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U radu se opisuje ulomak predromanickog arhitrava, pronaden u zvoniku franjevackog samostana
na Kosljunu. Ulomak ima vrlo jasne stilsko-radionicke karakteristike koje upucuju na njegovu
uZu dataciju i povezivanje sa srodnim spomenicima na Sirem prostoru srednjovjekovne Hrvatske
i bizantske Dalmacije. Rijec je o radionici iz vremena kneza Branimira, koja je u nasoj literaturi
povezana s vecim brojem benediktinskih samostana, a takvo odredenje mogao bi dodatno
potvrdivati novopronadeni ulomak s Kosljuna.

Klju¢ne rijeci: Kosljun, benediktinski samostan, arhitravna greda, knez Branimir, benediktinska
klesarska radionica

This paper describes a fragment of a pre-Romanesque architrave, found in the bell-tower of the
Franciscan monastery on Kosljun. The fragment has very clear features regarding the style and
workshop, indicating its narrower dating and relationship with similar monuments in the wider
territory of medieval Croatia and Byzantine Dalmatia. This is a workshop from the time of prince
Branimir, brought into connection in our literature with a large number of Benedictine monasteries
- aview that may find further corroboration in the newly discovered fragment from Kosljun.
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workshop

U bogatoj zbirci franjevackog samostana na Kosljunu,
medu ranosrednjovjekovnim kamenim spomenicima od-
nedavno se nalazi jo$ jedna zanimljivost — ulomak predro-
manicke arhitravne grede. Ulomak je, prema usmenom
priopéenju patera Mavra Velni¢a', pronaden prije nekoliko
godina u zvoniku franjevackog samostana na Kosljunu,
gdje je bio upotrijebljen kao gradevni materijal. Buduci da
svojim ornamentalnim repertoarom omogucuje cjelovitu
interpretaciju, unato¢ samo fragmentarnoj ocuvanosti i
nepoznavanju izvornog konteksta, novopronadeni ulomak
pojavljuje se kao vrlo zanimljivo djelo koje bi moglo svjedo-
Citi, ako ne o ranoj prisutnosti benediktinaca, onda svakako
o ranim benediktinskim utjecajima na otoku Krku.

Ovaj ulomak iz zvonika franjevatkog samostana na
Kosljunu predstavlja dio arhitravne grede, oSte¢en na oba
kraja. Na lijevom kraju ostecenje je zahvatilo sam pocetak
arhitrava, $to se razabire iz o¢uvanog pocetka natpisa u do-
njem pojasu spomenika. PocCetak natpisa je, naime, cjelovi-
to oCuvan, te je tu oStecenje najmanje i zahvatilo je rubni
dio donjeg pojasa ispred pocetka natpisa. U gornja dva

1. Na ovom mjestu zahvaljujem pateru Mavru Velni¢u na podacima o spome-
niku i dopustenju za njegovo fotografiranje.

A recent addition to the rich collection of the Franciscan
monastery on Kosljun is another interesting item belonging
among the early medieval stone monuments — a fragment of
a pre-Romanesque architrave. According to a verbal account
by father Mavro Velni¢', the fragment was found several years
ago in the bell-tower of the Franciscan monastery on Kosljun,
where it had been used as building material. Given that its or-
namental repertory enables a comprehensive interpretation, in
spite of its only fragmentary preservation and lack of informa-
tion about the original context, the newly discovered fragment
emerges as a very interesting work that might bear testimony,
if not to the early presence of the Benedictines, then certainly
to the early Benedictine influences on the island of Krk.

This fragment from the bell-tower of the Franciscan monas-
tery on Kosljun is a part of an architrave, damaged at both ends.
The damage on the left end affected the very beginning of the
architrave, as inferred from the preserved beginning of the in-
scription in the lower belt of the monument. The beginning of
the inscription has been entirely preserved, and here the dam-
age is minimal, spreading over the edge of the lower belt of the
monument. The damage in the upper two belts is greater, and

1. Here I would like to express my gratitude to pater Mavro Velni¢ for the
information about the monument and the permission to photograph it.
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SI.1 Ulomak arhitravne grede iz zvonika franjevackog samostana na Kosljunu (snimila M. Jarak)
Fig. 1 Afragment of the architrave from the bell-tower of the Franciscan monastery on Kosljun (photo by M. Jarak)

SI.2  Dio ulomka arhitravne grede iz zvonika franjevackog samostana na Kosljunu (snimila M. Jarak)
Fig.2 Apart ofthe fragment of the architrave from the bell-tower of the Franciscan monastery on Kosljun (photo by M. Jarak)
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pojasa ostecenje je vece, te ornamentalni nizovi pereca u
srednjem i kuka u gornjem pojasu, nisu cjelovito ocuvani.
Na desnom kraju greda je prelomljena, te su sva tri horizon-
talna pojasa ostala nedovrsena (sl. 1).

