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LIBURNI AND THE CAPUT ADRIAE REGION IN THE
EARLY FIRST MILLENNIUM BC -
DISCUSSING THE LIBURNIAN TWO-PART BOW FIBULAE

LIBURNI I REGIJA CAPUT ADRIAE POCETKOM PRVOG
TISUCLJECA PR. KR. -
RAZMATRANJE LIBURNSKIH DVODIJELNIH LUCNIH FIBULA
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Key woRDS: The article examines two-part bow fibulae (of the Osor type, variant A, or I according
Adbiatic Sea, Skocjan in to D. Glogovic), which formed a part of female attire in the region of Liburnia during
the Karst region, Early the 9th and 8th centuries BC. Given their bow shapes and long, decorated pins these fib-
Iron Age, Liburni, two- ulae can be related to the two-part bow fibulae with conical helices also of the Osor type.
part bow fibulae Therefore, it can be presumed that the two-part bow fibulae discussed here originally

formed part of headdress decorations or elaborate hairstyles as well. Special attention is
given to the presence of such fibulae at the site of Skocjan, both at the necropolis and
within the hoard of Musja jama. As the site in question is fairly distant from the main
Liburnian region, the attested examples both of single-looped bow fibulae with two
knobs and of two-part bow fibulae are interpreted in relation to Skocjan as a Sacred
place” of supra-regional importance.

K1jUCNE RUECI: U &lanku se razmatraju dvodijelne lucne fibule (tipa Osor, inacica A odnosno I prema
Jadransko more, Skocjan D. Glogovic) koje su bile dio Zenske nosnje u Liburniji tijekom 9. i 8. stoljeéa pr. Kr.
u regiji Kras, starije S obzirom na oblik luka i dugalku, ukrasenu igly, te su fibule srodne dvodijelnim
Zeljezno doba, Liburni, lucnim fibulama sa stoZastim spiralama, takoder tipa Osor. Stoga se moZe pretpostaviti
dvodijelne lucne fibule da su razmatrane dvodijelne lucne fibule izvorno bile dio ukrasa oglavlja ili slozenih

frizura. Posebna se pozornost pridaje pojavi takvih fibula na lokalitetu Skocjan, i
na nekropoli i kao dio ostave u $pilji Musja jama. Buduéi da je taj lokalitet priliéno
udaljen od prostora pretezito naseljenog Liburnima, potvrdeni primjeri jednopetljastih
luénih fibula s dva dugmeta i dvodijelnih luinib fibula tumace se u odnosu na Skocjan
kao ,sveto mjesto (ija vagnost prelazi granice regije.
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According to ancient Greek and Roman
sources, the Liburni controlled the Adriatic Sea
in the early first millennium BC all the way to
the island of Corfu, from where they were driv-
en away in the second half of the 8th century
BC by Greeks respectively Corinthians,' who
at that time were beginning their colonisation
of Sicily and the coastal regions at the far south
of the Apennine Peninsula.? However, the role
of the Liburni in the upper part of the Adriat-
ic Sea - to the north of their core area between
the rivers Krka and Zrmanja, in the northern
Dalmatia region including also the Zadar Ar-
chipelago and Kvarner Islands® - still remains
somewhat unclear. In the light of several ancient
sources it can be inferred that control over the
rather narrow coastal area of Kvarner beneath
the Velebit mountain range alternated between
the Liburni and Iapodes,* while the river Rasa is
believed to have formed the frontier with their
northern neighbours the Histri, who settled the
Istrian Peninsula.’ However, taking into account
the material culture of the Histri, above all their
grave goods from extensive necropolises discov-
ered at Nesactium, Pula and Picugi,® it appears
that actual relations between the Histri and Li-
burni up to the first half of the first millenni-
um BC had been extremely limited.” The only

! M. SUIC, 1953; 8. BATOVIC, 1965, 55, 67; R. KATICIC,
1995a, 192-193; S. CACE, 2002, 83-86 (disputing the Li-
burnian thalassocracy).

For a general view on Greek colonisation of Southern Italy

and the Adriatic see the still classic works of e.g. J. BOAR-

DMAN, 1981, 190-225, 265-269; J. N. COLDSTREAM,

1977, 221-237, Fig. 72; G. PUGLIESE CARRATELLI,

1996, 141-149.

* §.BATOVIC, 1965, Fig. 22; S. BATOVIC, 1973; S. BATO-
VIC, 1987; §. BATOVIC, 2003; R. KATICIC, 1995b.

¢ S. CACE, 1987-1988. For archaeological aspects see D.
GLOGOVIC, 1989; D. GLOGOVIC, 1992.

5 K MIHOVILIC, 2013, 25-27.

¢ K. MIHOVILIC, 2013, 5-227. Typical pieces of Liburnian
jewellery in Istria, above all at Nesactium, only appear as late
as in the Hellenistic period, that is, in the period of the fifth
Liburnian phase, cf. K. MIHOVILIC, 1991, 161, Fig. 1, 21-
22; 2; K. MIHOVILIC, 1994-1995; K. MIHOVILIC, 2001,
265-267, Figs. 3-4; K. MIHOVILIC, 2002, 510, Pls. 5, 9-10.

7 Asan exception, we can mention only the bronze bracelets
with a V-shaped cross-section, which are characteristic of
phase I of the Istrian group and attested at several Istrian
sites. Cf. S. BATOVIC, 1960, 80, Map 2; K. MIHOVILIC,

178

Prema starogrékim i rimskim izvorima, Li-
burni su pocetkom prvog tisuélje¢a pr. Kr.
kontrolirali podrué¢je Jadranskog mora sve
do otoka Krfa, odakle su ih u drugoj polo-
vici 8. stolje¢a pr. Kr. otjerali Grei odnosno
Koriné¢ani,' koji su u to vrijeme zapoceli
kolonizaciju Sicilije i priobalja na krajnjem
jugu Apeninskog poluotoka.? Medutim, do-
nekle je jo$ uvijek nejasna uloga Liburna u
gornjem dijelu Jadranskog mora, sjeverno
od sredi$njeg podrudja njihova naseljavanja
u medurjedju Krke i Zrmanje, u sjevernoj
Dalmaciji, uklju¢ujuéi zadarske i kvarnerske
otoke.? Nekoliko antic¢kih izvora upuéuje na
to da su prili¢no uskim obalnim podruéjem
Kvarnera u podnozju Velebita naizmjeni¢no
vladali Liburni i Japodi,* dok se granicom
s njihovim sjevernim susjedima Histrima,
koji su drzali istarski poluotok, smatra rije-
ka Rasa.’ Medutim, uzimajuéi u obzir ma-
terijalnu kulturu Histra, ponajprije grobne
priloge s brojnih nekropola otkrivenih u
Nezakciju, Puli i Picugima,® ¢ini se da su
stvarni odnosi izmedu Histra i Liburna u
prvoj polovici prvog tisuélje¢a pr. Kr. bili
izrazito ograni¢eni.’” Jedina je iznimka im-
portirana apulska odnosno daunijska kera-
mika, ¢iji su se najstariji primjerci pojavili u

I M. SUIC, 1953; S. BATOVIC, 1965, 55, 67; R. KATICIC,
19952, 192-193; S. CACE, 2002, 83-86 (osporavanje li-
burnske talasokracije).

Za op¢i pregled grcke kolonizacije juzne Italije i Jadrana vi-

djeti jos uvijek klasi¢ne radove, npr. ]. BOARDMAN, 1981,

190-225, 265-269; ]. N. COLDSTREAM, 1977, 221-237,

sl. 72; G. PUGLIESE CARRATELLI, 1996, 141-149.

3 §.BATOVIC, 1965, sl. 22; S. BATOVIC, 1973; S. BATO-
VIC, 1987; S. BATOVIC, 2003; R. KATICIC, 1995b.

¢ S. CACE, 1987-1988. Za arheoloske aspekte vidjeti D.
GLOGOVIC, 1989; D. GLOGOVIC, 1992.

5 K.MIHOVILIC, 2013, 25-27.

§ K. MIHOVILIC, 2013, 5-227. Tipi¢ni primjerci liburn-
skog nakita u Istri, prije svega u Nezakciju, pojavljuju se tek
u helenisti¢kom razdoblju, tj. u razdoblju pete faze liburn-
ske kulture, usp. K. MIHOVILIC, 1991, 161, sl. 1, 21-22;
2; K. MIHOVILIC, 1994-1995; K. MIHOVILIC, 2001,
265-267, sl. 3-4; K. MIHOVILIC, 2002, 510, T. 5, 9-10.

