka prikupljeni na po-
lozajima Bas¢ica (Bastica), Przine (Pudarice) i
Vreline-Ciciline bujaduse (SI. 1).5

Na temelju zapaZanja na terenu, ponajprije
uocenih izdvojenih tamnih povrsina za koje
je moguce pretpostaviti da su poljodjelskom
aktivno$éu poremedeni intaktni neoliticki
slojevi®, te na temelju velike koli¢ine priku-
pljene arheoloske grade (ulomaka kuénog
lijepa, ulomaka raznovrsnih keramickih i
kamenih izradevina, te Zivotinjskih kostiju),
na polozaju Gradusa — Lokve pretpostavlje-
no je naselje iz srednjeg i kasnog neolitika.”
Kako arheoloska istrazivanja nisu provede-
na, odnos izmedu dviju zastupljenih kultura

> Navedena arheoloska grada danas je pohranjena je u Ar-
heologkom muzeju Zadar i Zavi¢ajnom muzeju Benkovac.

¢ Rijec je o povréini od priblizno 200 m duzine i 150 m 8i-
rine na kojoj, prema kazivanju vlasnika oranica, kulturni
depozit doseze od 0,5 do 2 metra dubine. S. Batovi¢ tamne
povrsine dovodi u vezu s ostatcima neolitickih nastamba i
jaraka (S. BATOVIC, 1987, 24).

7 S.BATOVIC, 1987, 24.

finds, and some dating to the Middle Neo-
lithic. Chert finds collected from the positions
Baséica (Bastica), Przine (Pudarice) and Vre-
line-Ciciline Bujaduse (Fig. 1)° belong to the
same chronological segments of the Neolithic.

On the basis of field observations, primari-
ly isolated dark surfaces that can be assumed
to represent disturbed intact Neolithic layers,®
and on the basis of large amount of collect-
ed archacological material (daub pieces, frag-
ments of diverse ceramic and stone artifacts,
and animal bones), a settlement dating to the
Middle and Late Neolithic was assumed at
the position Gradusa — Lokve.” Since archae-
ological excavations have not been conduct-
ed, relation between the two cultures remains

> Mentioned archaeological material is kept in the Archaeo-
logical Museum in Zadar and in the Regional Museum in
Benkovac.

¢ It is an area measuring ca. 200m in length and 150m in
width, in which depths of the cultural deposit varied from
0.5 to 2m. S. Batovi¢ associated dark surfaces with the re-
mains of the Neolithic dwelling structures and ditches (S.
BATOVIC, 1987, 24).

7 §.BATOVIC, 1987, 24.
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SLIKA 2. Keramicki ulomci prikupljeni osamdesetih godina u Islamu Grc¢kom (preuzeto iz fotodokumentacije

Zavi¢ajnog muzeja Benkovac)

FIGURE 2 Potsherds collected in 1980s in Islam Grcki (photo archive of the Regional Museum in Benkovac)

nije poznat, kao ni podatci o naseobinskim,
privrednim i drugim aspektima Zivota neoli-
tickih zajednica na toj lokaciji. Zabiljezena
zapazanja na terenu i prikupljeni materijal do
danas su ostali od velike koristi pri razmatra-
nju aktivnosti neolitickih zajednica na $irem
podru¢ju Islama Gre¢kog, pogotovo ako se u
obzir uzme i ¢injenica da je taj kraj miniran
u vrijeme Domovinskog rata, od kada mu je
pristup znatno ogranicen.

Uz S. Batovida, podru¢je Islama Grekog
osamdesetih godina 20. stoljeca obilazio je i
M. Savi¢, nekadasnji kustos Zavi¢ajnog muze-
ja Benkovac. On je nedaleko od Gradusa — Lo-
kve, uz cestu koja iz Islama Grekog vodi pre-
ma Islamu Latinskom, uz ulomke keramickih
posuda ukrasenih tipi¢nim danilskim i hvar-
skim stilom pronasao i neobican, djelomi¢no
sacuvan keramicki nalaz kojem je posveéen
ovaj rad (T. I). Toéni podatci o arheoloskom
kontekstu nalaza nedostaju. Interesantno je
spomenuti da je s navedenim nalazima priku-
pljen i manji broj ulomaka ukrasenih tipi¢nim
impreso tehnikama (Sl. 2). Rije¢ je o nalazima

50

unclear, as well as the information about the
residential, economic and other aspects of life
of the Neolithic communities at this location.
Recorded field observations and collected ma-
terial have remained very useful in considera-
tion of activities of the Neolithic communities
in the wider area of Islam Greki, especially if
we have in mind that it became an area of re-
stricted access after the Croatian War of Inde-
pendence as it was mined.

Except for S. Batovi¢, the region of Islam
Grcki was surveyed in 1980s by M. Savi¢, the
curator of the Regional Museum of Benkovac
at the time. In addition to potsherds decorated
in typical Danilo and Hvar styles, he found an
unusual, partially preserved ceramic find that
is discussed in this paper (T. I), along the road
from Islam Gréki to Islam Latinski, near the
site of Gradusa — Lokve. Exact data about the
archaeological context of the find are missing.
It is worth mentioning that a small number
of sherds decorated by typical impressed ware
techniques were collected with the mentioned

finds (Fig. 2). These finds suggest that life in
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na temelju kojih je moguée pretpostaviti da se
zivot na Sirem prostoru Gradusa — Lokve odvi-
jao tijekom svih vremenskih i razvojnih stup-
njeva neolitika, kao $to je to slucaj na sli¢cnim
pozicijama u sjevernoj i srednjoj Dalmaciji,
primjerice na Barici u Smil¢i¢u® i Baricama u
Benkovcu.” Arheoloska grada koju je prikupio
M. Savi¢ pohranjena je u Zavi¢ajnom muzeju
Benkovac, a do danas nije objavljena."

OPIS PREDMETA

Keramicki predmet izraden je od gline s
primjesama drobljenog vapnenca. Primjese se
jasno naziru po cijelom predmetu. Predmet
je dobro pecen, a njegova boja varira izmedu
smede i tamnosmede (Sl. 3). Cijela povrsina je
fino uglacana. Kvalitetom izrade on odgova-
ra najfinije izradenim danilskim keramickim
izradevinama. Oblikom predmet podsje¢a na
stilizirani S ili Z motiv. Gornja strana pred-
meta po rubovima je zaravnana, a u sredini se
nalazi plitko, ovalno udubljenje. Donja strana
sa¢uvana je djelomi¢no (Sl. 4). Na toj strani
evidentno je udubljenje nastalo puknuéem,
tj. odvajanjem od ostataka keramickog dijela
predmeta, ¢iji oblik i dimenzije nisu pozna-
ti. Unato¢ puknudu i djelomi¢nom osteéenju
predmeta, sa sigurno$¢u se moze re¢i da ukras
nije izveden na gornjoj, donjoj i bo¢nim stra-
nama (T. I). Ostatak predmeta bogato je ukra-
sen kombinacijom dviju tehnika — urezivanja i
inkrustiranja. Od vrha do dna predmeta para-
lelno se izmjenjuju urezivanjem izvedene cik-
cak linije i trake spojenih rombova ispunjenih
kratkim urezima (Sl. 3). Prema sacuvanim
ostatcima, ¢ini se da su svi urezi bili ispunjeni
crvenom inkrustacijom. Ukupna visina kera-
mickog predmeta iznosi 5,3 cm, najveca $irina
5,1 cm, a debljina 2,2 cm.

8 §.BATOVIC, 1979, 481; S. BATOVIC, 1990, 28.

®  B.MARIJANOVIC, 2012.