Kosljunska arhitravna greda izradena je od vapnenca.
Dimenzije o¢uvanog ulomka su sljedece: duzina: 73 cm; vi-
sina: 22,5 cm; debljina: 9 cm.

Arhitrav je podijeljen u tri horizontalna pojasa. U gor-
njem pojasu su kuke prilicno dobre izrade, na niskoj nozi.
Noga je plasti¢no nagladena, a zavojnica lijepo kruzno obli-
kovana sa sredisnjim ispupcenjem. Sredisnji pojas, odvojen
s dva uska plasti¢na rebra, znatno je Siri od rubnih pojaseva.
Ornamentalni motiv pereca koji je ispunjavao srednji pojas,
u znatnoj je mjeri otucen, tako da se niz medusobno po-
vezanih pereca samo djelomi¢no oc¢uvao. Bolje je o¢uvana
donja polovica ornamentalnog niza pereca, gdje se jasno
vidi tropruta izvedba motiva. U donjem horizontalnom
pojasu nalazi se natpis, pisan prilicno dobro oblikovanim
slovima koja tvore cjelovite rijeci i tipi¢ne kontrakcije. Rije¢
je o pocetnom dijelu jednog posvetnog natpisa, u kojem
se vjerojatno spominjao donator povezan s crkvom kojoj je
pripadao crkveni namjestaj s o¢uvanim ulomkom arhitrav-
ne grede. U natpisu se cita poduza invokacija i zamjenica
ego. Ime osobe i eventualna titula kao i sadrzaj donacije, ni-
su nazalost o¢uvani na preostalom ulomku arhitravne gre-
de. Iz o¢uvanog dijela natpisa moze se samo zakljuciti o po-
vezanosti jedne osobe s nekom predromanickom crkvom,
kao 3to je to inace uobicajeno u nasoj predromanici.

Pri razgledavanju ulomka pater Mavro Velni¢ dao je
svoje citanje natpisa: In nomine D(omi)ni n(ost)ri [le]lshu
Chr(ist)i ego. Citanje zaista ne zadaje tekoce, jer su kon-
trakcije sadrzane u natpisu vrlo poznate i Ceste, kako u
starokrs¢anskim tako i u ranosrednjovjekovnim natpisi-
ma (Testini 19807 350-351; Kaufmann 1917, 297; Marucchi
1911, PI. XXX,2). U natpisu su sve rijeci i kontrakcije dobro
vidljive, osim oblika koji bi trebao oznacavati Isusovo ime,
kod kojeg pocetna slova nisu jasno vidljiva, a pojavljuju se
slova SHV s vodoravnom crticom iznad slova. Izmedu ovih
vidljivih slova i prethodne kontrakcije NRI prilicno je velik
razmak koji upucuje na postojanje pocetnih slova Isusova
imena (sl. 2). Budud¢i da su rije¢i sadrzane u invokaciji na
kosljunskom natpisu brojne i dane u uobicajenom slijedu,
navedeno d¢itanje natpisa s cjelovitim Isusovim imenom,
prili¢no je pouzdano. U tom slucaju je crta, koja oznacava
kontrakciju iznad slova SHV, nepotrebna. Poznato je da se
oblik lesu u nasim ranosrednjovjekovnim natpisima po-
javljuje kao IHV (Delonga 1996, 389) ili IHS (Delonga 1995,
130), u oba slucaja s crticom koja oznacava kraticu. H je u
tim primjerima znak za e (grcko eta). Na kosljunskom natpi-
su H se pojavljuje iza S i predstavlja, zapravo, suvisno slovo
koje se moze pripisati ranosrednjovjekovnim nepravilnosti-
ma kojima obiluju ranosrednjovjekovni natpisi. Kao mozda
najpoznatiji primjer dodavanja suvisnog slova H u nasim
ranosrednjovjekovnim natpisima, istice se primjer na tzv.
sarkofagu Ivana Ravenjanina, gdje je H dodano na pocetku
rijeci. Medu sli¢nim nepravilnostima koje se mogu nadiina
posebno vaznim, kneZevskim natpisima, moze se spome-

the ornamental sequences of pretzels in the middle belt and
hooks in the upper one have not been entirely preserved. The
beam is broken on the right end, leaving all three horizontal
belts unfinished (Fig. 1).

The Kosljun architrave was made of limestone. The dimen-
sions of the preserved fragment are as follows: length: 73 cm;
height: 22,5 cm; thickness: 9 cm.