7 Kao iznimka mogu se spomenuti samo bronc¢ane narukvi-
ce dvoslivnog presjeka, koje su karakteristi¢ne za prvu fazu
istarske skupine i koje su potvrdene na nekoliko nalazista u
Istri. Usp. S. BATOVIC, 1960, 80, karta 2; K. MTHOVILIC,
2013, 130-137, sl. 72-73, 76.
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exceptions are imports of Apulian or Daunian
pottery, the oldest examples of which had al-
ready appeared in Istria during the 8th century
BC.? Apulian pottery is generally considered as
a direct proof for the importation of not only
appealingly decorated ceramics, but above all
of the “sweet” southern Italian wine to sites
along the eastern Adriatic coast all the way to
Istria and the Caput Adriae region with, in its
hinterland, culture groups such as Dolenjska.
While the heyday of such trading can be placed
primarily in the 7th and early 6th century BC,
it is believed to have been managed specifically
by the Liburni.” This premise is confirmed also
by the otherwise sparse finds of foreign jewellery
discovered in the Liburnian region, the origin
area of which is presumed to have been cultur-
al groups from the continental hinterland of
the Adpriatic. Several artefacts, above all fibulae,
represent indisputable evidence of relations be-
tween Liburnia and its trade partners attracted
by Apulian pottery and wine. Such is the case
with the two-looped bow fibulae, which have
been attested up to now only in rare instances
across the Adriatic region, ' as for example at the

2013, 130-137, Figs. 72-73, 76.

8 D. GLOGOVIC, 1979, 69-75, Pls. 1-2; 6, 1; K. MIHOVI-
LIC, 1995, 294-295, Fig. 14,PL. 4,2; K. MIHOVILIC, 2013,
184-187, Figs. 106-107.

®  B. TERZAN, 1995, 98-100, Figs. 15; 36; K. MIHOVILIC,
1995, 294-298, Fig. 14; P. TURK, I. MURGELJ, 2008, 165-
171, Figs. 10-12. Somewhat older contacts between Liburnia
and Apulia are discussed also in e.g. M. KUNSTELJ, 2018.

10 The distribution map in R. MULLER, 2009, 194-195, Fig.
203, which schematically presents the dispersal of two-
looped bow fibulae is misleading, as this fibula type was
not common among the population in the coastal areas of
the Adriatic, neither for the Liburni nor for the Iapodes
or Histri. Cf. S. GABROVEC, 1970. Moreover, it should
be mentioned that the maps indicating the ethnic lines of
population in the aforementioned study (R. MULLER,
2009, 164, Figs. 174, 188) are not adequate, since neither
the Liburni nor Histri can be linguistically connected
with Illyrian in its wider sense, but were rather grouped
together with the Veneti in the North Adriatic linguistic
group. Cf. R. KATICIC, 1964, 24-25, 48-50; R. KATICIC,
1976, 179; J. SASEL, 1977, 365-382; J. SASEL, 1992, 124-
141, Fig. 2. Likewise, also the archaeologically analysed
material culture of the Liburni or Histri does not attest to
contacts and similarities with cultures in the interior of the
Western Balkans, among which some are associated with
the Illyrians.

Istri ve¢ tijekom 8. stoljeéa pr. Kr.® Apulska
keramika opéenito se smatra izravnim doka-
zom importa ne samo te upecatljivo ukra-
sene keramike ve¢ prije svega ,slatkog® juz-
notalijanskog vina na lokalitete duzZ isto¢ne
jadranske obale sve do Istre i Caput Adriae,
uklju¢ujuéi kulturne skupine u zaledu, kao
$to je dolenjska skupina. Vrhunac te trgovi-
ne ponajprije se povezuje sa 7. stolje¢em i
pocetkom 6. stoljeéa pr. Kr., a vjeruje se da
je bila u rukama Liburna.’ Tu pretpostavku
potvrduju i inade rijetki nalazi stranog na-
kita u Liburniji ¢ije podrijetlo treba traziti
medu kulturnim skupinama iz kontinental-
nog zaleda Jadrana. Nekoliko predmeta, pri-
je svega fibula, neosporno potvrduje odnose
izmedu Liburnije i njezinih trgovinskih par-
tnera koje su privlacili apulska keramika i
vino. Medu tim su predmetima dvopetljaste
lu¢ne fibule, dosad potvrdene samo u rijet-
kim slucajevima diljem Jadrana,'* primjerice
na lokalitetu Grobnik,'" gdje oznac¢avaju put
s podrucja Kvarnera u kontinentalno zalede,
odnosno s otoka Visa,'? pa ¢ak i iz daunij-

8 D. GLOGOVIC, 1979, 69-75, T. 1-2; 6, 1; K. MIHOVI-
LIC, 1995, 294-295, sl. 14, T. 4, 2; K. MIHOVILIC, 2013,
184-187, sl. 106-107.

*  B. TERZAN, 1995, 98-100, sl. 15; 36; K. MIHOVILIC,
1995, 294-298, sl. 14; P. TURK, I. MURGEL]J, 2008, 165-
171, sl. 10-12. O nesto starijim kontaktima izmedu Libur-
nije i Apulije rije¢ je i u npr. M. KUNSTELJ, 2018.

10 Karta rasprostranjenosti u R. MULLER, 2009, 194-195, sl.
203, na kojoj je shematski prikazana rasprenost dvopet-
Jjastih lu¢nih fibula, navodi na pogresne zakljucke jer taj
tip fibule nije bio uobi¢ajen medu stanovnistvom obalnog
prostora Jadrana, ni medu Liburnima ni Japodima ni Hi-
strima. Usp. S. GABROVEC, 1970. Osim toga, treba napo-
menuti da karte u navedenoj studiji na kojima su oznacene
etnicke granice stanovnistva (R. MULLER, 2009, 164, sl
174, 188) nisu prikladne s obzirom na to da se ni Liburni
ni Histri ne mogu povezati s ilirskim jezikom u njegovu
$irem smislu, nego su zajedno s Venetima svrstani u sje-
vernojadransku jezi¢nu skupinu. Usp. R. KATICIC, 1964,
24-25, 48-50; R. KATICIC, 1976, 179; J. SASEL, 1977,
365-382; J. SASEL, 1992, 124-141, sl. 2. Isto tako, arheo-
loski analizirana materijalna kultura Liburna ili Histra ne
potvrduje kontakte ni sli¢nosti s kulturama u unutra$njosti
zapadnog Balkana medu kojima se neke povezuju s Iliri-
ma.

" D. GLOGOVIC, 1989, T. 25, 1; D. GLOGOVIC, 2003, 59,
T. 50, 433; M. BLECIC KAVUR, 2004, 83-84, sl. 2, 11.

12 B.KIRIGIN, 1986, 19, br. 10; D. GLOGOVIC, 2003, 59, T.
50, 434.
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site of Grobnik,' signposting the passage from
the Kvarner area to the continental hinterland,
or from the island of Vis'? and even from the
Daunian centre of Ordona.” They clearly tes-
tify to the contacts established by the Adriatic
seafarers with one of the Hallstatt communities
living between the south-eastern Alpine region
and the Western Balkan — Glasinac area, where
such a fibula type with its numerous variants
represented characteristic jewellery of female at-
tire during the 8th and early 7th century BC,
that is, in the Ha C1/ Sv. Lucija I b-¢/ Podze-
melj — Sti¢na 1 period of the Dolenjska group
or in the period IV a-b of the Glasinac culture.'
Evidence for somewhat later relations between
the Liburni and one of the south-eastern Alpine
communities, from the period of the late 7th
and early 6th century BC, can be found in the
frequently cited and discussed grave from Zaton
near Nin, among the opulent jewellery of which
also fibulae of south-eastern Alpine provenance
are attested.”

This portrayal can be complemented in an
intriguing way with finds from Skocjan in the
Kras/Karst region, a particularly scenic place,
where the river Reka sinks into the karstic un-
derground only to reappear again as the Ti-
mavo with its nine sources springing out from
the rock, close to the coastline of the Gulf of
Trieste.'® Both sites were already seen as sacred
in later prehistory; the source of Timavo River
especially must have been particularly illustrious
if we take into account the references made by
various ancient authors.”” Among the numerous

1 D.GLOGOVIC, 1989, PL. 25, 1; D. GLOGOVIC, 2003, 59,
PL 50, 433; M. BLECIC KAVUR, 2004, 83-84, Fig. 2, 11.

12 B, KIRIGIN, 1986, 19, No. 10; D. GLOGOVIC, 2003, 59,
Pl 50, 434.

13 B.TERZAN, 1995, 97, 140-141, Figs. 20; 30, 2.

1 S. GABROVEGC, 1970, 32-43, Map 1; for chronological
orientation cf. also S. GABROVEC, 1987, 40-41, 125-126,
158, Figs 1, 13-16; 7, 5-7; 9, 11, 13-14; B. COVIC, 1987,
583-594, Figs. 33, 5-6, 8-9; 34, 17, 27-28.

15§ BATOVIC, 1962, Y 38; E STARE, 1970, Pls. 1-2; B. TER-
ZAN, 1995, 99, Fig. 36; S. KUKOC, 2009, 164, Fig. 238; S.
KUKOC, 2016, Fig. 42.