10 Keramika pripisana kulturi impreso keramike spomenuta
je u neobjavljenom doktorskom radu autorice ovog ¢lanka
(K. HORVAT, 2017, 43).

the wider area of Gradusa — Lokve continued
through all chronological and developmental
stages of the Neolithic, as on similar positions
in northern and central Dalmatia, for instance
in Barica in Smil¢i¢,® and Barice in Benkovac.’
Archaeological material collected by M. Sav-
i¢ was deposited in the Regional Museum in
Benkovac, still waiting for publication. '°

FIND DESCRIPTION

Ceramic object was made of clay with
crushed limestone inclusions that are visible
on the entire object. It is well fired, with color
varying from brown to dark brown (Fig. 3).
Entire surface is finely polished. Owing to
high quality of craftsmanship, it corresponds
to the best examples of the Danilo pottery.
The object is reminiscent of the stylized S or
Z motif in its shape. Upper side of the object
was flattened on the edges, and a shallow, oval
recess is in the middle. Lower side is preserved
only partially (Fig. 4). On that side one can
recognize a recess resulting from break, that is
from detachment from the rest of the ceramic
part of the object, whose form and dimensions
are unknown. Despite the break and partial-
ly damaged condition, we can state with cer-
tainty that the decoration was not executed on
the upper, lower and lateral sides (T. I). The
rest of the object is elaborately decorated by a
combination of two techniques — incision and
encrustation. Incised zig-zag lines and bands
of connected rhombs filled with short notches
alternate parallely from the top to the bottom
of the object (Fig. 3). Judging from the pre-
served remains, it seems that all notches were
filled with red encrustation. Total height of
the ceramic object is 5.3cm, the biggest width
5.1cm, and thickness 2.2cm.

8 §.BATOVIC, 1979, 481; S. BATOVIC, 1990, 28.

®  B.MARIJANOVIC, 2012.

10 Pottery attributed to the Impressed Ware culture was men-
tioned in the unpublished doctoral dissertation by the aut-
hor of this paper (K. HORVAT, 2017, 43).
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SLIKA 3. Predmet iz Islama Grckog - prednja i gornja strana (foto: P. Igli¢)
F1GURE 3 Object from Islam Grcki - front and upper side (photo by P. Igli¢)

SLIKA 4. Predmet iz Islama Grckog — pogled prema donjoj, ostecenoj i prednjoj strani (foto: P. Igli¢)
F1GURE 4 Object from Islam Grcki — view of the front and lower, damaged side (photo by P. Igli¢)
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ANALOGIJE

Prema dosad objavljenom materijalu pripi-
sanom jadranskom neolitiku, najblize analogi-
je opisanom predmetu javljaju se u srednjem i
kasnom neolitiku, i to u sklopu kostanih igala
i keramickih plasti¢nih izradevina svrstanih u
skupinu tzv. ljudskih zvonolikih ili ljevkastih
likova.'!

Prvoj skupini predmeta pripadaju tri nalaza;
jedan iz Lisi¢i¢a kod Konjica, jedan iz Pokrov-
nika i jedan iz Smil¢ica, a drugoj skupini jedan
nalaz iz Smilcica.

Od cetiriju glacanih kostanih igala pronade-
nih 1953. godine na nalazi$tu kasnog neoli-
tika u Lisi¢i¢ima kod Konjica, A. Benac kao
najljepsu izdvaja onu s glavom koja zavr$ava
u obliku stilizirane zmije, djelomi¢no sac¢uva-
ne (T. II, 1)."* Igla nije dodatno ukrasena, a
kontekst nalaza nije naveden. Zmija je u ovom
slu¢aju povezana sa Stovanjem smrti u naselju
koje obiluje heliolatrijskim i astralnim kulto-
vima."

Drugi primjerak potjece s nalazi$ta Pokrov-
nik. Rije¢ je o gornjem dijelu djelomi¢no
sa¢uvanog, perforiranog glacanog kostanog
predmeta.'* Zmijoliki zavrSetak kod ovog se
primjerka nalazi pri vrhu igle, koja se nastavlja
u spiralno savijenu glavu oblikovanu u glavu
ovna. Bo¢ne strane predmeta i zmijoliki dio
ukraseni su tehnikom urezivanja. Na zmijoli-
kom dijelu urezi su formirani u $rafirane tro-
kute, a na bo¢nim stranama predmeta dvjema
paralelnim linijama, unutar kojih su izvedeni
sitni kosi urezi (T. II, 3). Nalaz potjece iz povr-
sinskog sloja, a pripisan je srednjem neolitiku,
tj. danilskoj kulturi. Na temelju oblikovanja i
ukrasa, kostanom predmetu istraziva¢ pripisu-
je simboli¢no znadenje u vezi sa stodarstvom,
odnosno kultom plodnosti."®

1§ BATOVIC, 1979, 548.

2 A BENAC, 1955, 59, T. XII 15; A. BENAC, 1958, 40, T.
VII 1.

3 A.BENAG, 2012, 19.

4 7 BRUSIC, 2008, T. LX 2.

15 7. BRUSIC, 2008, 58-59.

ANALOGIES

In the published material attributed to the
Adriatic Neolithic, the closest analogies for
the described artifact can be found in the
Middle and Late Neolithic, among bone pins
and sculptural ceramic objects classified to the
group of the so-called anthropomorphic bell-
shaped or funnel-shaped figures."

The first group of objects comprises three
finds from the following sites: Lisi¢i¢i near
Konjic, Pokrovnik and Smil¢i¢. One find from
Smilci¢ is classified to the other group.

Out of four polished bone pins found in
1953 at the Late Neolithic site in Lisi¢i¢i near
Konjic, A. Benac distinguishes a pin with the
head ending in shape of a stylized snake as the
most beautiful example (T. II, 1)."” The pin
was not additionally decorated, and the con-
text was not mentioned. In this case the snake
was associated with death veneration in a set-
tlement that abounds in heliolatric and astral
cults.?

The second example was found at the site of
Pokrovnik. It is the upper section of partially
preserved, perforated polished bone object.™
Serpentine ending in this example is located
near the tip of the pin that grows into a spi-
rally bent head modeled like a ram’s head. Lat-
eral sides of the object and serpentine part are
decorated by using the technique of incision.
Notches form hatched triangles on the snake-
shaped part, and lateral parts of the object are
decorated by small oblique incisions between
parallel lines (T. II, 3). The find was recovered
from the surface layer, and it was attributed
to the Middle Neolithic, that is the Danilo
culture. The researcher ascribed symbolical
meaning related to herding, that is the cult of
fertility to the object, on the basis of modeling

11§, BATOVIC, 1979, 548.

2 A BENAG, 1955, 59, T. XII 15; A. BENAC, 1958, 40, T.
VIIL 1.

13 A BENAC, 2012, 19.

147 BRUSIC, 2008, T. LX 2.
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Na neolitickom nalazistu u Smil¢i¢u takoder
je pronadena kostana igla s glavom u obliku
stilizirane zmije (T. TI, 2).'¢ S. Batovi¢ je pri-
pisuje hvarskoj kulturi i usporeduje s onom
iz Lisi¢ica, s kojom je osim oblikovanja glave
prema istraziva¢u povezuje i funkcija u kultu
zmije kao podzemnog bozanstva.'” Na istom
nalaziStu pronadeno je i vise od 100 uglavnom
fragmentiranih keramickih ulomaka predme-
ta gornjeg punog i donjeg konic¢nog, Supljeg
baznog dijela. Rije¢ je o predmetima koje ra-
zliciti autori razli¢ito nazivaju i tumace,'® a za
koje ¢e u ovom radu biti koristen naziv ljevka-
sti predmeti. Medu tom skupinom nalaza sa
Smil¢i¢a u ovom kontekstu valja spomenuti
jedan primjerak kod kojeg je donji koni¢ni dio
izveden tako da imitira tordirani ukras, a koji
na vrhu zavriava sa savijenom zmijom prema
tumacenju istrazivaca (T. II, 6)." Nalaz je pri-
pisan zadnjim stupnjevima danilske kulture, a
kontekst nalaza nije naveden.”® Gornji dio tog
predmeta tipoloski je najsli¢niji nalazu iz Isla-
ma Grckog, za razliku od kojeg nema ukras.

Danilska i hvarska kultura znatno su utje-
cale na butmirsku kulturu. Utjecaji se ocituju
u materijalnoj i u duhovnoj kulturi. Ne izne-
naduje stoga pojava istovrsnih ljevkastih ke-
ramickih predmeta i na podrudju te kulture.”!
Medu spomenutim predmetima, u ovom su
i oni koji na vrhu zavr$avaju stiliziranom Zivo-
tinjskom glavom.?? Tako medu tim primjerci-
ma ne postoji ni jedan identi¢an primjerku iz
Smil¢iéa sa stiliziranim S/Z motivom na vrhu,
nije isklju¢eno da su neki primjerci kojima vrh
nije sacuvan mogli zavravati upravo tako.

Premda rijetki, S motivi koji podsjecaju na
stiliziranu zmiju pojavljuju se i u vidu aplika-
cija na nekoliko keramickih posuda iz Danila

16§ BATOVIC, 1979, 588, T. LXXXIX 3.

17 §. BATOVIC, 1979, 612.