The architrave is divided into three horizontal belts. The
workmanship of the hooks in the upper belt, on a short foot, is
quite fine. The foot is accentuated in relief, while the curve has a
nice circular form with a central bulge. The middle belt, separat-
ed by two narrow relief ribs, is much wider than the edge belts.
The ornamental motif of a pretzel, which filled the middle belt,
is beaten off to a significant degree, so that the sequence of
interconnected pretzels has remained only partially preserved.
The lower half of the ornamental sequence of the pretzels, with
a clearly visible three-strand rendering of the motif, is better
preserved. The lower horizontal belt bears an inscription, writ-
ten in quite neatly shaped letters forming complete words and
typical contractions. This is the beginning of a votive inscrip-
tion, which probably mentioned the donor connected with the
church to which the furniture with the preserved fragment of
the architrave belonged. The inscription contains a rather long
invocation and the pronoun ego. The name of the person and
the possible title as well as the nature of the donation have un-
fortunately not been preserved in the remaining fragment of
the architrave. From the preserved part of the inscription one
can only draw conclusions about the relationship of a person
with a certain pre-Romanesque church, as was usual in our pre-
Romanesque period.

Having examined the fragment, father Mavro Velni¢ offered
his reading of the inscription: In nomine D(omi)ni n(ost)ri [le]shu
Chr(ist)i ego. The reading indeed does not present difficulties,
as the contractions in the inscription are very well-known and
frequent, in early Christian as well as in early medieval inscrip-
tions (Testini 1980, 350-351; Kaufmann 1917, 297; Marucchi 1911,
Pl. XXX,2). All the words and contractions in the inscription are
clearly visible but for the form that supposedly marks the name
of Jesus, where the first letters are not clearly visible and the let-
ters SHV appear with a horizontal bar above the letters. There
is a considerable distance between these visible letters and the
previous contraction NRI, indicating the existence of the first
letters of Jesus’ name (Fig. 2). As the words present in the invo-
cation on the Kosljun inscription are numerous and appear in
the usual sequence, the suggested reading of the inscription
with the complete name of Jesus is fairly sound. In that case
the line indicating a contraction above the letters SHV is redun-
dant. It is known that the form lesu appears in our early me-
dieval inscriptions as IHV (Delonga 1996, 389) or IHS (Delonga
1995, 130), in both cases with a line marking the abbreviation.
In these examples ‘H’ is the mark for ‘e’ (the Greek eta). On the
Kosljun inscription ‘H’ follows ‘S" and it is, in fact, a redundant
letter attributable to early medieval irregularities in which early
medieval inscriptions abound. Perhaps the best known exam-
ple of the addition of a redundant letter ‘H’ in our early medi-
eval inscriptions appears on the so-called sarcophagus of John
of Ravenna, where an ‘H’ is added at the beginning of the word.
Among similar irregularities appearing even on particularly im-
portant, princely inscriptions, we can mention the example of
the incorrect order of letters on the inscription from Nin with
Branimir's name on it.
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nuti primjer pogresnog redoslijeda slova na natpisu iz Nina
s Branimirovim imenom.

Pored invokacije, u natpisu je o¢uvana samo rije¢ ego. U
toj rijeci pojavljuje se specifi¢an oblik romboidnog O. Rije¢
je o pravilnom obliku romba bez produzenih krakova. To je
slovo u paleografickom pogledu svakako najistaknutije na
kosljunskom natpisu. Medu natpisima s hrvatskog teritorija
koje je skupila V. Delonga, najsli¢nije romboidno O nalazi se
na poznatom Branimirovu natpisu iz Otresa (Delonga 1996,
217, T. LXXI1,182). Ovo je prilicno vazna paralela, jer i neke
druge znacajke upucuju na povezanost izmedu predroma-
ni¢kih ulomaka iz Otresa i Kosljuna. Oblik romboidnog O
bez produzenih krakova datira se u nasoj literaturi od kra-
ja 9. pado u 11. st. (Buri¢ 1990, 240-241). Paleograficki pre-
gled oblika slova s nasih ranosrednjovjekovnih natpisa koji
je dala V. Delonga, potvrduje tu dataciju slova O u obliku
¢istog romba (Delonga 1996, 393-414). Tu se kao najraniji,
sigurno datirani natpis sa slovom O u obliku ¢istog romba,
pojavljuje natpis iz Otresa. Ako bi ovo datiranje primijenili
na kosljunski natpis, doba kneza Branimira moglo bi pred-
stavljati donju vremensku granicu za izradu arhitravne gre-
de iz zvonika kosljunskog samostana.

