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Na osnovi uocenih ¢injenica na terenu i logi¢nih pretpo-
stavki iznose se miSljenja o prakti¢nim rjeSenjima dijelova Di-
oklecijanove palace u Splitu. Pri tome ta dva polazi$ta ne mo-
raju bitu podudarna. U ¢lanku se ukazuje na nejasne tehnicke
postupke i nelogi¢nosti u organizaciji prostora u Palaci kojima
nije posvecena dovoljna pozornost. Neka od njih nisu objasnje-
na, a neka se nece vjerojatno nikada moci razrije§iti. Osnovni
problem je u tome §to se zbog slabe sacuvanosti gradevinskih
dijelova Palace ne mogu sigurno razrije$iti pitanja pa se cesto
pribjegavalo vjerojatnim tumacenjima ili su se ta pitanja zane-
marivala. Osim toga, u nekim slucajevima nije posveéena do-
voljna pozornost pojedinostima prilikom istraZivanja. Danas
nedostaje potpunija graficka dokumentacija, koja nije na ras-
polaganju ili nije ni napravljena.
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Based on facts observed in the field and logical supposi-
tions, this paper presents views on practical design solutions
in parts of Diocletian’s Palace in Split. These two points of de-
parture need not correspond. The paper underlines the ambig-
uous technical procedures and illogical aspects of spatial or-
ganization in the Palace which have not previously been given
sufficient scrutiny. Some of them remain unexplained, and
some may never be entirely resolved. The basic problem rests
in the fact that certain questions cannot be addressed with
certainty due to the poor state of preservation of specific ar-
chitectural elements in the Palace, so that in the past the an-
swer was sought in plausible interpretations, or these ques-
tions were simply ignored. Furthermore, not enough attention
was accorded to certain details during research. Today fuller
graphic documentation is lacking, as it is either unavailable or
has never been compiled.

Key words: Roman architecture, Diocletian’s Palace, Split,

problems of functioning, interpretations of preserved remains,
alternative possibilities.
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Dioklecijanova palaca u Splitu klju¢no je djelo kasnoantic-
koga rimskog graditeljstva. Osim visokog umjetnickog dose-
ga to je i izuzetno inZenjersko ostvarenje svog vremena. Po-
Ceci njezina sustavnog istrazivanja sezu u 18. stoljece, kad je
arhitekt Robert Adam postavio temelje rekonstrukcije izvor-
nog izgleda Palace. Slijedili su ga drugi arhitekti, koji su ga is-
pravljali i dopunjavali. Sve do dana dana$njeg, usprkos brojnim
istrazivanjima i konzervatorskim zahvatima, ima jo§ dosta ne-
jasnih pitanja, posebno u pogledu rasporeda sadrzaja i kakvo-
Ce izvedenih radova.! Unato¢ opseZnim novijim saznanjima jo§
uvijek nisu rijeSena neka pitanja. To su fortifikacijska obiljezja,
obala, komunikacije do careva stana, skulpture, hramovi, stu-
povi na Sustipanu i drugo. Moguce je da ce se tek otkriti vazni
detalji za tumacenje strukturnih obiljezja. Razlog nejasno¢ama
je slaba oc¢uvanost pojedinih dijelova i teSki uvjeti istrazZiva-
nja zbog gustoce izgradenosti. Cesto i nedostatak objavljivanja
onoga §to je pronadeno otezava shvacanje problema i sagleda-
vanje cjelovitosti. Palaca se jo$ uvijek razmatra sa stajaliSta po-
vijesti i arheologije, a rjede sa stajaliSta urbanizma i arhitek-
ture te povijesti umjetnosti. Carska palaca ima jo§ sa¢uvanih
dijelova, posebno onih najvaznijih, koji su opstali zahvaljujuci
njihovoj ¢vrscoj gradnji te podobnosti za kasniju prenamjenu i
potrebu sigurnosti. Veliki dio je porusen zbog druk¢ijih kasni-
jih prilika. Stoga se jo§ ponekad raspravlja bez ¢vr$cih argume-
nata, logike ili dobrog poznavanja tehni¢kih problema.