18§ BATOVIC, 1968.

1§ BATOVIC, 1979, 549, T. XCII 5.

2§ BATOVIC, 1968, 8, 41-42.

2 W. RADIMSKY, M. HOERNES, 1985, 19.
2§ BATOVIC, 1968, 16.
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and decoration.”

A bone pin with head in shape of a stylized
snake was also found at the Neolithic site in
Smilé&i¢ (T, 11, 2).'¢ S. Batovi¢ attributed it to
the Hvar culture and compared it to the ex-
ample from Lisi¢iéi, associating them both
with the cult of the snake as chthonic deity."”
Over 100 mostly fragmented ceramic pieces of
the objects with full upper and hollow lower,
conical part were found at the same site. Dif-
ferent authors offer various names and inter-
pretations for these objects,'® but in this paper
we will use the term funnel-shaped objects.
Among this group of finds from Smil¢i¢ in this
context we need to mention an example whose
lower conical part was modeled as an imita-
tion of twisted decoration, that ends in shape
of a bent snake at the top, according to the
researcher’s interpretation (T. II, 6)."” The find
was ascribed to the last stages of the Danilo
culture, and the find context was not elaborat-
ed.?® Upper part of that object is most similar
to the find from Islam Gr¢ki in typological
terms, only it was not decorated.

The Danilo and Hvar cultures had signifi-
cant influence on the Butmir culture both in
material and spiritual sphere. Therefore the
appearance of identical funnel-shaped objects
in the area of this culture is not surprising.!
Among the mentioned objects, the pseu-
do-twisted ones ending with stylized animal
head are most interesting in this context.” Al-
though none of the Butmir examples is iden-
tical to the artifacts from Smil¢i¢ with stylized
S/Z motifs at the top, it is possible that some
examples without the preserved top could
have had an identical ending.

Although uncommon, the S motifs resem-
bling stylized snake appear as appliqués on

15 7 BRUSIC, 2008, 58-59.

16§ BATOVIC, 1979, 588, T. LXXXIX 3.

7 §. BATOVIC, 1979, 612.

18§ BATOVIC, 1968.

19§ BATOVIC, 1979, 549, T. XCII 5.

2§ BATOVIC, 1968, 8, 41-42.

2 W. RADIMSKY, M. HOERNES, 1985, 19.
2§ BATOVIC, 1968, 16.
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(T. II, 4)® i Lisi¢ica*, te na jednom malom
glinenom predmetu iz Kriva¢a kod Bribira (T.
I1, 5). Rije¢ je o $upljem predmetu, na cijem
su vrhu formirani plasti¢ni ros¢iéi i plasti¢ni
spiralni motivi protumaceni kao prikazi zmija
(T. 11, 5).” Slucajan povrsinski nalaz P. Koro-
Sec na temelju oblika i ukrasa pripisuje izrade-
vinama kultnog karaktera danilske ili hvarske
kulture.?® Sli¢ni, reljefno ukraseni keramicki
predmeti nisu poznati u neolitiku isto¢nog Ja-
drana.

Predmeti na kojima se javljaju stilizirani
prikazi zmija poznati su i izvan isto¢nog Ja-
drana. Na nekim od intrigantnijih svjetskih
arheoloskih nalazista otkriveni su tako brojni
nalazi koji nesumnjivo potvrduju da su zmije
imale vaznu ulogu ve¢ u simbolickom svijetu
zajednica pretkeramickog neolitika Mezopota-
mije. Gobekli Tepe, Karahan Tepe, Jerf el Ah-
mar, Tell Qaramel, Kértik Tepe, Nevali Cori,
Hallan Cemi i Cafer Héyiik, samo su neki od
njih. Ondje su zmije jedan od omiljenih figu-
rativnih motiva na monolitnim T stupovima
i kamenim skulpturama, pogotovo u objekti-
ma kultnog karaktera.”” Osim toga, reljefno
i urezivanjem izvedene zmije se pojavljuju i
na kamenim posudama, ukrasenim kamenim
oblutcima (T. III, 6, 7) i ko$tanim artefakti-
ma. Zanimljivo je da ti nalazi potjecu i iz nase-
obinskih i iz grobnih konteksta.?®

Vremenski i prostorno blizi nalazi zanimljivi
u ovom kontekstu potjecu s Vlasca i Lepen-
skog vira (kultura Lepenskog vira). Rije¢ je o
kostanim predmetima koji po oblikovanju i/ili
ukrasu podsje¢aju na zmiju.” Iz iste regije po-
jecu i neki neoliticki nalazi. Tako se na nalazi-
$tu ranog i srednjeg neolitika u Donjoj Branje-
vini medu apliciranim ukrasima star¢evackih

2 J.KOROSEC, 1964, 32, T. 33, 3, 5.

2 A BENAC, 1955, T. I, 23.

» P KOROSEC, 1973, 167-169.

% P KOROSEC, 1973, 170.

7 V. OZKAYA, A. COSKUN, 2011; R. E MAZUROVSKI,
Y. KANJOU, 2012; M. BENZ, J. BAUER, 2014; B. CELIK,
2016.

# ] PETERS, K. SCHMIDT, 2004; H. HAUPTMANN, 2011.

» D, SREJOVIC, 1979, T.111, T. VII 7.

several ceramic vessels from Danilo (T. II,
4)? and Lisi¢i¢i*, and on one small clay ob-
ject from Krivade near Bribir (T. II, 5). It is a
hollow object with horn-like protrusions and
spiral motifs on the top interpreted as snake
depictions (T. II, 5).* Stray surface find is as-
cribed to the cult artifacts of the Danilo and
Hvar cultures by P. Korosec.? Similar ceramic
objects with relief decoration were not record-
ed in the eastern Adriatic Neolithic.

Objects with stylized depictions of snakes are
known outside the eastern Adriatic. Some of
the most intriguing archaeological sites in the
world yielded a number of finds that confirm
beyond doubt that snakes played an important
role in symbolical world of the communities
in the Pre-Pottery Neolithic in Mesopotamia.
Gobekli Tepe, Karahan Tepe, Jerf el Ahmar,
Tell Qaramel, Kértik Tepe, Nevali Cori, Hal-
lan Cemi and Cafer Hoyiik are only some
of these sites. In this region snakes are one
of favourite figural motifs on the monolithic
T-shaped pillars and stone sculptures, especial-
ly in the structures of cult character.” Besides,
incised and relief snakes appear on stone ves-
sels, decorated with stone pebbles (T. III, 6,
7), and on bone artifacts. It is interesting that
these finds originate from both residential and
funerary contexts.?®

Comparable finds in both spatial and chron-
ological terms in this context were found in
Vlasac and Lepenski Vir (Lepenski Vir cul-
ture). These are bone objects resembling a
snake in shape and/or decoration.”” Some Ne-
olithic finds originate from the same region.
Thus stylized depictions of snakes can be
found among the applied ornaments on the
Staréevo censers and painted motifs on ceram-

2 1 KOROSEC, 1964, 32, T. 33, 3, 5.

2 A BENAC, 1955, T. II, 23.

% P KOROSEG, 1973, 167-169.

% P KOROSEC, 1973, 170.

7 V. OZKAYA, A. COSKUN, 2011; R. E MAZUROVSK]I,
Y. KANJOU, 2012; M. BENZ, J. BAUER, 2014; B. CELIK,
2016.

1 PETERS, K. SCHMIDT, 2004; H. HAUPTMANN, 2011.

» D, SREJOVIC,1979, .11 1, T. VII 7.
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kadionica i slikanim motivima izvedenim na
keramickim posudama pojavljuju stilizirani
prikazi zmija (T. I1I, 3, 4).° Ve¢ samo povezi-
vanje zmija s posudama vjerojatno kultnog ka-
raktera ide u prilog njihovoj vjerojatnoj ulozi
u kultu starcevackih populacija, koje su zmiju
prikazivale i u figuralnoj plastici. O tome svje-
doce dvije figurice zmije pronadene na istom
lokalitetu tijekom istrazivanja provedenih sre-
dinom 20. stolje¢a.’!