Ulomak arhitravne grede iz kosljunskog samostana
odlikuje se odabirom ornamentalnih motiva koji se moze
usporediti s nizom nalaza predromanickih arhitravnih gre-
da s razlicitih lokaliteta u ranosrednjovjekovnoj Hrvatskoj
i bizantskoj Dalmaciji. O tim je arhitravnim gredama i sli¢-
nosti u odabiru ornamentalnih motiva i njihovu rasporedu
u horizontalne pojaseve, pisao N. Jaksi¢ koji je i definirao
predromanicku radionicu koju, izmedu ostalog, obiljezava
podjela arhitrava na tri pojasa, od kojih dva sadrze orna-
mentalne motive kuka i pereca, a u tre¢em se obvezno na-
lazi natpis (Jaksi¢ 2000, 208-212). Tu radionicu, cija se djela
prepoznaju na nizu lokaliteta, N. Jaksi¢ je nazvao benedik-
tinskom klesarskom radionicom i datirao u vrijeme kneza
Branimira. Do takva odredenja do3ao je na temelju ¢injeni-
ce Sto se vedi broj lokaliteta na kojima se mogu prepoznati
djela navedene radionice, izravno ili neizravno povezuje sa
sigurno utvrdenim benediktinskim samostanima. Kako ¢ak
s tri lokaliteta s nalazima arhitravnih greda specifi¢nih ka-
rakteristika, Sto obiljezavaju izdvojenu klesarsku radionicu,
potjecu natpisi s imenom kneza Branimira (Mu¢ Gornji, Nin
i Otres), cijela se produkcija benediktinske klesarske radio-
nice moze sigurno datirati u vrijeme kneza Branimira, od-
nosno u posljednja desetlje¢a 9. st.

Novopronadena arhitravna greda s Kosljuna u potpu-
nosti odgovara arhitravima s lokaliteta koje je izdvojio N.
Jaksic¢ i definirao kao lokalitete na kojima su bila prisutna
djela benediktinske klesarske radionice iz doba kneza Bra-
nimira. Iz toga proizlazi i datacija kosljunske grede u vrije-
me kneza Branimira, odnosno u kraj 9. st. Usporedbom sa
srodnim spomenicima s lokaliteta koje je izdvojio N. Jaksi¢,
moze se ukazati na spomenike s kojima kosljunska gre-
da pokazuje najvise dodirnih toc¢aka. To je u prvom redu
fragmentarno ocuvani arhitrav iz crkve Sv. KrSevana u Za-
dru. Dva ulomka arhitravne grede koji pripadaju desnom
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In addition to the invocation, the only preserved word in the
inscription is ego. A specific form of arhomboidal ‘O’ appears in
that word - a rhomb of regular shape without extended arms.
In terms of palaeography this letter is certainly the most promi-
nent one on the Kosljun inscription. Among the inscriptions
from the Croatian territory collected by V. Delonga, the most
similar case of arhomboidal ‘O’ is found on the renowned Bran-
imir inscription from Otres (Delonga 1996, 217, PI. LXXI,182). This
is quite an important parallel, because certain other features
also point to the connection between the pre-Romanesque
fragments from Otres and Kosljun. The form of a rhomboidal ‘O’
without extended arms is dated in our literature from the end
of the 9th until the 11th century (Buri¢ 1990, 240-241). A palaeo-
graphic review of the letter forms from our early medieval in-
scriptions presented by V. Delonga confirms such dating of the
letter ‘O’ in the form of a pure rhomb (Delonga 1996, 393-414).
The inscription from Otres appears here as the earliest securely
dated inscription with the letter ‘O’ in the form of a pure rhomb.
If we apply such dating to the Kosljun inscription, the period of
prince Branimir might represent the lower chronological limit
for the production of the architrave from the bell-tower of the
Kosljun monastery.

The fragment of the architrave from the Kosljun monastery
features a selection of ornamental motifs comparable with a
series of finds of pre-Romanesque architraves from various
sites in early medieval Croatia and Byzantine Dalmatia. N. Jaksi¢
wrote on those architraves and similarities in the selection of
ornamental motifs and their layout in horizontal belts. He
also determined a pre-Romanesque workshop, characterized
among other things also by the division of the architrave into
three belts, two of which contain ornamental motifs of hooks
and pretzels, while the third invariably contains an inscription
(Jaksi¢ 2000, 208-212). This workshop, whose works are recog-
nized on a number of sites, N. Jaksi¢ called a Benedictine stone-
carving workshop, and dated it to the time of prince Branimir.
He based this conclusion on the fact that a large number of
sites on which products of the discussed workshop can be
recognized, are directly or indirectly connected with securely
determined Benedictine monasteries. Taking into considera-
tion that there are as much as three sites with the finds of ar-
chitraves of specific features, marking a separate stone-carving
workshop, that at the same time yielded inscriptions bearing
the name of prince Branimir (Mu¢ Gornji, Nin and Otres), the
entire production of the Benedictine stone-carving workshop
can be securely dated to the time of prince Branimir, i.e. the last
decades of the 9th century.