POLOZA)

Sam polozaj Palace, podignute na periferiji Carstva, tumaci se

na razlicite nacine. Na izbor mjesta zasigurno je utjecala blizina

mjesta careva rodenja te blizina anti¢kog velegrada Salone, oda-
kle su vodili brojni putovi u mnoge dijelove Carstva. Miran kraj

uz more izabran je vjerojatno i zbog careve Zelje da nakon bur-
nog zivota, ratovanja i provodenja drzavnih reformi provede na
miru posljednje godine Zivota. Dioklecijan je bio ve¢ star i bole-
stan. DoZivio je blizu 70 godina, a ne zna se od koje je bolesti pre-
minuo. Nije poznato ni u kojoj su mjeri koriteni njegovi raskos-
ni prostori niti koje je prostore koristio za primanja i svecanosti.

KONCEPCIJA NAMJENE

Pri oznacavanju tipa anticke gradevine u Splitu jo$ uvijek se uz
naziv palaca navodi i da je to bila vila. To su medutim dva do-
sta razli¢ita sadrzaja. Palaca se obi¢no nalazi u sklopu naselja i
odredena je za stalni boravak, dok vila sluzi za povremeni bo-
ravak, odnosno kao ljetnikovac. Imala je sve dijelove potrebne
za Zivot mocénog i starijeg stanovnika, sa svim sluzbama. Vila
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Diocletian’s Palace in Split is a key product of Roman ar-
chitecture in Late Antiquity. Besides its high artistic value, it
was also an exceptional feat of engineering in its time. The be-
ginnings of systematic research into it go back to the 18" cen-
tury, when architect Robert Adam laid the foundations for the
reconstruction of the Palace’s original appearance. He was fol-
lowed by other architects who corrected and supplemented his
work. To the very present day, despite considerable research
and conservation efforts that have yielded extensive new in-
sights, there are still a number of unresolved questions, par-
ticularly with regard to the arrangement of premises and the
quality of rendered works.* These questions further concern
fortification features, the waterfront, passage to the emper-
or’s residence, sculptures, temples, the columns at Sustipan
and so forth. Details vital to the interpretation of structur-
al features may yet be discovered. The reason for the ambigu-
ities is the poor state of preservation of individual sections
and the difficulties involved in conducting research due to the
densely constructed environment. Often the failure to pub-
lish what has been found impedes a better understanding of
the problem and the possibility of viewing it comprehensive-
ly. The Palace is still considered from the standpoint of history
and archaeology, and more rarely from the standpoints of ur-
ban planning, architecture and art history. The emperor’s pal-
ace still has preserved sections, particularly the most impor-
tant, which have endured thanks to their sturdy construction
and suitability for later repurposing, as well as the need for se-
curity. A major portion has been demolished due to the differ-
ent circumstances of subsequent periods. Thus, the problem is
still deliberated without firm arguments, logic or a sound un-
derstanding of the technical aspects.

LOCATION

The Palace’s actual location in the Empire’s periphery has been
interpreted variously. The selection of the site was certainly
influenced by its vicinity to the emperor’s place of birth and to
the Roman-era metropolis of Salona, whence numerous roads
led to many parts of the Empire. A tranquil place next to the
sea was probably also selected due to the emperor’s wish to
spend his last days in peace after a turbulent life of warfare
and instituting state reforms. Diocletian was already old and
in poor health. He lived to almost 70 years of age, but nothing
is known of the illness that caused his death. Similarly, noth-
ing is known of the extent to which his luxurious premises
were used nor which rooms were used for reception and cer-
emonies.

1 Piplovi¢ 1997b.

1 Piplovi¢ 1997b.
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je bilo mnogo u cijelom Carstvu, ali su obi¢no viSe rasclanjene.?
Takav je primjerice kod nas rasko$ni ladanjski sklop u zaljevu
Verige na otoku Veli Brijun, gdje su u morskoj uvali slobodno
organski rasporedeni pojedini dijelovi3 Drugi tipi¢ni primjeri
su Hadrijanova vila i rasko$na kasnoanticka carska vila u Pia-
zza Armerina na Siciliji iz 4. stoljeéa, koja je sluZzila za boravak
carske obitelji augusta Maksimijana, suvremenika Dioklecija-
nova, u vrijeme lova.+

Dioklecijanova palaca sadrzi sve elemente potrebne za sta-
lan i udoban boravak, stambene, javne i sakralne objekte te si-
gurnosne i usluzne, koji su funkcionalno distribuirani. Buduci
da se car u kompleks pocetkom cetvrtog stoljeca stalno uselio,
to je i naziv palaca ispravan. Svi sadrzaji su okupljeni i omede-
ni u jedan zajednicki prostor. Ipak, s obzirom na namjenu po-
stavlja se pitanje jesu li neki sadrzaji, poput vojarne ili stano-
va za pratnju i poslugu, mogli biti izdvojeni i smjeSteni uokolo
Palace. U blizini nisu pronadeni nikakvi sportski objekti.