Na istom se prostoru zmija javlja u vidu fi-
guralne plastike i u vin¢anskoj kulturi. Najpo-
znatiji nalaz tog tipa otkriven je unutar neo-
liticke kuce na nalazi$tu Predionica. Rije¢ je
o fragmentiranom keramic¢kom nalazu koji
prikazuje sklupcanu zmiju tijela ukrasenog
urezanim cik-cak motivima i toc¢kastim ubo-
dima (T. III, 2).>> S obzirom na kontekst nala-
za, istraziva¢ zmiju tumaci kao simbol ¢uvara
kuée/kuénog ognjista.*

M. Gimbutas u glasovitim knjigama posve-
¢enim bogovima ranih europskih sjedilackih
zajednica takoder spominje zmiju kao vazan i

dugotrajan simbol.**

Osim nekih ve¢ spome-
nutih nalaza, ona skre¢e pozornost na sjede¢u
terakotnu antropomorfnu figurinu otkrivenu
u kultnom objektu u Achilleionu, s urezanim
,zmijskim® motivima na rukama (T. III, 5),%
te na kerami¢ku posudu iz Kukove Mogile u
Bugarskoj, kakve su prema autorici koriStene
u kultnim ritualima vjerojatno povezanim sa
simbolima Sunca (T. III, 1).3

U eneolitiku pojava motiva koji prema ne-
kim autorima prikazuju zmije najvise do izra-
zaja dolazi kod zajednica Cucuteni-Tripolie
kulture.”” Na jadranskom podruéju sli¢ni mo-
tivi u tom razdoblju zasad nisu poznati. Njiho-

%0 S KARMANSKI, 2005, 39, 44, T. XX 5, 6, T. XXVII, T.
XXVIIL

31 S KARMANSKI, 1968, 28.

2 R.GALOVIC, 1959, T. 6 1.

3 R.GALOVIC, 1959, 25.

3 M. GIMBUTAS, 1989, 122; M. GIMBUTAS, 1996, 102.

% M. GIMBUTAS, 1974, Fig. 31; M. GIMBUTAS, 1989, 215~
216.

% M. GIMBUTAS, 1996, 94.

% 1. PALAGUTA, 2016.
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ic vessels from the Early and Middle Neolithic
site in Donja Branjevina (T. III, 3, 4).° Mere
association of snakes with vessels of probably
cult character supports their possible role in
the cult of the Staréevo populations that also
modeled snakes in figural form as evidenced
by two snake figurines recovered from the
same site during the excavations conducted in
the mid-20th century.”!

In the same area the snake is represented as
a figural sculpture in the Vinca culture. The
best known example of this type was found
in a Neolithic house at the site of Predionica.
It is a fragmented ceramic find representing a
coiled snake whose body is decorated by in-
cised zig-zag motifs and dotted punctures (T.
I1I, 2).%* Considering the context of the find,
the researchers interpreted the snake as a sym-
bol of home/hearth keeper.?

M. Gimbutas in her renowned books deal-
ing with the gods of the early European sed-
entary communities also mentions snake as an
important and long-lasting symbol.* In addi-
tion to some previously mentioned finds she
paid attention to a seated anthropomorphic
terracotta figurine discovered in the cult struc-
ture in Achilleion, with incised “snake® motifs
on arms (T. III, 5),%° and a ceramic vessel from
Kukova Mogila in Bulgaria, that were used, ac-
cording to the author, in the cult rituals prob-
ably associated with solar symbols (T. I, 1).%

In the Eneolithic, motifs that might repre-
sent snakes, according to some authors, are
most prominent in the Cucuteni-Tripolie cul-
ture.”” Similar motifs from the same period
have not been recorded in the Adriatic region.
Their widespread use was documented in the

% S, KARMANSKI, 2005, 39, 44, T. XX 5, 6, T. XXVII, T.
XXVIIL

31 S, KARMANSKI, 1968, 28.

2 R.GALOVIC, 1959, T.6 1.

3 R.GALOVIC, 1959, 25.

3 M. GIMBUTAS, 1989, 122; M. GIMBUTAS, 1996, 102.

% M. GIMBUTAS, 1974, Fig. 31; M. GIMBUTAS, 1989, 215-
216.

% M. GIMBUTAS, 1996, 94.

37 1. PALAGUTA, 2016.
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va $iroka uporaba zabiljezena je na istoénom
Jadranu ponovno tek od Zeljeznog doba, od
kada zmija postaje vrlo omiljen i éest motiv,
ali i vazan kultni simbol.*®

INTERPRETACIJA NALAZA

Stilizirani simboli¢ni prikazi jedna su od naj-
intrigantnijih pojava u prapovijesnoj arheolo-
giji. Oni ne kriju samo sliku svijeta i ambijen-
ta u kojem su prapovijesne zajednice Zzivjele,
nego i strah, postovanje, povjerenje i razne
druge osjecaje i preokupacije na osobnom i na
kolektivnom nivou. Neki od tih simbola, po-
put sunca ili kriza, zadrzani su od prapovijesti
do danas. Nekih vise nema. Kod nekih je sim-
bolika ostala ista, a kod nekih se ona mijenjala
ovisno o drustvenim, ekonomskim i drugim
okolnostima. Funkcija predmeta i simbola
takoder je mogla varirati izmedu utilitarnog i
simboli¢nog/kultnog.

Oderediti funkciju bez to¢nog arheoloskog
konteksta koji bi upuéivao na kultni smisao
predmeta, vrlo je tesko kada su u pitanju pra-
povijesni nalazi. U obzir treba uzeti i ¢injenicu
da su neki predmeti mogli sluziti vise puta u
razli¢ite kultne svrhe, odnosno da se njihova
kultna uloga mogla mijenjati ovisno o po-
trebama pojedinca ili zajednice, kao $to je to
vjerojatno slucaj kod antropomorfne plastike
ili kultnih ritona.*” Ne treba zaboraviti ni to
da su neki predmeti izgubili kultni karakter i
poprimili utilitarni nakon $to je predmet isko-
risten za specifi¢nu prigodu, kada gubi smisao
i vrijednost. Slijedom navedenog, ¢ak ni intak-
tni poloZaj nalaza ne mora nuzno pomo¢i pri
njegovu tumacenju.

Na podrudju isto¢nog Jadrana raznovrsni
simbolicki prikazi i predmeti prvi se put u pu-
nom jeku javljaju u neolitiku i to kod zajedni-
ca srednjoneoliticke danilske i kasnoneoliticke

% A.BENAC, 2012, 20-23; A. STIPCEVIC, 1981, 47, 57-58.
® L.E. TALALAY, 1993, 38; B. MARIJANOVIC, 2009, 104-
105.

eastern Adriatic only from the Iron Age, when
snakes became a popular and common motif,
but also an important cult symbol.*

INTERPRETATION OF THE FINDS

Stylized symbolical depictions are one of the
most intriguing phenomena in prehistoric ar-
chaeology. They do not refer only to the im-
age of the world and environment inhabited
by the prehistoric communities, but also to
fear, respect, trust and various other feelings
and preoccupations at personal and collective
level. Some of these symbols such as the sun
or cross, have been retained from prehistory to
the present day, some are gone. Some kept the
same symbolism, and in some cases it changed
depending on the social, economic and oth-
er circumstances. Function of the object and
symbol could also sway between the utilitarian
and the symbolical/cult.

It is very difficult to determine function of
a prehistoric artifact without exact archae-
ological context that might indicate the cult
character of the object. We also need to keep
in mind that some objects might have been
used several times for different cult purposes,
that is their cult function might have changed
depending on the needs of an individual or
entire community, as probably in the case of
anthropomorphic sculptures and cult rhyta.?’
It is also worth mentioning that some objects
lost their cult character and became utilitarian
after they were used for a specific event, losing
their meaning and value. Therefore interpre-
tation of the find can remain vague despite its
intact position.

In the eastern Adriatic region diverse sym-
bolic depictions and objects appear in full
swing for the first time in the Neolithic, with
the communities of the Middle Neolithic

% A.BENAG, 2012, 20-23; A. STIPCEVIC, 1981, 47, 57-58.
® L. E. TALALAY, 1993, 38; B. MARIJANOVIC, 2009, 104-
105.
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SLIKA 5. Zmija poskok (https://www.dalmacijadanas.hr/oprez-pojavili-se-poskoci/26. 11. 2020.)
F1GURE 5 Horned viper (https://www.dalmacijadanas.hr/oprez-pojavili-se-poskoci/November 26, 2020)

hvarske kulture. Najpoznatiji nalazi tog tipa
svakako su kultni ritoni® i ljevkasti keramicki
predmeti.”’ Rije¢ je o predmetima kojima se
pridaje simbolicka uloga u duhovnom ili reli-
gijsko-magijskom svijetu neolitickih zajednica,
kod kojih je kult plodnosti bez sumnje imao
dominantno mjesto u religijskom svijetu. Taj
se kult manifestirao u vidu razli¢itih keramic-
kih plasti¢nih, kostanih i drugih izradevina, a
mozda i kroz predmet kojem je posvecen ovaj
rad. On je, nazalost, pronaden izvan arheo-
loskog konteksta koji bi eventualno sugerirao
njegovu funkciju i u kojem bi mozda bilo mo-
guce evidentirati dio koji nedostaje. Zbog toga
se pri interpretaciji tog nalaza moguce voditi
jedino njegovim oblikom, ukrasom (motivi-
ma), te poznatim analogijama na jadranskom
podrudju i izvan njega.