The newly discovered architrave from Kosljun entirely cor-
responds to the architraves from the sites that N. Jaksi¢ sin-
gled out and defined as the sites containing works from the
Benedictine stone-carving workshop from the time of prince
Branimir. Consequently, the Kosljun architrave is dated to the
time of prince Branimir, that is, to the end of the 9th century. By
comparison with the related monuments from the sites singled
out by N. Jaksi¢ one can point to the monuments with which
the Kosljun architrave shows the most common features. This
primarily applies to a fragmentary architrave from St. Chrys-
ogonus’ (Sv. Krsevan) church in Zadar. Two fragments of the ar-
chitrave, belonging to the right architrave of the altar partition
and bearing the final part of the votive inscription, were found
in 1888 in the floor of St. Chrysogonus’ church in Zadar (lvekovic¢
1931, 25, PI. XIV, Fig. 46; Hrvati i Karolinzi (Croats and Caroling-
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arhitravu oltarne pregade i na kojima se nalazi zavrsni dio
posvetnog natpisa, pronadena su 1888. god. u podu crkve
Sv. KrSevana u Zadru (lvekovi¢ 1931, 25, T. X1V, sl. 46; Hrvati
i Karolinzi 2000, 111.54). Kuke u gornjem pojasu arhitrava iz
Sv. Krevana posve su istih obiljezja kao i kuke na kosljun-
skoj gredi. Odlikuje ih plasti¢na neras¢lanjena noga i velika
kruzno oblikovana zavojnica. Kuke sli¢nih obiljezja, ali pre-
ciznije izrade, prisutne su na ulomcima iz Otresa i Stupova
u Biskupiji. Medutim, na tim lokalitetima sveukupni izgled
pojaseva na arhitravnim gredama nesto je drukdiji nego na
ulomcima iz Sv. Krsevana i s Kosljuna. U Otresu i Stupovima
srednji pojas s motivom pereca je znatno uzi i drukdije kle-
san nego na ulomcima iz Sv. KrSevana i s Kosljuna (Delonga
1996, T. XXI, T. LXXI). U Lepurima, gdje takoder susre¢cemo
slicno oblikovane kuke, pojas s perecima je zamijenio mje-
sto s natpisnim pojasom, pa se utoliko lepurski ulomci ra-
zlikuju od ulomaka s drugih lokaliteta iste predromanicke
radionice (Delonga 1995a, 303-324; Jaksi¢ 2000, 208-212). S
obzirom na navedene razlike u pogledu oblikovanja dva-
ju ornamentalnih pojaseva, kosljunskoj arhitravnoj gredi
ostaju najsli¢niji ulomci iz zadarskog Sv. Kr3evana. Ta sli¢-
nost se dodatno potencira usporedbom natpisa iz Sv. Krse-
vana i s Kosljuna. U oba natpisa susrece se isto oblikovano
romboidno O koje se, na temelju datiranog natpisa iz Otre-
sa, moze pripisati viemenu kneza Branimira. U natpisima iz
Sv. Krevana i s Kosljuna su primjetne i razlike, posebno u
upotrebi kontrakcija i ligatura. Na kosljunskom natpisu ko-
riste se kontrakcije a ligatura nema, dok je na arhitravu iz
Sv. Krdevana prisutna samo jedna kratica (P za PRO), a Ce3ce
se pojavljuju ligature. Te razlike, medutim, mogu se zane-
mariti u odnosu na sli¢nosti koje postoje, kako izmedu dva
natpisa, tako i izmedu ukupnog izgleda ulomaka iz Zadra i
s Kosljuna. Na temelju tih sli¢cnosti moglo bi se zakljuciti o
nesumnjivom zajedni¢kom porijeklu tih ulomaka.