16 Cf G. CUSCITO etal., 1990, 31-59, 61, 89.

17 R. KATICIC 1995, 206-207, 306-307, 377; L. BRACCESI,
1984, 84, 98-101; L. BRACESSI, 2017.
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skog sredista, Ordone."® One jasno svjedoce
o kontaktima koje su jadranski pomorci us-
postavili s jednom od hal$tatskih zajednica
koja je Zivjela izmedu prostora jugoisto¢nih
Alpa i zapadnog Balkana — podrudja Glasin-
ca, gdje je takav tip fibule sa svojim brojnim
inacicama predstavljao karakteristican nakit
na zenskoj no$nji tijekom 8. i pocetkom 7.
stolje¢a, odnosno u razdoblju Ha C1 / Sw.
Lucija I b-c / Podzemelj — Sti¢na 1 dolenj-
ske skupine ili u razdoblju IV a-b glasinacke
kulture.' Dokazi nesto kasnijih odnosa iz-
medu Liburna i jedne od jugoisto¢noalpskih
zajednica, iz razdoblja s kraja 7. i podetka
6. stolje¢a pr. Kr., mogu se pronaéi u Cesto
navodenom i razmatranom grobu iz Zatona
kraj Nina, medu ¢ijim su bogatim nakitom
takoder ustanovljene fibule jugoisto¢noalp-
skog podrijetla.”

Taj se prikaz moZe na intrigantan nacin
nadopuniti nalazima iz Skocjana na Krasu,
posebno pitoresknog mjesta na kojem rijeka
Reka ponire u krsko podzemlje i ponovno se
pojavljuje na povrsini kao rijeka Timavo sa
svojih devet izvora koji izviru iz stijene, u bli-
zini obale Tr$¢anskog zaljeva.'® Oba su loka-
liteta smatrana svetima ve¢ u kasnijoj prapo-
vijesti; izvor rijeke Timavo vjerojatno je bio
osobito znamenit uzimajuéi u obzir njegovo
spominjanje u raznim antickim izvorima."
Medu brojnim arheoloskim lokalitetima iz
razli¢itih razdoblja na podru¢ju Skocjana,'®
ovdje bi trebalo posebno izdvojiti dva: $pilju
Musja jama ili Jama na Prevali II" i ravnu

13 B.TERZAN, 1995, 97, 140-141, sl. 20; 30, 2.

4 S, GABROVEC, 1970, 32-43, karta 1; za kronolosku ori-
jentaciju usp. takoder S. GABROVEC, 1987, 40-41, 125-
126,158, sl. 1, 13-16; 7, 5-7; 9, 11, 13-14; B. COVIC, 1987,
583-594, sl. 33, 5-6, 8-9; 34, 17, 27-28.

15§ BATOVIC, 1962, Y 38; E STARE, 1970, T. 1-2; B. TER-
7ZAN, 1995, 99, sl. 36; S. KUKOC, 2009, 164, sl. 238; S. KU-
KOG, 2016, sl. 42.

16 Usp. G. CUSCITO et al., 1990, 31-59, 61, 89.

7 R.KATICIC, 1995, 206-207, 306-307, 377; L. BRACCES]I,
1984, 84, 98-101; L. BRACESSI, 2017.

18 P TURK, K. HROBAT, P. BRATINA, 2016, 55-62, sl. 33; B.
TERZAN, 20164, 415-430.

1 A. MIHEVC, 2016; B. TERZAN, E. BORGNA, P. TURK,
2016.
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FIGURE 1 Bow fibulae with two knobs on the bow from Skocjan: 1 — Musja jama, hoard (after B. TERZAN, E.
BORGNA, P. TURK, 2016, P. 65, 1); 2 - Brezec, grave 114 (after L. RUARO LOSERI et al., 1977, PL. X, 114)
SLIKA 1. Lucna fibula s dva dugmeta na luku iz Skocjana: 1 - Musja jama, ostava (prema B. TERZAN, E.
BORGNA, P. TURK, 2016, T. 65, 1); 2 - Brezec, grob 114 (prema L. RUARO LOSERI et al,, 1977, T. X, 114)

archaeological locations from various periods'®
comprising the environs of Skocjan, two in par-
ticular should be mentioned here: the cave of
Mugja jama or Jama na Prevali II' and the flat
cremation necropolis of Brezec.”

In the depths of Musja jama Cave a hoard was
discovered in the early years of the past centu-
ry, containing more than 800 objects, among
which various types of weapon prevail, while a
relatively large part of the hoard can be described
as completely smashed and broken bronze ves-
sels of prestige character.”’ In this regard, the
fragment of a large bow fibula with two knobs
on the bow attracts particular attention and rep-
resents one of the few finds of female jewellery
in this hoard. It can be attributed to the Adriat-
ic-Liburnian variant of the bow fibulae which
has two knobs on the bow (Fig. 1, 1), and itself
has two sub-variants and is characteristic — as al-
ready indicated by the name — of female attire
in the region of Liburnia, that is, in northern
Dalmatia and its immediate vicinity (Fig. 2).*
Fibulae of the same type are present also among
the grave goods of the necropolis at Brezec,

18 P TURK, K. HROBAT, P. BRATINA, 2016, 55-62, Fig. 33;
B. TERZAN, 2016a, 415-430.

1 A. MIHEVC, 2016; B. TERZAN, E. BORGNA, P. TURK,
2016.

2 L, RUARO LOSERI et al,, 1977.

2 P TURK, 2016, 63-66, Fig. 14; B. TERZAN, 2016a, 402-
405, Fig. 146.

2§ VITRI, 1983, 145-149, Pl. 42, 8; B. TERZAN, 2016b,
233-240, Figs. 76, 1-4; 77; PL. 65, 7.

zganu/ ili ravnu nekropolu sa paljevinskim
grobovima Brezec.?

Pocetkom proslog stolje¢ca u dubinama
Musje jame otkrivena je ostava s vise od 800
predmeta medu kojima prednjade razne vr-
ste oruzja, a razmjerno velik dio ostave moze
se opisati kao potpuno razbijeno i slomljeno
bronéano posude prestiznog karaktera.! U
tom pogledu ulomak velike lu¢ne fibule s dva
dugmeta na luku privlaci posebnu pozornost
i jedan je od rijetkih nalaza Zenskog nakita u
toj ostavi. Moze se pripisati jadransko-liburn-
skoj inacici lu¢nih fibula s dva dugmeta na
luku (SI. 1, 1), koja ima dvije podinacice te je
karakteristi¢éna — kako je ve¢ naznaceno nazi-
vom — za zensku no$nju u Liburniji, odnosno
u sjevernoj Dalmaciji i njezinoj blizoj okolici
(SL. 2).% Fibule istog tipa prisutne su i medu
grobnim prilozima nekropole Brezec, gdje se
pojavljuju u cak pet ili $est grobova (SI. 1, 2;
7).2> Na lokalitetu BreZec te su fibule vazne
i u kronoloskom smislu jer oznacavaju gro-
bove prve, pocetne faze nekropole, priblizno

#  L.RUARO LOSERI et al., 1977.

2 P.TURK, 2016, 63-66, sl. 14; B. TERZAN, 2016a, 402-405,
sl. 146.

2 S VITRI, 1983, 145-149, T. 42, 8; B. TERZAN, 2016b,
233-240, sl. 76, 1-4; 77; T. 65, 7.

»  S.VITRI, 1983, 142, T. 40, grob 272, 2; L. RUARO LOSERI
etal, 1977, T. VIIL, grob 91, 2; IX, grob 112, 7; X, grob 116,
1, grob 114, 1; XXIII, grob 272, 2. U tim su grobovima,
kao i u ostalim paljevinskim, grobni prilozi ¢esto sacuvani
samo kao ulomci pa ih nije uvijek moguce to¢no odrediti.
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F1GURE 2 Distribution map of the Adriatic-Liburnian (I-1I) and Adriatic-Iapodic variants (III) of bow fibulae with
two knobs on the bow (after B. TERZAN, 2016b, 235-240, Figs. 77; 76, 1-6)

SLIKA 2. Karta rasprostranjenosti jadransko-liburnskih (I-1I) i jadransko-japodskih inacica (III) lucnih fibula s
dva dugmeta na luku (prema B. TERZAN, 2016b, 235-240, Sl. 77; 76, 1-6)

where they appear in as many as five or even six
graves (Fig. 1, 2; 7).* At Brezec these fibulae are
relevant also in the chronological sense, as they
designate the graves of the first, initial phase of

» S. VITRI, 1983, 142, PL. 40, grave 272, 2; L. RUARO LO-
SERI et al,, 1977, Pls. VIII, grave 91, 2; IX, grave 112, 7; X,
grave 116, 1, grave 114, 1; XXIII, grave 272, 2. In these, as
in other cremation graves, the grave goods are frequently
preserved only in fragments and consequently their exact
identification is not always possible.
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datirane u 11. i 10. stolje¢e pr. Kr.** Stoga je
pocetna faza te nekropole istodobna s prvom
fazom liburnske kulture kako ju je definirao
Sime Batovi¢ u svojem temeljnom istraZiva-

# O kronoloskim fazama nekropole Brezec raspravljalo se u
viSe navrata, $to je dovelo do nekoliko prijedloga za nje-
zinu periodizaciju, koji se, medutim, medusobno bitno
ne razlikuju. Usp. L. RUARO LOSERI et al., 1977, 39-42,
sl. 12; M. GUSTIN, 1979, 18-31, sl. 6, 6a, 11; C. BELAR-
DELLI, C. GIARDINO, A. MALIZIA, 1990.
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the necropolis, approximately dated to the peri-
od of the 11th and 10th century BC.** Hence,
its beginning is simultaneous with the Liburni-
an phase I, as has been defined by Sime Batovi¢
in his fundamental study from 1965.%