U oblikovnom pogledu, predmet najvise
asocira na stiliziranu zmiju s cik-cak $arama
(8L 5). Od mnogih vrsta zmija na podrué¢ju

©  § BATOVIC, 1979, 557; B. COVIC, 1976, 24.
4§ BATOVIC, 1968.
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Danilo and Late Neolithic Hvar cultures. The
most famous finds of this type are definitely
the cult rhyta® and funnel-shaped ceramic
objects* that are associated with symbolical
role in spiritual or religious/magical sphere
of the Neolithic communities whose religious
world was doubtlessly dominated by the cult
of fertility. This cult was manifested in form
of various artifacts made of ceramic, bone and
other materials, and possibly also in the object
presented in this paper. Unfortunately it was
found outside the archaeological context that
might provide its missing part and possibly
suggest its function. Therefore in the inter-
pretation of this find we can rely only on its
form, decoration (motif), and analogies from
the Adriatic and other regions.

In morphological terms, the object is most
similar to a stylized snake with a zig-zag pat-
tern (Fig. 5). Out of a number of snakes from
Europe and Asia, two vipers correspond to this

0§ BATOVIC, 1979, 557; B. COVIC, 1976, 24.
4 § BATOVIC, 1968.
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Europe i Azije, ovom opisu najvise odgovaraju
dvije zmije otrovnice — poskok i ridovka. Osim
po vrhu glave, te zmije moguce je prepoznati
po karakteristi¢noj tamnoj vijugavoj liniji na
tijelu (SL. 5). Istu cik-cak Saru na ledima ima i
planinski zutokrug, koji je uz spomenute vrste
danas u Hrvatskoj tre¢a poznata zmija otrovni-
ca.” Rije¢ je o opasnim i vrlo nepredvidljivim
vrstama zmija, koje su pobudivale zanimanje
jo$ od prapovijesnih vremena, o ¢emu nedvoj-
beno svjedoce neki prije spomenuti nalazi.

U svijetu neolitickog ¢ovjeka, kojem su glav-
ne religijske koncepcije bile povezane s razli¢i-
tim aspektima plodnosti i svijesti o ciklickim
obnovama, zmija koja se kre¢e izmedu vidlji-
vog (nadzemnog) i nevidljivog (podzemnog)
svijeta, morala je imati posebnu ulogu. Na
umu treba imati i ¢injenicu da zmije nekoli-
ko puta godisnje odbacuju staru kozu. Staru
kozu ili ,,svlak® skidaju u jednom komadu, tr-
ljajudi se o travu i granje.” Zmija svla¢enjem
koze simbolizira oporavak, odnosno ponovno
rodenje. U starim vjerovanjima o krugu Zivo-
ta, umiranju i ponovnom radanju, zmija je
mogla simbolizirati i nove generacije.* Istu
simboliku moZemo povezati s polaganjem jaja
kod nekih vrsta, $to je snazan vizualni simbol
radanja.

Aktivno sudjelovanje zmije u duhovnom
zivotu neolitickih zajednica pretpostavili su
ve¢ neki od najvaznih europskih prapovje-
sni¢ara. M. Gimbutas zmiju prepoznaje kao
trajan simbol u prapovijesti Europe, u kojoj
je taj simbol povezan sa stvaranjem Zivota i
njegovom vitalno$¢u, zivotnom energijom i
regeneracijom, pogotovo ako je prikazana u
kombinaciji sa Sunc¢evim diskom, kao na prije
spomenutoj posudi iz Kukove Mogile.*> Osim
toga, prema istoj autorici, zmija je i htonski i
1,46

misterijski simbol,* Zivotinja koja izlazi iz du-

2 Drzavni zavod za zadtitu prirode, 2008. | www.dzzp.hr, 2.,

7.

% Drzavni zavod za zastitu prirode, 2008. | www.dzzp.hr, 2.,
29.

“ A, ANGGARD, 2014, 60.

% M. GIMBUTAS, 1996, 102.

6 Zmiju kao ¢uvaricu kuénog ognjista, simbol plodnosti, de-

description — horned viper (vipera ammodytes)
and common European viper (vipera berus).
Except by the top of the head, these snakes
can be distinguished by characteristic dark
wavy line on the body (Fig. 5). The same zig-
zag pattern can be found on a meadow viper
(vipera ursinii), that is the third known ven-
omous snake in Croatia.” These are very dan-
gerous and unpredictable snake species that
aroused interest back from prehistory, which
is confirmed beyond doubt by some of the
previously mentioned finds.

In the world of a Neolithic man, whose
main religious concepts were associated with
various aspects of fertility and awareness of
cyclical renewals, a snake moving between
visible (above-ground) and invisible (under-
ground) world, must have played a special
role. We should keep in mind that snakes shed
their skin several times a year. They molt their
old skin in one piece, rubbing against grass
and wood*® thus symbolizing regeneration or
rebirth. In old beliefs about the circle of life,
dying and rebirth, the snake could symbolize
new generations.* The same symbolism can
be associated with laying eggs in some species,
which is a strong visual symbol of birth.

Active participation of the snake in the
spiritual life of the Neolithic communities
was assumed by some of the most important
European scholars dealing with prehistory. M.
Gimbutas recognizes the snake as a permanent
symbol in prehistory of Europe, where this
symbol is associated with the creation of life
and its vitality, life energy and regeneration, es-
pecially if it is portrayed in combination with
the sun’s disc, as on the previously mentioned
vessel from Kukova Mogila.® Besides, accord-
ing to the same author, the snake is chthonic

146
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and mystic symbol,*® an animal coming out

# Drzavni zavod za zastitu prirode, 2008. | www.dzzp.hr, 2.,
7.

#  Drzavni zavod za zastitu prirode, 2008. | www.dzzp.hr, 2.,
29.

“ A, ANGGARD, 2014, 60.

% M. GIMBUTAS, 1996, 102.

“ A, Stipéevic in his study of symbols in the Illyrian commu-
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bina iz kojih izvire voda.*” A. Golan zmiju do-
vodi u vezu s duhovima predaka, plodnoséu i
zatitnicima kuée®, $to je kod nekih europskih
zajednica zadrzano do danas (npr. na podrucju
Kosova®). M. Benz i J. Bauer naglasavaju da
su zmije sveprisutni simbol tijekom ranog ho-
locena, te da se njihovo simboli¢no znadenje
vjerojatno razlikovalo od zajednice do zajed-
nice, zbog ¢ega im ne treba traziti univerzalno
znacenje.”’

U neolitiku istoénog Jadrana zmiju kao
htonsku Zivotinju povezanu s misterijem umi-
ranja i simbolom smrti interpretira A. Benac,
koji smatra da je zmija bila u kombinaciji s
heliolatrijskim ili astralnim kultovima.”® Na
temelju nalaza iz Pokrovnika (T. II, 3), Z.
Brusi¢ zmiji pridaje dekorativni i kultni karak-
ter povezan sa stocarstvom, odnosno kultom
plodnosti u $irem smislu.> S. Batovi¢ medu
mnogim Zivotinjskim stiliziranim prikazima
u neolitiku isto¢nog Jadrana zmije prepoznaje
na vrhu prije spomenute kostane igle (T. II,
2) i keramickog ljevkastog predmeta s neoliti¢-
kog naselja u Smilci¢u (T. II, 6). Smatra da su
zivotinjske glave na vrhovima tih keramickih
predmeta mogle predstavljati obredne maske
nosene u obredima povezanim s kultom plod-
nosti.” Sli¢nog je stajalista i D. Garasanin,
koja zivotinjske glave na istim predmetima
smatra maskama u vezi s magijskim i totemi-
sti¢kim obredima i plodno$¢u. Zivotinje u tom
kontekstu oznac¢uju likove predaka (toteme), a
kult predaka usko je povezan s obredima oko
plodnosti zemlje, Zivotinja i ljudi.** Analogije
ovim kerami¢kim predmetima S. Batovi¢ na-
lazi na podru¢ju Balkana i jugoisto¢ne Europe

mona voda i htoni¢ku Zivotinju vidi i A. Stipéevi¢ pri raz-
matranju simbola kod Ilira. Autor smatra da ona takoder
moze biti simbol vegetativne plodnosti povezane sa solar-
nim kultom (A. STIPCEVIC, 1981, 57-58).