Dok su neki lokaliteti s djelima benediktinske klesarske
radionice precizno datirani u doba kneza Branimira (to su
prvenstveno lokaliteti s Branimirovim imenom u natpisi-
ma), klju¢ni benediktinski lokalitet na nasoj obali Jadrana,
crkva i samostan Sv. Krdevana u Zadru, predstavlja problem
u pogledu to¢nog datiranja pojave benediktinaca i vre-
mena izgradnje prve crkve na mjestu kasnije crkve i samo-
stana Sv. Kr3evana. Opcenito se u literaturi navodi siguran
podatak da je crkvu dao izgraditi zadarski prior Andrija s
predstavnikom gradskog nobiliteta Fuskulom, kojoj je prior
Andrija 918. god. oporucno ostavio dio svojeg imutka. Kako
se u oporuci priora Andrije spominje i opat Odolbert, sigur-
no je pocetkom 10. st. ve¢ postojao i samostan Sv. KrSevana
(Ostoji¢ 1964, 39; Katici¢ 1998, 422). Korijeni tog samosta-
na vjerojatno su znatno stariji, jer su u Zadru u ranije doba
djelovali egipatski monasi koji su osnovali samostansku
zajednicu (Katici¢ 1998, 422). Na temelju postojecih izvora
ne moze se ustanoviti kada je to¢no utemeljen samostan
Sv. KrSevana. Autori koji su u novije doba pisali o crkvi i sa-
mostanu, uglavnom tematiziraju zbivanja iz 10. i kasnijih
stoljeca, kada o zadarskom samostanu svjedoce pouzdani
izvori pocevsi od oporuke priora Andrije i izvora o ponov-

ians) 2000, 11.54). The hooks in the upper belt of the architrave
from St. Chrysogonus’ have completely identical features to
those on the Kosljun beam. They are characterized by an un-
segmented relief foot and a large circular curve. The hooks with
similar features but more precise workmanship are present on
the fragments from Otres and Stupovi in Biskupija. However, on
these sites the overall appearance of the belts on architraves is
somewhat different from that on the fragments from St. Chrys-
ogonus’ and from Kosljun. In Otres and Stupovi the middle belt
with the pretzel motif is considerably narrower and differently
carved than those on the fragments from St. Chrysogonus’ and
from Kosljun (Delonga 1996, PI. XXI, Pl. LXXI). In Lepuri, where
we also encounter similarly shaped hooks, the belt with pret-
zels traded places with the inscription belt, so in that respect
the Lepuri fragments differ from those from other sites of the
same pre-Romanesque workshop (Delonga 1995a, 303-324;
Jaksi¢ 2000, 208-212). Considering the mentioned differences
regarding the shaping of two ornamental belts, the Kosljun ar-
chitrave finds closest relatives in the fragments from St. Chry-
sogonus’ in Zadar. This similarity is additionally reinforced by
the comparison of the inscriptions from St. Chrysogonus’ and
from Kosljun. Both inscriptions contain an identically shaped
rhomboidal ‘O’ which, on the basis of the dated inscription
from Otres, can be attributed to the time of prince Branimir.
The inscriptions from St. Chrysogonus’ and from Kosljun re-
veal also differences, particularly in the usage of contractions
and ligatures. Contractions are used on the Kosljun inscription,
but ligatures are not, whereas on the architrave from St. Chry-
sogonus’ only one abbreviation is used (P for PRO), while the
ligatures appear more frequently. These differences, however,
can be neglected when compared with the existing similarities
between the two inscriptions as much as between the overall
appearance of the fragments from Zadar and from Kosljun. On
the basis of those similarities one could reach the conclusion
about the indisputable common origin of those fragments.