OBLIK

Palaca ima izrazito Cetvrtasti geometrijski tlocrt, uz neke ne-
pravilnosti. Simetrija je bila vaZno polaziste rasporeda. Prili-
kom gradnje nije prilagodena uvjetima kosog terena koji bla-
go pada na jug do mora i njezine gradevine nisu postavljene
da prate visinske razine okoliSa. Sve su gradene na priblizno
istoj visinskoj razini. Za njezinu gradnju prethodno su obavlje-
ni znacajni iskopi za nivelaciju terena gradilista. Sjeverna stra-
na je zasjeCena, a juzna podignuta na gradevinsku supstrukci-
ju. Nije imala kontakata s neposrednim okolisem. Citav sklop
zatvoren je obodnim zidovima. Osvijetljen je i ozracen uz po-
moc¢ svjetlika i dvoriSta ili s unutrasnjih ulica. Njezine prosto-
rije nemaju pogled prema van. Jedino je omogucen vidik na
more s visine kriptoportika.

ORGANIZACIJA PROSTORA

Tlocrt se temelji na osnovnim geometrijskim pravilima s glav-
nom osi podjele sjever-jug. Unutrasnji prostor ima tri osnovna
sadrzaja strogo odijeljena, i to privatni, javni i pomoc¢ni. Najvaz-
niji je carev apartman na jugu, sredi$nji je sakralni sklop, a pro-
stori za pratnju, poslugu i osiguranje bili su na sjeveru. Srediste
svih dogadanja je Peristil, prostor bogato ukraSen kolonadama.
Zanimljivo je da su se medu njegovim bo¢nim stupovima nala-
zile kamene tranzene, visoke viSe od dva metra. Ako se k tome

2 Mihajlova1973. Medu vilama i pala¢ama su Neronova Zlatna kuéa te
Flavijev i Dominicijanov dvorac u Rimu iz 1. st.

3 Dobrovié 1950, str. 113.

4 McKay 1984, str. 95-127; o Dioklecijanovoj palaci u Splitu vidi str.
224-225; Gentili 1969, str. 5-87.
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CONCEPTION OF PURPOSE

When designating the type of the Roman-era structure in Split,
the term palace is still often accompanied by the assertion that
it was villa. These were, however, two rather different catego-
ries. A palace was normally situated inside a settlement and
ordained for permanent residence, while a villa was located in
the countryside and used as a summer home. It had all com-
ponents necessary for the life of a powerful and elderly resi-
dent, with all of the accompanying services. There were many
villas throughout the Empire, but they were normally far more
structurally detached.? This is, for example, the case in the lux-
urious countryside complex in Verige Cove on the island of
Veli Brijun, where individual structures are freely and organi-
cally arranged.3 Other typical examples include Hadrian’s Vil-
la and the elaborate, Late Antique (4 century) Villa Romana
del Casale in Piazza Armerina on Sicily, which was used dur-
ing hunting expeditions by the imperial family of Diocletian’s
contemporary Maximian.+

Diocletian’s Palace contains all elements necessary for per-
manent and comfortable living: residential, public and sacral
structures and security and service facilities that are function-
ally distributed. Since the emperor took up permanent resi-
dence in the complex at the beginning of the 4™ century, the
term palace is apt. All amenities were gathered and delimit-
ed in a single common space. Even so, given its purpose, the
question arises as to whether certain facilities, such as bar-
racks and living quarters for his entourage and servants, may
have been situated separately around the Palace. No sporting
facilities were found in the vicinity.

FORM

The Palace has an exceptionally rectangular geometric ground
plan, albeit with a few irregularities. Symmetry was a vital
point of departure for its layout. During construction, it was
not adjusted to the sloping terrain, which gently descends
southward to the sea, and its structures were not set so that
they adhered to the area’s elevation grade. All were construct-
ed at roughly the same elevation. Considerable prior excava-
tions were conducted to level the site’s terrain for its con-
struction. The northern side was cut down, while the southern
side was raised for substruction. It did not have direct con-
tact with its surroundings. It was lit and ventilated with the

2 Mihajlova 1973, Among the villas and palaces are Nero’s Domus Au-
rea in Rome and the Palace of Flavius and Domitian, both from the
1%t century.