¥ M. GIMBUTAS, 1989, 122.

% A.GOLAN, 1991, 109.

#  E DOLI 2009.

% M. BENZ,]. BAUER, 2014, 12.

1 A.BENAC, 2012, 27.

2 Z.BRUSIC, 2008.

% §.BATOVIC, 1979, 549, 559.

 D. GARASANIN, 1968, 244-251.
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of depths wherefrom water springs.” A Golan
associates snakes with spirits of the ancestors,
fertility and home keepers,*® which has been
retained in certain regions to the present day
(e.g. in Kosovo).*” M. Benz and J. Bauer em-
phasize that snakes are omnipresent symbol in
the early Holocene, and that their symbolic
meaning probably differed in different com-
munities, which is why it is elusive to look for
their universal meaning.*

In the Neolithic of the eastern Adriatic, snake
as a chthonic animal related to the mystery of
dying and symbol of death is interpreted by
A. Benac, who believes that the snake was as-
sociated with the heliolatric or astral cults.’!
On the basis of the find from Pokrovnik (T.
11, 3), Z. Brusi¢ associated the snake with dec-
orative and cult character related to herding,
that is the cult of fertility in the broad sense.”
Among many stylized animal depictions from
the eastern Adriatic Neolithic, S. Batovié rec-
ognized snakes on previously mentioned tip
of the bone pin (T. II, 2) and on the top of
the ceramic funnel-shaped object from the
Neolithic settlement in Smil¢i¢ (T. II, 6). He
claims that the animal heads on tops of these
objects could have represented ritual masks
worn in the rituals related to the cult of fertili-
ty.* D. Gara$anin has a similar opinion, inter-
preting animal heads on these objects as masks
related to magical and totemistic rituals and
fertility. Animals in that context denote figures
of ancestors (totems), and the cult of ancestors
is closely related to rituals concerning land fer-
tility, animals and humans.”* S. Batovi¢ finds

nities interprets the snake as a keeper of the hearth, symbol
of fertility, demon of waters and chthonic animal. The aut-
hor also claims that it could be a symbol of vegetative fer-
tility associated with the solar cult (A. STIPCEVIC, 1981,
57-58).

¥ M. GIMBUTAS, 1989, 122.

% A.GOLAN, 1991, 109.

4 E DOLIL 2009.

M. BENZ,]. BAUER, 2014, 12.

' A.BENAC, 2012, 27.

2 Z.BRUSIC, 2008.

% §.BATOVIC, 1979, 549, 559.

% D.GARASANIN, 1968, 244-251.
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medu nalazima pripisanim neolitiku i medu
nalazima iz mladih prapovijesnih perioda.”
Ako promatramo oblik i tehnoloske karak-
teristike predmeta iz Islama Grc¢kog, najblizu
analogiju medu nalazima s podrudja isto¢nog
Jadrana nalazimo u vrhu keramickog ljevka-
stog predmeta iz Smil¢i¢a. Razlika je, medu-
tim, u orijentaciji predmeta. Kod primjerka
iz Smil¢i¢a vrh je postavljen horizontalno (T.
I1I), a kod primjerka iz Islama Grekog verti-
kalno, jednako poloZaju istog stiliziranog pri-
kaza na vrhu kostanih igala (T. III). Iako se na
temelju ravnog ruba i plitkog udubljenja koji
predmetu daju stabilnost ne moze posve isklju-
¢iti moguénost da je taj dio bio njegova baza/
donja strana, analogije i puknude sugeriraju da
je izglednije da se taj dio nalazio na vrhu ke-
ramickog predmeta. Dio koji nedostaje, naza-
lost, nije evidentiran medu materijalom koji je
prikupio osamdesetih godina 20. stolje¢a M.
Savi¢. Medutim, medu keramickim materija-
lom prikupljenim na polozaju Gradusa — Lo-
kve u Islamu Grékom sredinom 20. stoljeca, S.
Batovi¢ objavljuje fragmentirani ulomak gla-
ve goveda koji povezuje s obredima u vezi sa
stodarstvom ili totemistickim vjerovanjima, te
dva ulomka ,ljudskih zvonolikih likova. Jedan
ulomak predstavlja gornji puni stozasti dio, ali
bez zavr$etka na vrhu, bez ukrasa je, kakvi su
rijetki, tek pri kraju neolitika, Sto potvrduje
njegova tehnika izrade, bez primjesa, Supljikav
i lagan. Drugi je dio zvonaste $uplje osnove,
ukrasen istcrtkanim cic-cak vrpcama. Ve¢ smo
ranije zakljucili da je to stilizirana ljudska pla-
stika koja oznac¢ava muski lik, zvonasta tijela i
razlicito stilizirane glave na vrhu, ¢esto s ma-
skama, kao znak predaka, koriStene mozda i u
obredima oko plodnosti i obozavanja sunca“>°
Prvi nalaz od predmeta predstavljenog u
ovom radu odudara po tehnoloskim svojstvi-
ma, dok mu je drugi blizak po tehnologiji,
ukrasu izvedenom urezivanjem i cik-cak moti-
vima. Predstavlja li on njegov donji, bazni dio,

55 §.BATOVIC, 1987, T. VII-XVIL
56 §.BATOVIC, 1987, 27.

analogies for these objects in the regions of the
Balkans and southeastern Europe, in the finds
attributed to the Neolithic, but also some arti-
facts from younger prehistoric periods.”

If we observe the form and technological
characteristics of the object from Islam Greki,
the closest analogy among the finds from the
eastern Adriatic region can be found in the
top of a ceramic funnel-shaped object from
Smil¢ié. The difference is however, in the ob-
ject orientation. The top was placed horizon-
tally on the example from Smil¢i¢ (T. III), and
vertically on the specimen from Islam Greki,
corresponding to the position of the identical
stylized depiction on the tip of the bone pins
(T. III). Although the flat edge and shallow
concavity that provide the stability to the ob-
ject might suggest that this part was its base/
lower side, analogies and break indicate that
it is more likely that this part was at the top
of the ceramic object. Unfortunately, the miss-
ing part was not recorded among the material
collected in the 1980s by M. Savi¢. Howev-
er, among the ceramic finds collected at the
site of Gradusa — Lokve in Islam Gr¢ki in the
mid-20th century, S. Batovi¢ published a frag-
mented piece of bovine head associated with
rituals related to herding or totemistic beliefs,
and two fragments of “human bell-shaped
figures. One fragment represents full conical
upper part, but without the ending at the top,
without decoration, which is rare, only by the
end of the Neolithic, as confirmed by its pro-
duction technique, without inclusions, porous
and light. The second part has bell-shaped hol-
low base, decorated by hatched zig-zag bands.
We have already concluded that it is a stylized
anthropomorphic figurine representing a male
figure, with bell-shaped body and variously
stylized head at the top, often with masks, as
a sign of ancestors, used possibly in the rituals
concerning fertility and sun worship”.>

The first find differs from the object present-

55 §.BATOVIC, 1987, T. VII-XVIL
56 §. BATOVIC, 1987, 27.
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nije moguce utvrditi jer su mnogi predmeti
te vrste bili ukraseni istom tehnikom i moti-
vima.”” Vazno je, medutim, da ta dva nalaza
nedvojbeno potvrduju zastupljenost i koriste-
nje ljevkastih predmeta na neolitickom nala-
ziStu u Islamu Grc¢kom, s kojim je, po svemu
sudedi, povezan predmet predstavljen u ovom
radu. Slijedom navedenog, a uzimajuéi u obzir
polozaj puknuéa na predmetu i analogije na
jadranskom podrudju, mogude je pretpostaviti
da se keramicki predmet iz Islama Grekog na-
lazio na vrhu keramickog ljevkastog predmeta
nalik na onaj iz Smil¢i¢a (T. II, 6). Na temelju
pregleda nalaza pripisanih toj keramickoj kate-
goriji, posve je jasno da je oblikovanje njihovih
gornjih dijelova variralo. Tako su poznati broj-
ni primjerci sa zaobljenim kuglastim, zaravna-
nim ili plitko udubljenim vrhom, bradavica-
stim izbocenjima, falusoidnim, Zzivotinjskim
ili ljudskim prikazima itd.”® Posve identi¢ni
primjerci dosad nisu evidentirani. Razlicito
oblikovani vrhovi prema S. Batovi¢u ne upu-
¢uju samo na vremenske razlike tih predmeta,
nego i na promjene u obredima u kojima su
oni koristeni.” Konsenzusa po pitanju kon-
kretne funkcije tih predmeta nema, premda se
istrazivadi slazu da je rije¢ o predmetima koji
su imali odredenu simboli¢nu namjenu pove-
zanu s kultom plodnosti.®® Iznimka su u tom
kontekstu jedino neki primjerci iz Lisi¢ica,
kod kojih je prvotnu simboli¢nu zamijenila
funkcionalna namjena. Drugim rije¢ima, oni
postaju poklopci ili posude.®!