Yet more significant appears the fact that both
in the hoard from Musja jama as well as in sever-
al other graves at Brezec various other objects are
likewise attested that clearly point to connections
established with northern Adriatic communi-
ties, either Liburnian or Iapodic. These include
the tutuli-shaped buttons, wide-banded brace-
lets and bracelets with a V-shaped cross-section,
attested, for example, in one of the richest graves
from the first phase of the necropolis at Brezec
— grave 155.%

However, graves indicating connections with
the northern Adriatic or Liburnian area are not
limited only to the earliest period of the Brezec
necropolis, but are attested also in the next
phase of the cemetery, which can be approxi-
mately dated to the 9th and 8th century BC.
Standing out among these in particular are the
graves containing two-part bow fibulae as part
of the attire, which, however, are mostly pre-
served only in fragments. Hence, in grave 111
from the Gombac lot (Fondo Gombac) only the

2 Chronological phases at the necropolis of Brezec have

been discussed on many occasions, leading to several pro-
posals of its periodisation, which, however, do not essenti-
ally differ among each other. Cf. L. RUARO LOSERI et al,,
1977, 39-42, Fig. 12; M. GUSTIN, 1979, 18-31, Figs. 6, 6a,
11; C. BELARDELLI, C. GIARDINO, A. MALIZIA, 1990.

» S, BATOVIC, 1965, 58-60, Figs. 7-8, 21. Batovi¢ changed
his chronological scheme for the Liburnian area in his later
studies and designated as phase I the material culture of
the 9th century BC, which repeatedly confuses understan-
ding of the beginning of Liburnian culture group. See e.g.
S. BATOVIC, 1981, 17, 99; S. BATOVIC, 1983; S. BATO-
VIC, 1987, 905 (chronological table). In the present article
we refer to the initial periodisation of Liburnian culture
according to Batovic, that is, to S. BATOVIC, 1965.

% L.RUARO LOSERI et al., 1977, Pls. XIV, 23-24; XV, 45, 47.
For tutuli-shaped buttons cf. also E. LO SCHIAVO, 1970,
479, PL. XLII, 1; for bracelets with V-shaped cross-section
cf. E LO SCHIAVO, 1970, 473, Pl. XXXVIII, 13; M. BLE-
CIC KAVUR, 2014, 87, Fig. 49; for the wide banded brace-
lets, an example of which is attested also among the finds
from the hoard at Musja jama, cf. E LO SCHIAVO, 1970,
473, Pl. XXXVIII, 16; B. TERZAN, 2016c, 269-277, Figs.
83; 85,1; 86; Pl. 66, 2.

nju iz 1965.”

Jo$ je vaznija Cinjenica da su u ostavi iz
Musje jame i u nekoliko grobova na lokali-
tetu Brezec potvrdeni i razni drugi predmeti
koji jasno upucuju na veze uspostavljene sa
sjevernojadranskim — liburnskim ili japod-
skim — zajednicama. Medu njima su dugmad
u obliku tutula, narukvice sa Sirokom trakom
i narukvice dvoslivnog presjeka potvrdene,
primjerice, u jednom od najbogatijih grobova
iz prve faze nekropole Brezec — grobu 155.%

Medutim, grobovi koji upucuju na pove-
zanost sa sjevernojadranskim i liburnskim
podru¢jem nisu ograniceni samo na najranije
razdoblje nekropole Brezec, nego su potvrde-
ni i u sljedecoj fazi groblja, koja se priblizno
moze datirati u 9. i 8. stoljeée pr. Kr. Medu
njima se posebno isticu grobovi koji sadrza-
vaju dvodijelne lu¢ne fibule kao dio nosnje,
koje su, doduse, sacuvane uglavnom samo
u ulomcima. Dakle, iz groba 111 s parcele
Gombac (Fondo Gombac), prisutnost dvodi-
jelne fibule potvrduje samo igla s kuglastom
glavicom i perforiranim vratom, iznad koje je
diskasto zadebljanje (SI. 3, 1). Prema analogi-
jama iz Liburnije, igla je mogla biti dio dvo-
dijelne luéne ili dvodijelne zmijaste fibule.”

% §.BATOVIC, 1965, 58-60, sl. 7-8, 21. Batovi¢ je u kasnijim
istrazivanjima promijenio svoju kronolosku shemu za po-
drucje Liburnije i kao prvu fazu odredio materijalnu kul-
turu 9. stoljeca pr. Kr.,, ¢ime je ponovno izazvao nejasnoce
u razumijevanju pocetka liburnske kulturne skupine. Vi-
djeti npr. S. BATOVIC, 1981, 17, 99; S. BATOVIC, 1983;
S. BATOVIC, 1987, 905 (kronologka tablica). U ovom se
¢lanku pozivamo na pocetnu periodizaciju liburnske kul-
ture prema Batovi¢u, odnosno na S. BATOVIC, 1965.

% L.RUARO LOSERI et al., 1977, T. X1V, 23-24; XV, 45, 47.
Za dugmad u obliku tutula usp. takoder E. LO SCHIAVO,
1970, 479, T. XLII, 1; za narukvice dvoslivnog presjeka usp.
E LO SCHIAVO, 1970, 473, T. XXXVIII, 13; M. BLECIC
KAVUR, 2014, 87, sl. 49; za narukvice sa $irokom trakom,
¢iji je primjer potvrden i medu nalazima iz ostave u Musjoj
jami, usp. E LO SCHIAVO, 1970, 473, T. XXXVIII, 16; B.
TERZAN, 2016¢, 269-277, sl. 83; 85,1; 86; T. 66, 2.

¥ L. RUARO LOSERI et al, 1977, 79-80, T. IX, grob 111,
1. Za dvodijelne lu¢ne fibule usp. npr. primjerak fibule iz
Novalje na otoku Pagu: S. BATOVIC, 1973, T. CIII, 2; za
dvodijelne zmijaste fibule usp. npr. primjerak fibule iz Gri-
7ana: D. GLOGOVIC, 2003, T. 47, 357. Vilo je sli¢na igla
dvodijelne fibule iz tumula u Biljanima Donjim izmedu
Zadra i Obrovca: S. BATOVIC, 1959, 56-57, sl. 2; M. BLE-
CIC KAVUR, 2014, 125, sl. 71. Ako uzmemo u obzir da se
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FIGURE 3 Two-part bow fibulae from BreZec near Skocjan: 1-2 - grave 111; 3 - grave 154 (after L. RUARO

LOSERI et al., 1977, Pls. IX, 111; XIII, 154)

SLIKA 3. Dvodijelne lucne fibule iz BreZeca kod Skocjana: 1-2 - grob 111; 3 - grob 154 (prema L. RUARO LOSERI

etal, 1977, T. IX, 111; XIII, 154)

pin with a globular head and perforated neck,
above which is a disc-shaped thickening, testi-
fies to the presence of a two-part fibula (Fig. 3,
1). As demonstrated by the analogies from the
Liburnian region, the pin could have formed
part of either a two-part bow or two-part ser-
pentine fibula.”” Several bronze fragments of a
bow fibula have been found also in grave 154
from the Gombac¢ lot (Fondo Gombac), compris-
ing a high fibula bow decorated with fine ribs

¥ L.RUARO LOSERI et al., 1977, 79-80, P1. IX, grave 111, 1.
For two-part bow fibulae cf. e.g. the fibula example from
Novalja on the island of Pag: S. BATOVIC, 1973, P. CIIJ,
2; for two-part serpentine fibulae cf. e.g. fibula example
from Grizane: D. GLOGOVIC, 2003, PL. 47, 357. Very si-
milar is also the pin of a two-part fibula from the tumulus
at Biljane Donje between Zadar and Obrovac: S. BATO-
VIC, 1959, 56-57, Fig. 2; M. BLECIC KAVUR, 2014, 125,
Fig. 71. Taking into account that among the grave goods of
grave 111 also a fragment of sword is mentioned, it seems
more likely that the pin belonged to a two-part serpentine
fibula, which is characteristic of male attire in this period.
Cf. B. TERZAN, 2016b, 255-267, Figs. 79, 2-3; 80; 82, 1.
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Nekoliko broncanih ulomaka lu¢ne fibule
pronadeno je i u grobu 154 parcele Gombac¢
(Fondo Gombac), tocnije visoko oblikova-
ni luk fibule ukrasen finim narebrenjima ili
pseudotordiran, ulomak petlje s cetverokut-
nim dijelom od prijelaza luka fibule u dis-
kastu nozicu (koja, medutim, nije sacuvana)
i nekoliko primjeraka igle fibule (SI. 3, 3).%
Istom tipu dvodijelne lu¢ne fibule najvje-
rojatnije bismo mogli, iako ne s potpunom
sigurno$¢u, pripisati ulomak jedne od fibula
iz groba 131 na parceli Gombac¢ (Fondo Gom-
bac) te ulomke iz grobova 50 i 73 (Sl. 7).%

Unato¢ fragmentiranosti, fibula iz groba 154

medu grobnim prilozima iz groba 111 spominje i ulomak
maca, ¢ini se vjerojatnijim da je igla pripadala dvodijelnoj
zmijastoj fibuli, koja je karakteristi¢na za musku no$nju iz
tog razdoblja. Usp. B. TERZAN, 2016b, 255-267, sL. 79,
2-3; 80; 82, 1.