3 Dobrovi¢ 1950, p. 113.

4 McKay 1984, pp. 95-127; On Diocletian’s Palace in Split, see pp. 224-
225; Gentili 1969, pp. 5-87.
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dodaju i zidovi koji su okruZivali temenose, sve je to podosta za-
klanjalo pogled na monumentalne sakralne objekte s obiju stra-
na Mauzoleja i hramova. Do njih su imali pristup samo odabrani.

Stan na jugu podijeljen je u dva dijela. Zapadni dio zauzima-
ju Dioklecijanove privatne odaje. Na istoku je sklop prostora za
ugos$cavanje. Nije poznato mjesto kuhinjskog bloka, ali logi¢no
je pretpostaviti da se nalazio blizu blagovaonica triklinija, gdje
se uzivalo u delicijama uz plesne i glazbene nastupe umjetnika.
Taj sigurno velik prostor za pripremanje obilnih i bogatih vrsta
hrane u nekim je prigodama morao imati prilaz kolima za dovoz
namirnica i vrata za njihov unos. A to nije bilo mogucée utvrditi
zbog njihove unistenosti. Same blagovaonice bile su dobro osvi-
jetljene i zracene zahvaljujuci okolnim dvoristima koja su sezala
od podruma. Uokolo se s tri strane pruzao hodnik u obliku trije-
ma, za dopremu hrane na trpeze i njezino serviranje gostima. U
svakom slucaju, nije poznato za koga su i u kojoj mjeri ti sveca-
ni i zabavni skupovi organizirani. Pitanje je da li ih je uopce bilo.

Bar neke prostorije careva stana vjerojatno su imale neki
sustav grijanja. To je logi¢na pretpostavka ako se zna da su i
druge raskosnije gradevine u to vrijeme imale instalaciju i ure-
daje zidnog i podnog grijanja toplim zrakom iz loZionice. Mo-
rali su postojati i sanitarni prostori na vise mjesta, ali ni njima
do sada nema traga.

FORTIFIKACIJSKA OBILJEZJA

Palaca je po obodu obzidana visokim kamenim zidom i kulama.
U razini njihova prvog kata u unutra$njosti iza njih je iznad
boksova bio hodnik za strazu. Na zidu su veliki otvori prema
van. Taj pojas je dosta nisko pa se eventualni napadac eskalaci-
jom dosta lako mogao popeti i prodrijeti u unutrasnjost. Sami
branitelji nisu bili dovoljno zasti¢eni prsobranima. Osim toga,
u sacuvane ugaone kule moglo se ulaziti izvana, s okolnog pro-
stora. To loSe sigurnosno rjeSenje ispravljeno je kada je u sred-
njem vijeku na samom vrhu sjevernog zida nacinjen obrambe-
ni hodnik s merlonima, a donji otvori zazidani. Na taj je nacin
znatno poboljSan obrambeni sustav. Na zidovima i kulama u
podrumu i prizemlju nalaze se otvori. Oni su doduse uski, ali
su ipak bili slabe tocke, zbog moguénosti njihova proSirenja.
1z svega proizlazi da su fortifikacijski elementi uglavnom for-
malizam, kule su bile tek dekorativni dodaci. Vecina velikih
otvora na jugu i istoku poslije je, kod gradnje stambenih zgra-
da, pretvorena u prozore. Tako je poznato da je u dva otvora na
istoku graditelj Ante Bezi¢ godine 1899. umetnuo Cetvrtaste
neorenesansne prozore, s balustradom u donjem dijelu.s

5 Piplovi¢ 2003, str. 62.
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help of lightwells and courtyards, or with interior avenues. Its
chambers did not have outside views. A view of the sea was
only afforded from the level of the crytoporticus.

ORGANIZATION OF SPACE

The ground plan adheres to basic geometric rules with the
north-south division as the primary axis. The interior space
has three basic, strictly separate classifications: private, public
and service. The most important was the emperor’s residence
in the south, while the sacral complex was in the middle, and
the facilities for emperor’s entourage, servants and security
were in the north. The centre of all events was the Peristyle,
a space richly adorned with colonnades. It is interesting that
there was an over two-metre high stone transenna among its
lateral columns. If the walls encircling the temenos are add-
ed, then altogether this considerably obscured the view of the
monumental sacral structures from both sides of the Mausole-
um and temples. Only a select few had access to them.