U vezi s pitanjem koristenja predmeta pred-
stavljenog u radu, svakako valja obratiti po-
zornost na plitko udubljenje na njegovu vrhu.
Ono nalikuje na mala udubljenja star¢evackih
kultnih stoli¢a/oltara na éetiri noge.®* Ta su
udubljenja sluzila za simboli¢nu zrtvu, kakva

57 §.BATOVIC, 1968.

% J. KOROSEC, 1958, 60; S. BATOVIC, 1968; S. BATOVIC,
1979, 548-549.

5 §.BATOVIC, 1979, 558.

% J. KOROSEC, 1958, 60; A. STIPCEVIC, 1963, 8; A. BE-
NAG, 1964, 78; S. BATOVIC, 1979, 558.

6 A.BENAC, 1958, T. IX 5, T. X 1; S. BATOVIC, 1979, 604.

& K, MINICHREITER, 2002, 13-14.
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ed in this work in technological characteristics,
while the other one is similar to it in terms
of technology, incised decoration and zig-zag
motifs. It remains unclear if it was its lower,
base part as many objects of this kind were
decorated by the same technique and identical
motifs.”” However, it is important that these
two finds definitely confirm presence and use
of funnel-shaped objects at the Neolithic site
in Islam Greki, that is most likely related to
the object analyzed in this paper. Thus we can
assume that the ceramic object from Islam
Grcki was placed at the top of a funnel-shaped
object resembling the one from Smil¢i¢ (T. II,
6), having in mind the position of the break
on the object and analogies in the Adriat-
ic area. Examination of the finds ascribed to
this ceramic category reveals that modeling of
their upper parts varied. There are a number
of examples with rounded spherical, flattened
or shallowly recessed top, nub-shaped protu-
berances; zoomorphic, anthropomorphic, and
phallusoid depictions etc.”® Absolutely identi-
cal examples have not been recorded so far. Ac-
cording to S. Batovié, variously modeled tops
do not indicate only chronological differences
between these objects, but also changes in rit-
uals they were used in.”” Consensus about the
function of these objects has not been reached,
though the researchers agree that these arti-
facts had a certain symbolical function related
to the cult of fertility. The only exception in
that context can be found in some examples
from Lisici¢i, in which the original symbolical
function was replaced by the utilitarian one as
they were used as lids or vessels.®!

As for the question of usage of the object pre-
sented in the paper, we need to pay attention to
a shallow concavity at its top. It resembles small
concavities on the Star¢evo cult tables/altars

57 §. BATOVIC, 1968.

. KOROSEC, 1958, 60; S. BATOVIC, 1968; S. BATOVIC,
1979, 548-549.

% §.BATOVIC, 1979, 558.
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NAC, 1964, 78; S. BATOVIC, 1979, 558.
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je u neolitiku isto¢nog Jadrana mozda mogla
biti prinesena i na vrhu predmeta predstav-
lienog u radu. Naime, simboli¢na zrtva ne
ocituje se u kvantiteti, ve¢ u kvaliteti prine-
senog i samom ¢inu prinosenja.”* Ako bismo
za primjer uzeli libaciju, odnosno zrtvovanje
u kojem se prolijeva ono $to se daruje visim
silama, tada bi plitko udubljenje bilo sasvim
dovoljno. Ako bismo tomu pridodali mogu¢i
zivotinjski lik kroz koji se zrtva simboli¢no da-
ruje i koji predstavlja medij izmedu ¢ovjeka i
njegovih zelja ili potreba, tada ta veza postaje
jos slozenija i religijski dublja. Bez adekvatnih
analiza, naravno, ideja o takvom tipu koriste-
nja ostaje na razini pretpostavke, slicne onoj
povezanoj sa staréevackim kultnim stoli¢ima
ili keramickim ploc¢icama sa zlijebom, koje su
takoder pripisane duhovnoj zajednici danilske
i hvarske kulture.®

Opéeprihvaéeno je misljenje da je rije¢ o
predmetima koji se u neolitiku isto¢nog Jadra-
na javljaju tijekom danilske i hvarske kulture.®
S danilskom kulturom predmet predstavljen u
radu nedvojbeno povezuje ukras, koji je vrlo
indikativan za tumacenje ovog predmeta i nje-
govo svrstavanje u red kulenih i simboli¢nih
predmeta danilske kulture. Naime, na svim
dosad pronadenim keramickim ljevkastim
predmetima zastupljene su dvije osnovne teh-
nike ukrasavanja: urezivanje i crvena inkrusta-
cija. Uz navedene tehnike rjede se javljaju pla-
sti¢ni ukras, udubljivanje, bijela inkrustacija®
i/ili premaz crvenom bojom nanesen nakon
pecenja na vrh predmeta. Od motiva, zastu-
pljeni su nizovi Srafriranih trokuta, cik-cak
linije, paralelne linije, $ahovska polja, spiralni
motivi i neki drugi. Rije¢ je o motivima koji
su uobicajeni na danilskoj keramici®, a koji
su Cesti i na keramic¢kim nalazima s Gradusa
— Lokve. Zanimljivo je spomenuti i to da su

o
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on four legs.”” These concavities were used for
symbolical sacrifice that in the eastern Adriatic
Neolithic might have been offered at the top of
the object presented in the paper. Namely, sym-
bolical sacrifice is not manifested in quantity but
in the quality of the substance offered and the
very act of offering.®® In case of libation, that is
pouring out whatever is offered to deities, shal-
low recess would be more than enough. If we
added a possible animal figure through which
the sacrifice is symbolically offered and which
represents a medium between a man and his
wishes and needs, this connection becomes even
more complex and deeper in religious terms.
Without adequate analyses, the idea about such
usage remains purely speculative, similar to the
assumption related to the Star¢evo cult table or
ceramic plaques with a groove that have also
been associated with the spiritual sphere of the
Danilo and Hvar culture communities.*

There is a generally accepted opinion that
these objects appeared in the eastern Adriat-
ic Neolithic during the Danilo and Hvar cul-
tures.”® The object presented in the paper is
definitely related to the Danilo culture by the
ornament that is very indicative for interpre-
tation of this artifact and its classification to
the group of cult and symbolical objects of the
Danilo culture. Namely, two basic decoration
techniques, incision and red encrustation,
have been represented on all funnel-shaped
objects that have been found so far. Mentioned
techniques are rarely accompanied by plastic
decoration, hollowing, white encrustation®
and/or red coating applied after firing on the
top of the object. Represented motifs include
hatched triangles, zig-zag lines, parallel lines,
chessboard motif, spiral motifs etc. These mo-
tifs are common on the Danilo pottery,*” and
they often appear on the pottery finds from

& K. MINICHREITER, 2002, 13-14.