# L.RUARO LOSERI et al., 1977, 88-89, T. XIII, grob 154.

# L.RUARO LOSERI et al., 1977, 84, T. XI, grob 131, 1b; V,
grob 50, 1; VII, grob 73, 2.
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or pseudo-torsion, a fragment of a loop with a
quadrangular section from the transition of the
fibula bow to a disc-shaped foot (which, how-
ever, is not preserved) and several pieces of the
fibula pin (Fig. 3, 3).% To the same type of two-
part bow fibula we could most likely, although
not with complete certainty, ascribe the frag-
ment of one of the fibula bows from grave 131
of the Gombac lot (Fondo Gombac) as well as
the fragments from graves 50 and 73 (Fig. 7).”
In spite of its fragmentary state of preservation,
the fibula from grave 154 can undoubtedly be
classified as a two-part bow fibula type, charac-
teristic of female attire in the Liburnian cultural
sphere. Its best analogy is the completely pre-
served, splendid fibula example from grave 26
at Nin (Fig. 4, 1).° The latter features a com-
pletely identical form of the bow with finely
ribbed decoration of pseudo-torsion, whereas its
pin with a twisted neck is likewise very similar
to the already-mentioned fibula pin broken in
three pieces from grave 154 at Brezec. The same
form of fibula bow and pin with a twisted neck
can be observed also on another fibula example,
kept by the Archacological Museum in Zadar
and unfortunately without further information
regarding its Liburnian findspot.*!

Apart from Fulvia Lo Schiavo, two-part bow
fibulae have been discussed in detail above all
by Dunja Glogovi¢. She designated them as the
Osor type and made distinctions among the type
two variants.*> The first variant comprises two-
part fibulae with conical helices on the bow and
disc-shaped feet with engraved decorations.® A
larger number of such fibulae have in fact been

»#  L.RUARO LOSERI et al., 1977, 88-89, P1. XIII, grave 154.

» L.RUARO LOSERI et al,, 1977, 84, P. XI, grave 131, 1b; V,
grave 50, 1; VII, grave 73, 2.

% S, BATOVIC, 1981, 99-102, Figs. 4, 5; 5; S. BATOVIC,
1987, PL. XXXVII, 13; D. GLOGOVIC, 1989, Pl. 23, 3; D.
GLOGOVIC, 2003, 44, P1. 46, 346.

3 D.GLOGOVIC, 2003, 44, P1. 46, 345.

2 E LO SCHIAVO, 1970, 434, Pl. XXVT]I, 1, 3; D. GLOGO-

VIC, 1989, 25-28, Pls. 22-23, 5; D. GLOGOVIC, 2003, 43-

45, Pls. 43-45.

For the engraved decoration on various bronze objects

from the Liburnian area and its symbolic message cf. S.

KUKOC, 2016.

nesumnjivo pripada tipu dvodijelne lu¢ne fi-
bule koja je karakteristi¢na za zensku no$nju
liburnskoga kulturnog kruga. Njoj najbliza
analogija potpuno je sa¢uvan, prekrasan pri-
mjerak fibule iz groba 26 u Ninu (8. 4, 1).%°
Potonja ima potpuno identi¢an oblik luka s
finim ukrasnim narebrenjima ili pseudotor-
diran, a njezina igla s tordiranim vratom vrlo
je sli¢na ve¢ spomenutoj igli fibule slomljenoj
na tri dijela iz brezeckoga groba 154. Isti se
oblik luka i igle s tordiranim vratom fibule
takoder moze primijetiti na drugom primjer-
ku fibule, pohranjenom u Arheoloskom mu-
zeju u Zadru, o ¢ijem nalazi$tu na podrudju
Liburnije, nazalost, nema dodatnih informa-
cija.’!

Osim Fulvije Lo Schiavo, dvodijelnim lu¢-
nim fibulama detaljno se bavila ponajprije
Dunja Glogovi¢. Nazvala ih je fibulama tipa
Osor te razdvojila unutar tog tipa dvije inadi-
ce.”> Prva su inacica dvodijelne fibule sa sto-
zastim spiralama na luku i diskastim nozica-
ma s graviranim ukrasima.”> Naime, ve¢i broj
takvih fibula otkriven je u Osoru na otoku
Cresu pa se njihov naziv ¢ini primjerenim ili
u najmanju ruku prikladnim. Kao $to smo
ve¢ nastojali pokazati u jednoj od prethod-
nih studija, u kojoj su se razmatrali grobovi
imu¢nih Zena u Osoru, Ninu i Zatonu kraj
Nina, te su fibule bile nakit s posebnom sim-
bolickom porukom i krasile su prije svega ce-
remonijalnu odje¢u, najvjerojatnije oglavlja
ili frizure za svecane prigode, a vjerojatno su
pripadale tek udanim djevojkama, zemljopo-
sjednicama ili ¢ak sveéenicama.

Drugu je inacicu D. Glogovi¢ opisala kao
inacicu A dvodijelnih lu¢nih fibula. Iako i tu

3§ BATOVIC, 1981, 99-102, sl. 4, 5; 5; S. BATOVIC, 1987,
T. XXXVII, 13; D. GLOGOVIC, 1989, T. 23, 3; D. GLO-
GOVIC, 2003, 44, T. 46, 346.

3 D. GLOGOVIC, 2003, 44, T. 46, 345.

%2 E LO SCHIAVO, 1970, 434, T. XXVII, 1, 3; D. GLOGO-
VIC, 1989, 25-28, T. 22-23, 5; D. GLOGOVIC, 2003, 43—
45, T. 43-45.

3 Za gravirane ukrase na raznim bron¢anim predmetima
s podru¢ja Liburnije i njihove simbolicke poruke usp. S.
KUKOG, 2016.

3 B.TERZAN, 2013; vidi i S. KUKOC, 2012.
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FIGURE 4 Nin, grave 26 (after S. BATOVIC, 1976, Fig. 13)
SLIKA 4. Nin, grob 26 (prema S. BATOVIC, 1976, Sl. 13)

discovered at Osor on the island of Cres, there-
fore their denomination seems appropriate or at
least adequate. As we have already tried to show
in a previous study, which took into considera-
tion the wealthy female graves from Osor, Nin
and Zaton near Nin, these fibulae represented
a jewellery with special symbolic message and
adorned above all the ceremonial garments,
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inacicu karakterizira visoki luk, ukras na nje-
mu u obliku finih narebrenja ili pseudotorzi-
je skromniji je, dok je disk na nozici ukrasen
na sli¢an nacin kao na fibulama tipa Osor.”®

35 FE LO SCHIAVO, 1970, 434, T. XXVIL 3; D. GLOGOVIC,
1989, 25, T. 23, 1-3 (oznaceno kao inacica II); D. GLOGO-
VIC, 2003, 44-45, T, 46, 345-348 (oznaceno kao inadica
A).
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FIGURE 5 Two-part bow fibulae: 1-3 - Novalja on the island of Pag, Dabovi Stani, selection from the grave (after S.
BATOVIC, 1973, PL. CIII, 1-2); 4 - Punat on the island of Krk (after B. MADER, 2005, Fig. 3); 5 - Ljuba¢ (after

D. GLOGOVIC, 1999, P1. 1, 2)

SLIKA 5. Dvodijelne lu¢ne fibule: 1-3 — Novalja na otoku Pagu, Dabovi Stani, izbor iz groba (prema S. BATOVIC,
1973, T. CIII, 1-2); 4 - Punat na otoku Krku (prema B. MADER, 2005, SL. 3); 5 - Ljuba¢ (prema D. GLOGOVIC,

1999, T. 1,2)

most likely festive headdresses or hairstyles,
which possibly belonged to newly married gitls,
ladies of the house or even priestesses.*

The second variant was described by D.
Glogovi¢ as variant A of the two-part bow fibu-
lae. Its characteristics are likewise the high bow,
which bears however a more modest decoration
composed of fine ribs or pseudo-torsion, while
the foot disc is ornamented in a similar man-
ner as on the Osor-type fibulae.®® Hence, the
two fibulae from the aforementioned graves at
Brezec near Skocjan can also be attributed to the
latter variant of the two-part bow fibula (Fig. 3).
We should mention one further example of a
bow fibula with a similar fine bow decoration
and disc foot, which was discovered at anoth-

3 B.TERZAN, 2013; cf. also S. KUKOG, 2012.

% E LO SCHIAVO, 1970, 434, P. XXVII, 3; D. GLOGOVIC,
1989, 25, Pl. 23, 1-3 (marked as variant II); D. GLOGO-
VIC, 2003, 44-45, P1. 46, 345-348 (marked as variant A).