The residence in the south was divided into two sections.
The western part encompassed Diocletian’s private chambers.
The space for entertaining guests was in the east. The location
of the kitchen block is not known, but it is logical to presume
that it was near the formal dining room (triclinium), where
delicacies could be enjoyed to the accompaniment of perfor-
mances by dancers and musicians. This certainly expansive
space for the preparation of abundant and opulent types of
food had to have had a passage for carts to convey foodstuffs
and a door to bring them in for specific occasions. But this
could not be ascertained due to their subsequent destruction.
The dining rooms themselves were well-lit and ventilated
thanks to surrounding courtyards that even extended to the
cellars. A corridor in the form of a portico, used to bring food
to the tables and serve it to guests, extended on three sides. In
any case, to whom and to what extent these festive and enter-
taining gatherings were organized is not known. There is some
question as to whether they were held at all.

At least some of the rooms in the emperor’s residence
probably had a heating system. This is a logical assumption
if one knows that other luxury structures during that era had
installations and devices for wall and underfloor heating us-
ing hot air from a furnace room. Sanitation facilities also had
to have existed at several locations, but thus far there are no
traces of them.

FORTIFICATION FEATURES

The Palace’s perimeter was fortified by high stone walls and
towers. A sentry corridor was situated at the level of the first
floor behind them, above the stalls. The walls had large open-
ings to the outside. This belt was rather low, so by using lad-
ders any potential attackers could easily climb over and invade
the interior. The defenders themselves were not sufficiently
protected by the breastwork. Furthermore, the preserved cor-
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UNUTRASNJE KOMUNIKACIJE

Unutra$nje prometnice dobro su rijeSene. Od ulaznih vrata na
sredini sjevernog procelja vodi §iroka ulica prema jugu, cardo;
druga vodi od istoka prema zapadu, decumanus. Sijeku se na
Peristilu, glavnom otvorenom prostoru, koji je u sredistu svih
sadrZaja. S unutra$njih strana obodnih zidova nalaze se nizovi
boksova koji su vjerojatno sluzili kao skladista. Ispred njih su
ulice za opskrbu. Ovaj sustav nije do kraja objasnjen. Njegovi
bocni ogranci, isto¢ni i zapadni, vode prema jugu, gdje su sta-
novi, ali nije istrazeno dokle su dopirali. Postoje Cak tvrdnje da
se isto¢na komunikacija nije protezala na jug do careva stana.
To nije logi¢no, jer je trebala sluziti za opskrbu velikih koli¢ina
namirnica za gozbe koje su se odrzavale u trikliniju. Arhitekt
George Niemann smatrao je da se ipak produzavala sve do tog
mjesta. To se pitanje nije posebno istrazivalo niti mu se prida-
vala pozornost. Prometna situacija dodatno je usloZena kada
su u tom dijelu izgradene terme.

ULAZ U STAMBENE PROSTORE

S Protirona, trijema na kraju Peristila, strme kamene stube
vode u suteren i prolaz se nastavlja na jug, kroz veliku, ali ne-
uredenu dvoranu prema moru. Za razliku od portala po sredi-
ni ostalih vanjskih zidova koji su bogato ukraSeni, izlaz na oba-
lu ¢ine uska i neugledna vrata u juZznom zidu. Ona imaju samo
jednostavni luk na vrhu i ispod njega obican vodoravni nad-
vratnik.® Iz toga je razvidno da taj prolaz nije bio vazan i da ga
je car vjerojatno rijetko koristio. Ispred cijelog juznog procelja
nalazila se obala. To se tumaci na razli¢ite nacine. Car se njome
vjerojatno nije Setao, jer je duz gornjeg dijela procelja bio povi-
Seni kriptoportik, dugacak trijem s velikim otvorima, odakle je
s nesto vece visine mogao uZivati u Sirokom pogledu na more
i obliZnje otoke. To upucuje na zakljucak da je obala produze-
na nesto kasnije, kada je nakon Dioklecijanove smrti Palaca jo§
u antici promijenila namjenu. Nakon §to su u novije vrijeme
uklonjene zgrade iz kasnijeg doba koje su se nalazile unutar
sredi$nje dvorane podruma, ona je obnovljena, te je 1963. godi-
ne otvoren §iroki prolaz s Peristila na Rivu.