While certain sites with the works of the Benedictine stone-
carving workshop are precisely dated to the time of prince
Branimir (primarily the sites with Branimir’s name in the inscrip-
tions), the key Benedictine site on our Adriatic coast, the church
and monastery of St. Chrysogonus in Zadar, presents a problem
when it comes to the precise dating of the appearance of the
Benedictines and the time of construction of the first church at
the spot of the later church and monastery of St. Chrysogonus.
In general, the literature brings as an established fact that it
was the Zadar prior Andrija that had the church built together
with representative of the city nobility Fuscul to which prior
Andrija bequeathed a part of his property in 918. As the will of
prior Andrija mentions also abbot Odolbert, it is certain that
the monastery of St. Chrysogonus had already existed by the
beginning of the 10th century (Ostoji¢ 1964, 39; Katic¢i¢ 1998,
422). The roots of that monastery are probably much earlier,
considering that Aegyptian monks, who founded a monas-
tic community, were active in Zadar in previous times (Katici¢
1998, 422). The exact date when the monastery of St. Chrys-
ogonus was established cannot be ascertained on the basis of
the existing sources. The authors that recently wrote about the
church and the monastery mostly concentrate on the events
from the 10th and later centuries, when reliable sources bear
testimony to the Zadar monastery, starting with the testament
of prior Andrija and the sources telling of the rebuilding of the
monastery in 986 (Freidenberg 1980-81, 31-70; Vezi¢ 1990, 163-
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noj izgradnji samostana 986. god. (Freidenberg 1980-81,
31-70; Vezi¢ 1990, 163-178; Katici¢ 1998, passim). O vjerojat-
no ranijem osnutku samostana, u 9. st., svjedoce podaci o
ranijoj samostanskoj zajednici egipatskih monaha koja je
s translacijom modi sv. Krdevana posvecena novom zastit-
niku sv. KrSevanu. Takoder i nalazi ulomaka crkvenog na-
mjestaja unutar romanicke crkve Sv. Krevana, upucuju na
postojanje ranije crkve iz 9. st. Medu tim ulomcima, pored
fragmenata arhitravne grede koji su opisani u ovom radu,
nalazi se jo$ nekoliko ulomaka ciborija, pluteja i arhitravnih
greda (Petricioli 1990, 198; Juri¢ 1990, 270-272). Ovdje su
osobito zanimljiva dva razli¢ita ulomka arhitravne grede,
od kojih jedan ima ornamentalne nizove karakteristi¢ne za
benediktinsku klesarsku radionicu, ali bez natpisnog poja-
sa, a drugi drukdiji odabir i izvedbu ornamenata. Ta je dva
ulomka objavio R. Juri¢ (Juri¢ 1990, 271), koji je ulomke iz
Sv. Krsevana datirao u drugu polovicu 9. st. Ulomci stilski
razli¢ito oblikovanih arhitravnih greda, upucuju svakako na
izmjene crkvenog namjestaja i u skladu s tim na rano doba
izgradnje crkve Sv. Krsevana. Kao mati¢na ustanova bene-
diktinaca na isto¢noj obali Jadrana, samostan Sv. Krsevana
sigurno je odigrao vaznu ulogu pri formiranju benediktin-
ske klesarske radionice iz vremena kneza Branimira. Visoka
kakvoca plastike te radionice govori o njezinom ishodistu u
bizantskim dalmatinskim gradovima, odakle su se utjecaji
mogli Siriti na hrvatski teritorij. U tom kontekstu formira-
nje kvalitetne klesarske radionice svakako upucuje na ra-
nije utemeljenje samostana koji je vjerojatno predstavljao
ishodiste klesarske djelatnosti benediktinaca u doba kneza
Branimira.

Visok stupanj podudarnosti izmedu zadarskih ulomaka
arhitrava i novopronadenog ulomka na Kosljunu, govori u
prilog izrade kosljunskog spomenika u zadarskoj radionici
ili o djelovanju zadarskih benediktinskih klesara na otoku
Krku. Cinjenica da je kosljunska greda pronadena na mjestu
gdje je od 12. st. sigurno postojao benediktinski samostan,
otvara i vrlo zanimljivo pitanje o vremenu osnutka prvih
benediktinskih samostana na otoku Krku. Naime, iako je
gradevni materijal za izgradnju samostanskog kompleksa
na otoci¢u Kosljunu nesumnjivo dovozen na sam otocic,
vrlo je zanimljiva podudarnost u pronalasku jedne pre-
dromanicke grede s obiljezjima benediktinske klesarske
radionice iz kraja 9. st. upravo na mjestu gdje je postojao
benediktinski samostan, ¢iji se prvi poceci i to¢no vrijeme
utemeljenja ne mogu sigurno utvrditi.

U pisanim izvorima prva vijest o samostanu na Koslju-
nu potjecCe iz 1186. god. Tada se spominje kosljunski opat
Ivan, kanonik (Ostoji¢ 1964, 183). Iz ove vijesti ne proizlazi
vrijeme osnutka kosljunskog samostana. Ostaci trobrodne
i troapsidalne samostanske crkve otkriveni su u novije do-
ba u istrazivanjima unutar danasnje franjevacke crkve na
Kosljunu (Lipovac 1993, 131-142; Giaconi 1993, 145-150). Po
tipoloskim obiljezjima ta bi se crkva mogla datirati u 11. ili
12. st., svakako prije prvog spomena samostanskog opata u
drugoj polovici 12. st. Medu nalazima unutar temelja bene-
diktinske trobrodne crkve, otkrivene su i dvije grobnice ko-
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178; Katici¢ 1998, passim). The probable earlier foundation of
the monastery, in the 9th century, is testified by the informa-
tion about an earlier monastic community of Aegyptian monks,
which following the translation of the relics of St. Chrysogonus
was dedicated to the new patron, St. Chrysogonus. The finds of
fragments of church furniture within the romanesque church
of St. Chrysogonus likewise point to the existence of an earlier
church from the 9th century. Among these fragments, in ad-
dition to those of the architrave described in this paper, there
are several other fragments of ciboria, plutei and architraves
(Petricioli 1990, 198; Juri¢ 1990, 270-272). Of particular interest
here are two different fragments of architraves, one of which
contains ornamental sequences typical for the Benedictine
stone-carving workshop, but lacking the inscription belt, while
the other has a different selection and rendering of the orna-
ments. These two fragments were published by R. Juri¢ (Juri¢
1990, 271), who dated the fragments from St. Chrysogonus to
the second half of the 9th century. The fragments of architraves
revealing different stylistic forms certainly point to alterations
in the church furniture and in line with this also to an early date
of construction of St. Chrysogonus’ church. As the central insti-
tution of the Benedictines on the eastern coast of the Adriatic,
the monastery of St. Chrysogonus certainly played an impor-
tant role in the formation of the Benedictine stone-carving
workshop from the time of prince Branimir. The high quality
sculpture of that workshop speaks of its origins in the Byzan-
tine Dalmatian towns, from where the influences might have
spread to the Croatian territory. In that context the formation
of a quality stone-carving workshop certainly suggests an ear-
lier foundation of the monastery that probably represented the
starting point of the stone-carving trade of the Benedictines in
the time of prince Branimir.