Potonjoj se inacici dvodijelne lu¢ne fibule
stoga mogu pripisati dvije fibule iz spome-
nutih grobova u Brezecu kod Skocjana (SI.
3). Treba spomenuti jo$ jednu lu¢nu fibulu
sa slicnim finim ukrasom na luku i diskom
na nozici, otkrivenu na drugoj nekropoli na
prostoru Skocjana, to¢nije, na groblju Gri¢
iznad Lisicine, iako je rije¢ o jednodijelnoj,
a ne dvodijelnoj fibuli.’® Takve jednodijelne
lu¢ne fibule bile su karakteristican nakit Zen-
ske nos$nje na Apeninskom poluotoku, ponaj-
prije unutar zajednica starijeg Zeljeznog doba
uz obalu regije Kampanije, na primjer u Sala
Consilini, Pontecagnanu i Capui,” te u regi-
jama Umbriji i Abruzzu, na primjer u Piedi-

% A. MAHR, 1934, 129-130, T. XXVII, 159; B. TERZAN,
2016a, 422-423, sl. 153, 6.

¥ E LO SCHIAVO, 2010, 189-191, T. 82-83 (klasa XII, tip
74-75).
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F1IGURE 6 Distribution map of two-part bow fibulae (e circle): 1 — Nin; 2 - Ljubac; 3 - Novalja on the island of Pag;
4 - Punat on the island of Krk; 5 - BreZec; and two-part bow fibulae with conical helices (a triangle): 6=1 - Nin; 7 -

Zaton; 8 — Osor (made by V. Svetli¢i¢)

SLIKA 6. Karta rasprostranjenosti dvodijelnih lucnih fibula (e krug): 1 - Nin; 2 - Ljubac; 3 - Novalja na Pagu;
4 - Punat na Krku; 5 - Brezec; i dvodijelnih lucnih fibula sa stoZastim spiralama (a trokut): 6=1 - Nin; 7 - Zaton;

8 - Osor (izradila V. Svetlici¢)

er necropolis in the Skocjan area, namely, the
cemetery of Gri¢ above Lisi¢ina, although in
this case it is a one- and not two-part fibula.®
Such one-part bow fibulae represented charac-
teristic jewellery of female attire in the Apennine
Peninsula, above all within the Early Iron Age
communities along the coast of the Campania
region, as for example at Sala Consilina, Pon-

% A. MAHR, 1934, 129-130, Pl. XXVII, 159; B. TERZAN,
2016a, 422-423, Fig. 153, 6.
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lucu, Ortucchiju i Goriano Sicoliju.’® Dvodi-
jelne lu¢ne fibule tipa Osor i njihova inacica
I1 (ili A prema Glogovi¢) mogu se — s obzirom
na oblik i ukras njihova luka te njihova diska
na nozici — nesumnjivo izravno povezati s na-
vedenim talijanskim primjerima. Ipak, zbog
svojeg dvodijelnog oblika nedvojbeno pred-
stavljaju posebnu inacicu lu¢nih fibula koja
je bila gotovo isklju¢ivo reprezentativna za

¥ D.SAVELLA, 2015, 113-114, T. 62, 528-530; 63, 531-532.
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7 as well as in Umbria

tecagnano and Capua,’
and Abruzzo, as for example at Piediluco, Or-
tucchio and Goriano Sicoli.?® Without doubt,
two-part bow fibulae, both of the Osor type
and of its variant II (or A according to Glogo-
vié), can be associated — in view of their bow
form and decoration, as well as their disc foot
— directly with the mentioned Italian examples.
Nevertheless, with their two-part design they
definitely represent a particular variant of bow
fibulae, which was almost exclusively represent-
ative of the Middle Adriatic region or Liburni-
an area.”” This latter fact points to the existence
of a specific jewellery craftsmanship, which did
not develop simply from the neighbouring Ital-
ic territory, but must have been dependent also
on some other, possibly older, Middle- or even
North-European tradition.*’

The very two-part construction of bow fibu-
lae - with a highly raised bow and a long pin,
the tip of which is protected by the disc-shaped
foot plate (Figs. 4, 1; 5, 4-5) - leads us to pre-
sume that also these fibulae were worn in a
similar manner as the two-part bow fibulae
with conical helices (Osor type) or the lapodic
two-part fibulae of the Prozor type, that is, as a
head adornment fixing headgear or particularly
elaborate hairstyles.” The composition of the
grave goods from grave 26 at Nin (Fig. 4) and in
part also of the grave from the Dabovi Stani site

% E LO SCHIAVO, 2010, 189-191, Pls. 82-83 (Class XII,
Type 74-75).

¥ D.SAVELLA, 2015, 113-114, Pls. 62, 528-530; 63, 531-532.

®  Cf also S. BATOVIC, 1976, 41, Map 3; D. GLOGOVIC,
2003, 45.

0 G. von MERHART, 1942/ 1969, 22-23, had already pre-
sumed that the model for Italic two-part serpentine fibu-
lae should be searched for in the two-part scheme from
the Western Balkans area. According to our thesis, the
production of two-part fibulae reflects the craftsmanship
tradition of workshops from CCentral or even Northern
Europe, where two-part fibulae of various types and vari-
ants are characteristic of the Late Bronze Age or Urnfield
Culture period, while in certain places they remain in use
up to the Early Iron Age period. A more detailed research
into this subject would, however, reach beyond the scope
of the present article. See e.g. U. ZIMMERMANN, 1994,
417-429, Fig. 69; ]. RIHOVSKY, 1993, 16-17, 24-25, Pls.
2-7; M. NOVOTNA, 2001, 22-28, Pls. 2-4.

i Cf. B. TERZAN, 2009; B. TERZAN, 2013.

prostor srednjeg Jadrana ili Liburnije.”” Ova
posljednja ¢injenica upuéuje na postojanje
zanatskog umijeca izrade nakita koje se nije
razvilo samo na italskom podruéju i prosirilo
s njega, nego se takoder moralo temeljiti na
nekoj drugoj, vjerojatno starijoj, srednjoeu-
ropskoj ili ¢ak sjevernoeuropskoj tradiciji.*
Sama dvodijelna konstrukcija lu¢nih fibula,
s visoko uzdignutim lukom i duga¢kom iglom
¢iji je vrh zadtiden diskastom noznom plodi-
com (SL. 4, 1; 5, 4-5), navodi nas na pretpo-
stavku da su se te fibule nosile na sli¢an na-
¢in kao i dvodijelne luéne fibule sa stozastim
spiralama (tipa Osor) ili japodske dvodijelne
fibule tipa Prozor, $to znaci kao ukras za gla-
vu kojim su se pri¢vrséivala pokrivala za glavu
ili posebno slozene frizure.*! Sastav grobnih
priloga iz groba 26 u Ninu (Sl. 4), a dijelom i
iz groba s lokaliteta Dabovi Stani kod Nova-
lje na otoku Pagu (SL. 5, 1-3)** ili iz tumula
na Ljubackoj kosi,*® upuéuje na ¢injenicu da

»  Usp. takoder S. BATOVIC, 1976, 41, karta 3; D. GLOGO-
VIC, 2003, 45.

% G. von MERHART, 1942/1969, 22-23, ve( je pretpostavio
da bi uzor za italske dvodijelne zmijaste fibule trebalo tra-
Ziti u dvodijelnoj shemi s prostora zapadnog Balkana. Pre-
ma nasoj tezi, proizvodnja dvodijelnih fibula odrazava tra-
diciju zanatskih radionica srednje i sjeverne Europe, gdje
su dvodijelne fibule raznih tipova i inacica karakteristicne
za kasno bronc¢ano doba ili razdoblje kulture polja sa Zara-
ma, a na odredenim prostorima rabe se do razdoblja sta-
rijeg Zeljeznog doba. Medutim, detaljnijim istraZivanjem
te teme izaslo bi se izvan okvira ovog ¢lanka. Vidjeti npr.
U. ZIMMERMANN, 1994, 417-429, sl. 69; . RIHOVSKY,
1993, 16-17, 24-25, T. 2-7; M. NOVOTNA, 2001, 22-28,
T. 2-4.

4 Usp. B. TERZAN, 2009; B. TERZAN, 2013.

2 Primjerak fibule iz Novalje na Pagu prvi je put objavio S.
BATOVIC, 1973, 117, T. CIII, 2, gdje je jasno naveo da je
rije¢ o dvodijelnoj lu¢noj fibuli ¢iji je luk fino pseudotor-
diran, $to je vidljivo i na ilustraciji objavljenoj u tabli CIII,
2. Prema tome, Batovi¢ je na svojoj ilustraciji taj primjerak
takoder to¢no rekonstruirao kao lu¢nu fibulu. NaZalost,
opisani detalj ukrasa ostao je neprimije¢en ili je zanemaren
u svim daljnjim publikacijama, $to je dovelo do atribucije
pogresnom tipu fibule, usp. D. GLOGOVIC, 1989, T. 19, 5;
D. GLOGOVIC, 2003, T. 47, 363A; M. BLECIC KAVUR,
2014, 125, sl. 71, inacica 1. Nadalje, ostaje nejasno gdje je
M. BLECIC KAVUR, 2014, 174 pronasla informaciju da
su predmeti prikupljeni iz nekoliko grobova ako je BA-
TOVIC, ibid. izri¢ito napisao da nalazi potjetu iz jednog
jedinog groba, to¢nije iz kamene grobne $krinje!