U careve stambene prostorije na katu ulazilo se na juznoj
Ceonoj strani Peristila. Tu se stubama trijema Protirona ulaziu
okruglu dvoranu, Vestibul. Ona je natkrivena kupolom koja na
vrhu ima otvor. Cesto se postavlja pitanje je li namjerno tako
izvedena ili se tjeme kupole s viemenom urusilo. RjeSenje se
usporeduje s rimskim Panteonom,’ no on je mnogo veci po ras-
ponu, koji iznosi viSe od 43 metra, i nije imao nikakvog dru-

6 Svremenom je sruSen nadvratnik juznih vrata. U ljeto 1963. godine
ponovno je postavljen novi. S[eri¢] 1963, str. 8.
7 Milani, Fosolo 1931, T. 61; Lugli 1989, 5-70.
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ner towers could be entered from the outside, from the sur-
rounding area. This slack security solution was rectified in
the Middle Ages, when a defensive corridor with merlons was
made on the northern wall, while the lower openings were
walled over. The defence system was thus improved signifi-
cantly. There are openings on the walls and towers at the cel-
lar and ground levels. To be sure, they were narrow, but they
nonetheless constituted vulnerable points because they could
be expanded. All of this indicates that the fortification ele-
ments were generally formal in character, the towers mere-
ly serving as decorative additions. Most of large openings
in the south and east were later, when residential buildings
were constructed, transformed into windows. Thus, it is well-
known that architect Ante Bezi¢ inserted rectangular neo-Re-
naissance windows in two openings on the eastern side, with
balustrades on the lower sections.’

INTERNAL TRAFFIC

The internal thoroughfares were well designed. A broad south-
ward street, the cardo, runs from the gate in the middle of the
northern frontispiece; the other, the decumanus, runs from
east to west. They intersect at the Peristyle, the primary open
space, which is in the centre of all facilities. There were rows
of stalls on the inside of the perimeter walls that were proba-
bly used for storage. Supply lanes were in front of them. This
system has never been entirely clarified. Its lateral branches,
east and west, lead southward, where the residential units are,
but how far they went has never been studied. There has even
been speculation that the eastern route did not reach the em-
peror’s residence. This does not make sense, because it had to
be used to supply the immense quantities of foodstuffs for the
feasts held in the triclinium. Architect George Niemann be-
lieved that they did in fact reach that position. This matter has
not been sufficiently research nor has it received due atten-
tion. The transport situation was made additionally complex
when baths were built in this section.

ENTRANCE TO THE RESIDENTIAL ROOMS

Steep stone steps led from the Prothyron, a porch next to the
Peristyle, to the cellar, and the passage continues southward
through a large but unfurnished chamber hall. As opposed to
the gate in the middle of the remaining external walls that is
richly adorned, the exit to the waterfront consists of a nar-
row and unremarkable gate in the southern wall. It has only a
simple arch at the top and an ordinary horizontal lintel below

5 Piplovi¢ 2003, p. 62.
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gog osvjetljenja. Naime, ako bi se uzelo da je otvor na tjemenu
rotonde izvorno ostavljen radi osvjetljenja unutra$njosti, valja
naglasiti da to nije bilo potrebno jer su uokolo na visini bili ve-
liki prozori, i to ¢ak u dva reda. Zasigurno se urusavanje dogo-
dilo u neko kasnije vrijeme

Obicno se tumaci da se komunikacija u juZznom dijelu Pa-
lace odvijala tako da se sa Peristila preko Vestibula ulazilo is-
kljucivo u veliku sredi$nju dvoranu. Ona je na jugu imala vrata
kroz koja se izlazilo na kriptoportik u danasnjoj Severovoj uli-
ci.® DuZ njega se na obje strane prilazilo stanu i prostorima za
skupove i gozbe. To je pojednostavnjeno jer se nije vodilo racu-
na o ¢itavom nizu manjih prostorija kod ulaza. Osim toga, ako
je sredi$nja dvorana sluZila kao glavna prolazna komunikacija
ijedina veza za Citav juzni dio PalaCe, nije jasno ¢emu je u tom
slucaju mogla jos sluziti.

Odredene nejasnoce vezane su i uz stanje portala na zidu
izmedu srediSnje dvorane i kriptoportika. Cetvrtasti otvor ima
okolo kameni okvir, koji je, medutim, potpuno derutan, kao
da je ranije bio negdje odbacen kao jako oStecen i kasnije ovdje
postavljen. Dekor lijevog dovratnika potpuno je otucen. Nje-
gov gornji zavrSetak takoder je uniSten, ali jos je vidljiv trag
koji takoder ukazuje na moguénost da mu je porijeklo s dru-
gog mjesta. Na desnom dovratniku ukrasi su znatno nagrizeni.
Zbunjuje §to je ugraden u rub susjedne zgrade, podignute u 13.
stoljecu, s romanickim obiljezjima.’