6 J. HENNINGER, 1987, 547-552.
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istom nalazi$tu evidentirane kamene ploce s
ostatcima crvene boje, koje sugeriraju pripre-
mu pigmenata upravo na tom mjestu.®®
Crvenoj boji ¢esto se pripisuje kultna i sim-
bolicka uloga. Ona je simbol Zivota i Zivotne
energije. U neolitiku isto¢nog Jadrana, cr-
vena boja sluzila je za ukrasavanje razlicitih
keramickih izradevina. Njezina je simboli¢na
uloga najocitija kod kultnih ritona, posebno
kod onih primjeraka kod kojih su tom bojom
premazane unutarnje stijenke. Crvenu boju
D. Garasanin u vinc¢anskoj kulturi povezuje
iskljuc¢ivo s obrednim objektima i predmeti-
ma povezanim s obredima oko plodnosti®, s
kojima su vjerojatno bili povezani i kultni ri-
toni.”® Moze li se istom kultu pripisati i sluca-
jan nalaz iz Islama Grekog? Prema oblikova-
nju predmeta, motivima, crvenoj inkrustaciji,
analogijama i poznavanju religijskih koncep-
cija neolitickih zajednica isto¢nog Jadrana,
¢ini se da moze, pogotovo ako je zaista rije¢ o
vrhu ljevkastog predmeta. Brojne varijacije u
oblikovanju ljevkastih predmeta mozda treba
protumaciti na slican nacin na koji je kultne
ritone protumacio B. Marijanovi¢: ,ritoni na
Cetiri noge i nisu morali imati odreden oblik,
nego su se mogli zadrzavati samo na razini
simbola, pa na taj nacin biti univerzalni ritu-
alni instrumenti koji nisu unaprijed odredeni
sadrzajem samo jednog kulta ili samo jedne i
to odredene ideje, a njihova se ritualna funk-
cija mogla svaki put prilagodavati konkretnoj
religijskoj praksi“.”! Drugim rije¢ima, oblik
i ukras predmeta variraju ovisno o potreba-
ma i religijskim koncepcijama pojedinca i/ili
zajednice, dok simbolika ostaje ista. Koja je
uloga zmije u kontekstu tog predmeta? Ima
li zmija htonic¢ku ulogu ili predstavlja perso-
nifikaciju pretka, odnosno totem? Jesu li u
pitanju samo simboli plodnosti, regeneracije
i obnove zivota ili i zastite kuénog ognjista?
Oponasaju li cik-cak linije i rombovi samo
®  S.BATOVIC, 1987, 25-26.
¥ D. GARASANIN, 1968, 252.

70 1. KOROSEC, 1964, 29; S. BATOVIC, 1979, 560.
7t B, MARIJANOVIC, 2009, 105.
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the site of Gradusa — Lokva. It is interesting to
mention that stone plates with red paint trac-
es were recorded at the same site, suggesting
preparation of the pigment on the spot.*®
Cult and symbolic role is often ascribed to the
color red. It is a symbol of life and life energy.
In the Neolithic of the eastern Adriatic it was
used for decorating various ceramic artifacts.
Its symbolical role is best illustrated by the cult
thyta, especially the examples with inner walls
covered in red. According to D. Garasanin, red
color in the Vinca culture is associated exclu-
sively with ritual objects and artifacts related
to fertility rituals, ® that cult rhyta were prob-
ably associated with.”® Can the stray find from
Islam Greki be attributed to the same cule? It
seems that the answer is affirmative, judging
from the modeling of the object, motifs, red
encrustation, analogies and understanding of
religious concepts of the eastern Adriatic Neo-
lithic communities, especially if it really is a top
of a funnel-shaped object. Many variations in
modeling funnel-shaped objects should possi-
bly be interpreted in a similar way as B. Mari-
janovi¢ interpreted the cult rhyta: “four-legged
rhyta needed not have definite form, but they
could have had only symbolical meaning, be-
coming in that way universal ritual instruments
that are not predetermined by the content of
only one cult or only one specific idea, and their
ritual function may have been adapted every
time to a specific religious practice”.”! In other
words, shape and decoration of the object vary
depending on the needs and religious concepts
of an individual and/or community, while the
symbolism remains the same. What is the role
of the snake in the context of this object? Does
it have a chthonic role or it represents a per-
sonification of an ancestor, that is a totem? Are
we discussing only symbols of fertility, regen-
eration and life renewal and protection of the
home hearth? Do zig-zag lines and rhombs im-

8§ BATOVIC, 1987, 25-26.

% D. GARASANIN, 1968, 252.

70 7, KOROSEC, 1964, 29; S. BATOVIC, 1979, 560.
' B. MARIJANOVIC, 2009, 105.
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stilizirano zmijsko tijelo i $are ili i oni pred-
metu dodaju odredenu simboliku? Koliko je
puta mogao biti koristen jedan riton, a koliko
puta jedan ljevkasti predmet? Je li puknude
nastalo slucajno ili namjerno? Jesu li kostani
predmeti ¢iji su vrhovi oblikovani nalik na
keramicki predmet iz Islama Grc¢kog imali
istu simboli¢ku funkciju? Proniknuti u bogat
religijski svijet neoliti¢kih zajednica isto¢nog
Jadrana i dati odgovore na ta pitanja, mozda
¢e omoguditi neka nova istrazivanja na neoli-
tickom nalazistu u Islamu Grékom.

ZAKLJUCAK

Prema ukrasu, predmet iz Islama Grekog
predstavljen u radu pripada srednjem neoli-
tiku, odnosno danilskoj kulturi. Na temelju
oSte¢enja na jednoj strani, moguce je pretpo-
staviti da je stajao okomito polozen na vrhu
keramickog predmeta. Sudeéi prema analogi-
jama s podrudja isto¢nog Jadrana i evidentira-
nih ulomaka ljevkastih predmeta na polozaju
Gradusa — Lokve u Islamu Gr¢kom, s kojim u
vezu, po svemu sudedi, nalaz izvorno treba do-
vesti, ¢ini se da je rije¢ upravo o vrhu te vrste
kultnog keramickog predmeta.

itate only snake body and patterns or they add
certain symbolism to the object? Was the break
accidental or intentional? Did the bone objects
whose tip was formed in a similar way as the
ceramic object from Islam Greki have the same
symbolic function? Perhaps some new excava-
tions at the Neolithic site in Islam Gre¢ki might
improve our understanding of the rich religious
world of the eastern Adriatic Neolithic commu-
nities and provide answers to these questions.

CONCLUSION

Judging from the decoration, the object from
Islam Greki presented in this paper belongs to
the Middle Neolithic, that is the Danilo cul-
ture. On the basis of the damage on one side,
we can assume that it was placed vertically at
the top of a ceramic object. Judging from the
analogies from the eastern Adriatic region and
recorded fragments of funnel-shaped objects
at the site of Gradusa — Lokve in Islam Greki,
that seems to be the original findspot of the
object, in all likelihood it is exactly the top of
this kind of the cult ceramic object.

Translation: Marija Kostié
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T. 1l

TABLA 2. 1: preuzeto iz A. BENAG, 2012, sl. 9; 2: preuzeto iz S. BATOVIC 1979, T. LXXXIX, 3; 3: preuzeto iz

Z. BRUSIC, 2008, T. LX, 2; 4: preuzeto iz ]. KOROSEC, 1964, T. 33, 3, 5; 5: preuzeto iz A. BENAC, 2012, sl. 8; 6:
preuzeto iz S. BATOVIC, 1979, T. XCII, 5

TABLE 2 1: after A. BENAC, 2012, sl. 9; 2: after S. BATOVIC 1979, T. LXXXIX, 3; 3: after Z. BRUSIC, 2008, T. LX,
2; 4: after ]. KOROSEC, 1964, T. 33, 3, 5; 5: after A. BENAC, 2012, sl. 8; 6: after S. BATOVIC, 1979, T. XCII, 5
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T.1

TABLA 3. 1: preuzeto iz M. GIMBUTAS, 1996, Fig. 55, 56; 2: preuzeto iz A. BENAC, 2012, sl. 7; 3: preuzeto iz
S. KARAMANSKI, 2005, Tab. XXVII, 3; 4: preuzeto iz S. KARAMANSKI, 2005, Tab. XXVIII, 1; 5: preuzeto iz
M. GIMBUTAS, 1974, Fig. 31; 6: preuzeto iz R. E. MAZUROVSK], J. BASSAM, 2000, Fig. 8, 1; 7: preuzeto iz M.
BENZM, J. BAUER, 2013, Fig. 5, 5

TABLE 3 1: after M. GIMBUTAS, 1996, Fig. 55, 56; 2: after A. BENAC, 2012, sl. 7; 3: after S. KARAMANSKI,
2005, Tab. XXVTI, 3; 4: after S. KARAMANSKI, 2005, Tab. XXVIII, 1; 5: after M. GIMBUTAS, 1974, Fig. 31; 6:
after R. E MAZUROVSKI, J. BASSAM, 2000, Fig. 8, 1; 7: preuzeto iz M. BENZM, ]. BAUER, 2013, Fig. 5, 5
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