“  D. VUJEVIC, 2011, 6-7, 12, sl. 6-7, T. 11, 3; S. KUKOC,
2012, sl. 10.
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near Novalja on the island of Pag (Fig. 5, 1-3)*
or of the tumulus at Ljubacka Kosa,® points to
the fact that these fibulae likewise formed part
of the more opulent attire of Liburnian wom-
en. Besides two-part fibulae, the graves at Nin
and Novalja contained one or two delicate bow
fibulae and hair-rings/earrings, while the grave
at Ljubacka Kosa contained an additional bow
fibula and amber, glass and bone beads. In ad-
dition, the grave goods from Nin consisted of a
serpentine fibula and a pin with a spirally rolled-
up head, both of which possibly indicate that
beside the female also a man had been buried
(Fig. 4, 8-9). Especially interesting appears the
fact that two-part bow fibulae of the variant A
have been discovered, besides in continental Li-
burnia, also on the islands of Pag and Krk (Fig.
5, 1-4),* which could suggest specific female
jewellery on the latter two islands in contrast
to the two-part bow fibulae with conical helices
worn above all by women from Osor (Fig. 6).
Nevertheless, both fibula variants undoubtedly

#2 The fibula example from Novalja on the island of Pag was

first published by S.BATOVIC, 1973, 117, P1. CIII, 2, whe-
re it is clearly stated that it represents a two-part bow fibu-
la, the bow of which is decorated with fine pseudo-torsion,
which is evident also from the published drawing on Pl
CIIL, 2. Accordingly, the example was also correctly recon-
structed in a drawing by Batovi¢ as a bow fibula. Unfortu-
nately, the described decoration detail has been overlooked
or neglected in all further publications, leading to the mi-
staken attribution of the fibula type, cf. D. GLOGOVIC,
1989, Pl. 19, 5; D. GLOGOVIC, 2003, PL 47, 363A; M.
BLECIC KAVUR, 2014, 125, Fig, 71, variant L. Furthermo-
re, it remains unclear where M. BLECIC KAVUR, 2014,
174 found the information that the collected objects were
from several graves, if S. BATOVIC, ibid. explicitly wrote
that the finds came from one single grave, namely from a
stone grave cist!

D, VUJEVIG, 2011, 6-7, 12, Figs. 67, T. 111, 3; S. KUKOC,
2012, Fig. 10.

“  For the fibula from the island of Krk, published in E LO
SCHIAVO, 1970, 434, Pl. XXVII, 3, it has been recently
reported by D. GLOGOVIC, 2003, 44, P1. 46, 348 and also
by B. MADER, 2005, 434, Fig. 3, that it originates from the
grave with several grave goods, discovered in the vicinity
of Punat on the island of Krk. Another two-part bow fibu-
la comes from the site Ljuba¢, located to the north-east of
Nin (D. GLOGOVIC, 1999, 34, P1. 1, 2). For the fibula with
no information about the place of discovery, kept in Split
Archaeological Museum, we can presume that it comes
from continental Liburnia (cf. R. DRECHSLER-BIZIC,
1962, 308, P1. IT1, 2; D. GLOGOVIC, 2003, 44, Pl. 46, 347;
M. BLECIC KAVUR, 2014, 125, Fig. 71, variant IT).
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su te fibule isto tako bile dio raskosnije nos-
nje liburnskih zena. Osim dvodijelne fibule,
u grobovima u Ninu i Novalji pronadeni su
jedna ili dvije krhke lu¢ne fibule i prstenje
za kosu / nausnice, dok je grob na Ljubackoj
kosi sadrzavao jo$ jednu lu¢nu fibulu te jan-
tarne, staklene i kostane perle. Usto, grobni
prilozi iz Nina obuhvacali su zmijastu fibulu
i iglu sa spiralno namotanom glavicom. Oba
predmeta upucuju na moguénost da je pored
zene pokopan i muskarac (Sl. 4, 8-9). Poseb-
no je zanimljiva ¢injenica da su dvodijelne
lu¢ne fibule inadice A osim u kontinental-
noj Liburniji otkrivene i na otocima Pagu i
Krku (SL. 5, 1-4),* $to bi moglo upucéivati
na poseban zenski nakit na tim dvama otoci-
ma za razliku od dvodijelnih lu¢nih fibula sa
stozastim spiralama koje su nosile ponajprije
zene iz Osora (SI. 6). Ipak, obje inacice fibula
nesumnjivo su nosile pripadnice visih slojeva
liburnskog drus$tva, o ¢emu svjedoce bogati
grobovi u Zatonu kraj Nina i u samom Ninu
(S 4).%

Dodatno se mogu razmotriti i grobovi s li-
burnskim fibulama u BreZecu kod Skocjana
jer njihov polozaj na groblju otkriva fasci-
nantnu situaciju. Smje$teni su relativno blizu
jedan drugomu i tako tvore skupinu u sredis-
njem dijelu groblja koja se moze jasno odre-
diti (SI. 7), ¢ime se dodatno podupire ideja
o njihovoj uskoj medusobnoj povezanosti.
Medutim, istodobno se moze ustanoviti da,
u usporedbi s grobovima s prostora pretezito
naseljenog Liburnima, grobovi koji sadrzava-
ju velike lu¢ne fibule s dva dugmeta (SI. 1, 2;

“  Za fibulu s otoka Krka, objavljenu u E LO SCHIAVO,
1970, 434, T. XXVII, 3, nedavno D. GLOGOVIC, 2003,
44, T. 46, 348 i B. MADER, 2005, 434, sl. 3 izvjes¢uju da
potjece iz groba s nekoliko grobnih priloga otkrivenog u
blizini Punta na otoku Krku. Jo$ jedna dvodijelna lu¢na
fibula potjece s lokaliteta Ljubac, sjeveroisto¢no od Nina
(D. GLOGOVIC, 1999, 34, T. 1, 2). Za fibulu bez podataka
o nalazi$tu, pohranjenu u Arheoloskom muzeju u Splitu,
moze se pretpostaviti da potjece iz kontinentalne Liburnije
(usp. R. DRECHSLER-BIZIC, 1962, 308, T. I1I, 2; D. GLO-
GOVIC, 2003, 44, T. 46, 347; M. BLECIC KAVUR, 2014,
125, sl. 71, inadica II).

% Usp. B. TERZAN, 2013, T. 3-6.
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belonged to the members of the upper class of
Liburnian society, as evidenced by the wealthy
graves at Zaton near Nin and from Nin itself
(Fig. 4).5

Further observations can also be made regard-
ing the graves containing Liburnian fibulae from
Brezec near gkocjan, as their distribution in the
cemetery reveals a fascinating situation. They
are positioned relatively close to each other and
in this way form a clearly definable group in the
central part of the cemetery (Fig. 7), which ad-
ditionally supports the idea of their being tightly
interrelated. However, at the same time it can be
ascertained that both the graves containing large
bow fibulae with two knobs (Fig. 1, 2; 7) as well
as those with two-part bow fibulae (Fig. 3; 7)
appear rather modest in view of their accompa-
nying grave goods, if we compare them with the
graves from the main Liburnian area. The rea-
sons for such discrepancies can partly be found
in the fact that the Brezec graves were cremation
burials, while in Liburnia inhumation burial in
stone cist graves prevailed.* However, it should
be stressed that one single grave cist frequently
contained several burials, also from diverse peri-
ods, which means that the older skeletal remains
and grave goods had been placed to the side or
even mixed with objects from later interments.
Such is the case of the grave at Dabovi Stani
near Novalja on the island of Pag, where besides
the aforementioned two-part bow fibula and a
single-looped bow fibula (Fig. 5, 1-3), both of
which most probably composed the attire of the
first interment, also a three-knobbed fibula was
discovered, belonging to a subsequent, second
interment from the later 7th or early 6th centu-
ry BC.” Even more indicative are the examples
from Dragisi¢, where in grave 10 we can find

5 Cf.B. TERZAN, 2013, Pls. 3-6.

% On the phenomenon of cremation or urn-cremation gra-
ves in the territory of the Liburni, which have been disco-
vered with recent excavations and so far represent more
an exception rather than the rule cf. S. KUKOC, 2010; B.
MARIJANOVIC, 2012.

47§, BATOVIC, 1973, 117, PL. CIIIL. For the three-knobbed
fibula cf. also M. OGRIN, 1998, 112-113, Fig. 14, 37 (type
VI); D. GLOGOVIC, 2003, 63, Pl. 32, 476.