Oba njihova najniza dijela su razbijena. Na vrhu otvora ne-
dostaje jace istaknuti friz, koji je uobicajen u rimskoj arhitek-
turi, pa i na Dioklecijanovoj palaci na ulazu u Mauzolej, Mali
hram i Protiron. Uostalom, gotovo svi vijenci u Palaci, oni vo-
doravni i oni zaobljeni, zavrSavaju tako da im je najvisi rub naj-
istureniji. Osim toga, za zid u koji je ugraden portal, ne moze
se sa sigurno$¢u tvrditi da je anticki, iako se nalazi na mjestu
straznjeg zida kriptoportika, koji je u 13. stolje¢u na tom mje-
stu sauvan samo u tragovima. U to vrijeme ve¢ su gotovo sve
okolne stambene zgrade s romanickim ukrasima, a zid s porta-
lom tvori juzno procelje manje jednostavne jednokatnice koja
na vanjskoj strani nema nikakvih dekorativnih oznaka.® Nije
graden kao svi ostali rimski zidovi u okolici, uz uporabu kame-
na i slojeva opeke za izravnavanje (opus mixtum), kao $to je to

8 Fiskovié 1952, str.136.

9 Detaljni tlocrt juznog procelja na kriptoportiku i njegovog okruze-
nja prikazan je na detaljnoj skici koju je 1911. izradio viSi geometar
Artur Morpurgo. Spalato in Dalmatien Feldskizze 372, HR-DAST 152,
Arhiv mapa za Istru i Dalmaciju, Nova izmjera 1910.-1914.

10 lIzgled i namjena zgrade na kojoj je bio portal u kriptoportiku poznat
je iz novijih vremena. U prvim desetljeé¢ima 19. stoljeca to je bila stam-
bena kuca u vlasnistvu klarisa. HR-DAST, Gemaide Spalato in Dalma-
tien Feldskizze br. 372, autor Artur Morpurgo, viSi geometar, 1911. Iz-
medu dva svjetska rata portal je zazidan kamenom rusti¢ne obrade
i u njemu su ostavljena samo manja vrata za ulaz u radionicu op¢in-
skog mehanika. Buli¢, Karaman 1927, sl. 63.
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it.° It is therefore apparent that this passage was not impor-
tant and that the emperor probably only used it rarely. The wa-
terfront extended along the entire southern frontispiece. This
has been interpreted variously. The emperor probably did not
stroll on it, because there was an elevated crptyoporticus, a
long terrace with large openings, all along the upper section of
the frontistpiece, whence one could enjoy an expansive view
of the sea and the nearby islands from a somewhat elevated
position. This points to the conclusion that the waterfront
was extended somewhat later, after Diocletian’s death, still
during Antiquity, when the Palace’s purpose was altered. After
the buildings from the later period situated inside the central
chamber of the cellars were removed in more recent times, it
was restored, and in 1963 a wide passage from the Peristyle to
the Riva (waterfront) was opened.

The emperor’s living chambers were entered from the
main south side of the Peristyle. Here the steps of the Pro-
thyron led to a round hall, the Vestibule. It was covered by a
dome with an opening on top. The frequently posed question
is whether it was made like this intentionally or if the dome’s
top collapsed over time. The solution has been compared to
the Roman Pantheon,” but the latter had a much larger span,
over 43 meters, and did not have any other source of light-
ing. Namely, if one were to presume that the opening atop the
rotunda was originally left there to illuminate the interior, it
should be stressed that this would not have been necessary be-
cause it is surrounded by large spaces at the same level, in two
rows. A collapse certainly occurred during some later period.

The standard interpretation is that traffic in the south-
ern part of the Palace proceeded from the Peristyle through
the Vestibule exclusively to enter the large central hall. It had
a door on its south side through which one exited into the
cryptoporticus in today’s Severova street.® The residence and
rooms for gatherings and feasts could be approached all along
it on both sides. This was simplified, because no account was
given to the series of small rooms at the entrance. Further-
more, if the central hall served as the primary passage and the
sole link for the entire southern section of the Palace, it is un-
clear what other purpose it would have served in this case.

Certain ambiguities are also associated with the condition
of the portal on the wall between the central hall and the cryp-
toporticus. The rectangular opening has a stone frame which,
however, is in extremely shoddy condition, as though it had
been discarded elsewhere earlier as excessively damaged and
later installed here. The decoration on the left door-frame has
been entirely battered off. Its upper end is also destroyed, but

6 Overtime, the southern gate’s lintel was torn down. In the summer
of 1963a new one was once more installed. S[eri¢] 1963, p. 8.