The many similarities between the Zadar architrave frag-
ments and the newly discovered fragment on Kosljun speak
in favour of the manufacture of the Kosljun monument in the
Zadar workshop, or of the activity of the Zadar Benedictine
stone-carvers on the island of Krk. The fact that the Kosljun
beam was found on the spot where a Benedictine monastery
certainly existed from the 12th century, raises a very interest-
ing question about the time of the founding of the first Ben-
edictine monasteries on Krk. Even though the building material
for the construction of the monasterial complex on the islet of
Kosljun was undoubtedly brought to the islet, the correspond-
ence in the discovery of a pre-Romanesque beam with features
of the Benedictine stone-carving workshop from the end of the
9th century precisely on the spot of a Benedictine monastery,
whose first beginnings and the precise time of foundation can-
not be ascertained is certainly very interesting.

The first note in written sources about the monastery on
Kosljun comes from 1186. It mentions a Kosljun abbot by the
name of John (lvan), a dean (Ostoji¢ 1964, 183). The note does
not reveal when the Kosljun monastery was founded. The re-
mains of a three-aisled and three-apsed monasterial church
were recently discovered in the excavations within the present-
day Franciscan church on Kosljun (Lipovac 1993, 131-142; Giaco-
ni 1993, 145-150). On the basis of the typological features that
church may be dated to the 11th or 12th century, certainly before
the first mention of the monasterial abbot in the second half of
the 12th century. Two tombs were discovered among the finds
within the foundations of the Benedictine three-aisled church,
which on the basis of the masonry features and relationship
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je prema znacajkama zidanja i odnosu prema strukturama
trobrodne bazilike, prethode izgradnji te crkve. Prema mi-
Sljenju istrazivaca, te bi grobnice mogle biti kasnoanticke i
upucuju na postojanje nekih starijih gradevinskih struktura
na otocicu (Lipovac 1993, 140-141). U posljednjim istraziva-
njima unutar franjevacke crkve 2003.i2004. god., otkriveni
su sitni nalazi kakvi su poznati i iz ranijih istrazivanja, koji
upucuju na koristenje prostora tijekom kasne antike. Rijec¢
je o nalazima kasnoantickoga gradevnog materijala i dije-
lovima amfora (Bleci¢ 2004, 166-167). Za sada nema nalaza
koji bi govorili o kasnoantickoj crkvi, iako spomenute dvije
grobnice, ukoliko su kasnoanticke, upucuju na moguénost
postojanja kasnoanticke crkve.

U kontekstu tih spoznaja treba istaknuti mogucnost da
je predromanicka arhitravna greda otkrivena u zvoniku na
Kosljunu, izvorno bila namijenjena jednoj kosljunskoj ra-
nosrednjovjekovnoj crkvi, mozda ve¢ postojeceg benedik-
tinskog samostana. U tom slucaju dodatno bi se ucvrstila
zapazanja o pripadnosti crkvenog namjestaja specificnih
obiljezja kakva se zapazaju i na kosljunskoj arhitravnoj gre-
di, benediktinskoj klesarskoj radionici koja je krajem 9. st.
opremila crkvenim namjeStajem nekoliko crkava benedik-
tinskih samostana. Ako se ova pretpostavka ne bude mogla
potvrditi nekim novim nalazima, onda ¢e postojanje ulom-
ka crkvenog namjestaja benediktinske klesarske radionice
na Kosljunu trebati pripisati pukom slucaju i okolnostima
koje izmi¢u argumentiranom obrazloZenju.?
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