7), kao i oni s dvodijelnim lu¢nim fibulama
(S1. 3; 7), s obzirom na svoje popratne grob-
ne priloge, djeluju prili¢no skromno. Razlozi
za takva odstupanja dijelom se mogu pronadi
u Cinjenici da su brezecki grobovi paljevin-
ski, dok su u Liburniji prevladavali ukopi u
kamene grobne skrinje.** Medutim, treba
naglasiti da je jedna grobna $krinja Cesto sa-
drzavala nekoliko ukopa, takoder iz razli¢itih
razdoblja, $to znaci da su se stariji ostatci ko-
stiju i grobni prilozi odlagali sa strane ili ¢ak
mijesali s novim predmetima tijekom kasni-
jih ukopavanja. Takav je sluc¢aj groba u Da-
bovim Stanima kraj Novalje na Pagu u kojem
je, osim spomenute dvodijelne lu¢ne fibule i
jednopetljaste lu¢ne fibule (SI. 5, 1-3), koje
su obje najvjerojatnije bile dio no$nje pri pr-
vom ukopu, otkrivena i fibula s tri dugmeta
koja pripada naknadnom, drugom ukopu s
kraja 7. ili pocetka 6. stolje¢a pr. Kr. Jo§ su
indikativniji primjeri iz Dragisi¢a, gdje je u
grobu 10 pronadena jednopetljasta lu¢na fi-
bula svijena u prsten, na koju su bili navuceni
kosarasti privjesci, a koja je pak bila objesena
na fibulu tipa protocertosa. Jednopetljasta
lu¢na fibula moze se pripisati tipu lu¢ne fibu-
le karakteristicne za 9. stolje¢e pr. Kr.,*® od-
nosno za prvu fazu novije kronoloske sheme
prema Batovi¢u,” dok su kosarasti privjesci®
i fibula tipa protocertosa nakit koji pripada
otprilike 6. stolje¢u pr. Kr. ili treoj (III) fazi
liburnske kulture. Dakle, na jednom komadu
nakita iz groba 10 zajedno su se nalazili pred-
meti iz vremenskog intervala od najmanje tri
stolje¢a.”" Jo§ $iri vremenski raspon moze se

“ O fenomenu paljevinskih ili Zarnih grobova na liburn-
skom podrugju, koji su otkriveni u nedavnim iskapanjima
i dosad predstavljaju viSe iznimku nego pravilo, usp. S.
KUKOC, 2010; B. MARIJANOVIC, 2012.

# 8. BATOVIC, 1973, 117, T. CIIL Za fibulu s tri dugmeta
usp. takoder M. OGRIN, 1998, 112-113, sl. 14, 37 (tip VI);
D. GLOGOVIC, 2003, 63, T. 32, 476.

% D.GLOGOVIC, 2003, 17-19, T. 10, 70.

* Vidjeti biljesku 25.

%0 Za kosaraste privjeske usp. B. TESSMANN, 2007, 671-
682, sl. 4, 6-10.

' D. GLOGOVIC, 2003, 76-77, T. 10, 70; 56, 540; B. TE-
SSMANN, 2001, 52-54.
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F1GURE 7 Position of the graves containing bow fibulae with two knobs (blue) and those with two-
part Liburnian fibulae (red) in the cemetery of BreZec near Skocjan (cemetery plan after L. RUARO
LOSERI et al., 1977)

SLIKA 7. Polozaj grobova koji sadrZavaju lucne fibule s dva dugmeta (plavo) i grobova s dvodijelnim
liburnskim fibulama (crveno) na groblju BreZec kod Skocjana (plan groblja prema L. RUARO
LOSERI et al., 1977)
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a single-looped bow fibula bent into a ring, on
which basket-shaped pendants had been thread-
ed and which in turn was hung on a proto-Cer-
tosa fibula. The single-looped bow fibula can be
ascribed to the bow fibula type characteristic of
the 9th century BC,* that is, of phase I of the
more recent chronological scheme according to
Batovié,* whereas the basket-shaped pendants™
and the proto-Certosa fibula represent jewellery
belonging approximately to the 6th century
BC or the third (III) Liburnian phase. Hence,
a single piece of jewellery, present in grave 10,
combined objects from a time interval of at least
three centuries.’! A still wider temporal span can
be observed in grave 20 at Dragisi¢, where the
earliest burial is represented by the pin of the
two-part bow fibula itself,”* while the most re-
cent interments from the grave can be placed in
the Hellenistic period or the fifth (V) Liburnian
phase, demonstrated clearly by the rings with
figural decoration.”

Another reason for the relatively unassuming
graves with Liburnian fibulae at Brezec could
lie in the fact that these female individuals had
been foreigners at Skocjan — a place located in
the deep hinterland of the Trieste Gulf and com-
paratively distant from the main Liburnian ter-
ritory. In fact, they were not the only foreigners
at this site, since the graves of the necropolises at
Skocjan, such as those under Brezec, at Ponikve
and Gri¢ above Lisic¢ina, clearly attest a highly
heterogeneous character with regard to the prov-
enance of their grave goods, in particular fibulae
as the most indicative elements of the specific
attire. This indicates that members of various
communities or ethnic groups, both male and
female, encountered each other and even co-
habited at the site. Their presence is supported
by the premise that the area of Skocjan together

% D.GLOGOVIC, 2003, 17-19, PL. 10, 70.

4 See note 25.

%0 For the basket-shaped pendants cf. B. TESSMANN, 2007,
671-682, Figs. 4, 6-10.

51 D. GLOGOVIC, 2003, 76-77, PL. 10, 70; 56, 540; B. TE-
SSMANN, 2001, 52-54.

2 D.GLOGOVIC, 2014, Pl. 13a, 14.

53 D. GLOGOVIC, 2014, 24-25, Pls. 13a, 19; 13b, 20-22.

zamijetiti u grobu 20 u Dragisi¢u u kojem
najraniji ukop predstavlja sama igla dvodi-

jelne lué¢ne fibule,*

a najkasniji se ukopi iz
groba mogu smjestiti u helenisti¢ko razdoblje
ili petu (V) fazu liburnske kulture, $to jasno
pokazuje prstenje s figuralnim ukrasom.
Drugi razlog za relativno skromne breze¢-
ke grobove s liburnskim fibulama mogao bi
se nalaziti u tome da su te Zenske osobe bile
strankinje u Skocjanu — mjestu koje je smje-
steno duboko u zaledu Trs¢anskog zaljeva i
relativno daleko od prostora koji su pretezito
naseljavali Liburni. Zapravo, one nisu bile je-
dine strankinje na tom lokalitetu, s obzirom
na to da grobovi na nekropolama u Skocjanu,
kao $to i oni ispod Brezeca, na Ponikvama i
Gricu iznad Lisi¢ine, jasno svjedoée o izrazito
heterogenom karakteru u pogledu podrije-
tla grobnih priloga, osobito fibula kao naj-
indikativnijeg elementa pojedine nosnje. To
upucuje na ¢injenicu da su se pripadnici ra-
zli¢itih zajednica ili etni¢kih skupina, i mus-
karci i zene, susretali te ¢ak zajedno zivjeli u
tom kraju. U prilog tomu ide i pretpostavka
da je prostor Skocjana, zajedno s Musjom i
Skeletnom jamom, u kasno bronéano i starije
zeljezno doba predstavljao sveto mjesto ¢ija
je vaznost prelazila granice regije, te se stoga
prisutnost pripadnika razli¢itih etnickih sku-
pina moze povezati s izvodenjem ritualnih i
kultnih obreda.>* Tako bi se grobovi s liburn-
skim fibulama o kojima je prethodno bilo
rije¢i mogli objasniti u odnosu na odredena
izaslanstva poslana iz vjerskih i vojno-poli-
tickih razloga, koja su vjerojatno ukljucivala
hodocasnice na vjerske obrede, ili bi se ¢ak
moglo protumaditi da su u njima pokapane
sveéenice koje su uime svoje uze zajednice
aktivno sudjelovale u ritualnim obredima,
vaznima za Liburne kao pomorsku silu na Ja-
dranskom moru. Moguée je da su odredeni
rituali bili posveceni bozanstvu tipa ,Gos-

2 D.GLOGOVIC, 2014, T. 13a, 14.
5 D, GLOGOVIG, 2014, 24-25, T. 13a, 19; 13b, 20-22.
4 B, TERZAN, 2016a, 402-430.
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with the caves of Musja jama and Skeletna jama
represented in the Late Bronze and Early Iron
Age a sacred place of supra-regional importance,
and that consequently the presence of members
of various ethnic groups can be associated with
the conduct of ritual and cultic practices.’® In
this way, the graves with the previously discussed
Liburnian fibulae could either be explained in
relation to specific delegations sent on religious
and military-political occasions, possibly com-
prising also female pilgrims bound for religious
ceremonies, or could even be understood as rep-
resenting burials of priestesses, who on behalf of
their core community took active part in ritual
practices, important for the Liburni as a mar-
itime force on the Adriatic Sea. It may well be
that certain rituals were dedicated perhaps to
a deity of the “Lord of the waters” type, as has
been described by the jubilarian in her study on
the cult of the god Bindu — Neptune. If we
are to follow her interpretations, Skocjan and its
surroundings eloquently display all the essential
characteristics of the “sacred”: on one hand with
its picturesque scenery, where the mighty waters
forced their way into the underground and as
such were connected with the chthonic princi-
ple, and on the other hand through the hoard
find from Musja jama, where a relevant share of
the votive practices must have been connected
also with the element of fire, as the numerous
burnt objects clearly suggest. This sacred site
then was visited and deemed important by var-
ious communities along the northern Adriatic
and its wider hinterland and — as indicated by
the treated fibulae — by the Liburni as well.
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