7 Milani, Fosolo 1931, T. 61; Lugli 1989, pp. 5-70.

8 Fiskovic 1952, p.136.
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bilo na obliZnjem trikliniju." Nekako se namece pitanje otkad
je portal na tom mjestu. Uvazavanje navedenih ¢injenica mo-
glo bi dovesti do druk¢ijeg objasnjenja smjera pjeSackog pro-
meta u carevu stanu, koji bi bio i logi¢niji. Upitno je da li je to
izvorno mjesto portala.”?

Na rjeSenje pjeSackog prometa u carskim odajama moglo
bi se gledati i drugacije. Rotonda je na katu, osim ulaza prema
jugu u veliku dvoranu, mozda izvorno imala vrata i sa bo¢nih
strana, kao §to je to slucaj ispod nje, u suterenu. Na to ukazu-
ju neki detalji. U prizemnom dijelu postoji s istone strane ro-
tonde prostorija s podnim mozaikom, a druga velika nalazi se
na zapadu. Tako je zasigurno bilo i na katu. Na isto¢noj stra-
ni izvana nalaze se ostaci velikog luka otvora od rimske opeke.
Na zapadnoj strani opet izvana naslucuju se tragovi nekih kr-
pljenja zida. Ta gornja vrata su kod zadnjih uredivanja zazida-
na betonom, kao da ih uopce nije bilo. Ako se rjeSenje prolaza
sa strana prihvati, to bi znacilo da se iz rotonde moglo ulaziti
bocno, ne preko velike dvorane, nego prilaznim hodnicima koji
su postojali na obje strane. Inace, tu je stanje dosta nejasno jer
su se s obje strana velike dvorane nalazili svjetlici i nizovi ma-
njih prostorija. One su sluzile za potrebe straze i posluge te
pripremu pjevaca i plesaca za posebnih svecanosti i vecih pri-
manja u dvorani. Na dnu dvorane trebalo bi vidjeti carski tron.
Tako su funkcija te rjeSenje veza i namjene logicniji, bez prola-
za kroz veliku dvoranu.

Zanimljiv je nacin kako je nivelacijski rijeSena zgrada Ve-
stibula. Naime, ona je na katu kruZnog unutra$njeg tlocrta, a
u prizemlju je u obliku kriza. Radilo se o tome da donji dio
nije imao dovoljno slobodne visine da se iznad podigne kupo-
la. Stoga je izgraden krizni svod, koji je pli¢i. On se morao oslo-
niti na uglovima, pa mu je tako smanjena povrsina. Iz ovog
prostora proteZe se na jug velika trobrodna dvorana. Da bi se
iznad nje mogao izvesti polukruzni svod, ona je s nekoliko stu-
ba spuStena nize u odnosu na Vestibul, kako je to omogucio
pad terena. Ovaj je slucaj vjerojatno poseban, ali upozorava i
na mogucénost da oblik prostora u carevu stanu mozda u deta-
ljima nije potpuno isti kao u suterenu.

11 Benoit 1911, str. 478.

12 Stanje tog dijela staroga grada i poloZaj portala prikazani su na de-
taljnoj terenskoj skici koju je 1911. godine izradio viSi geometar Ar-
tur Morpurgo, HR-DAST, Gemaide Spalato in Dalmatien Feldskizze
br. 372.
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there are still visible traces on it which also indicate that it
may have come from another place. The decorations on the
right door-frame are considerably decayed. It is puzzling that
it was installed in the periphery of the neighbouring building,
constructed in the 13* century with Romanesque features.?

Both of their lower sections are broken. A prominent frieze
is absent from the top of the opening, which was otherwise cus-
tomary in Roman architecture, including Diocletian’s Palace at
the entrance to the Mausoleum, the Small Temple and the Pro-
thyron. Otherwise, virtually every cornice in the Palace, wheth-
er horizontal or rounded, terminate such that their highest edge
is the most outthrust. Furthermore, it cannot be ascertained
whether the wall in which the portal was installed dates to An-
tiquity, even though it is at the site of the rear wall of the cryp-
toporticus, which had only been preserved in traces at this place
in the 13 century. At that time almost all surrounding residen-
tial buildings had Romanesque ornaments, and the wall with the
portal formed the southern frontispiece of a smaller, simple sin-
gle-story building which had no decorative components on its
exterior.” It was not built like all other Roman walls in the vicin-
ity, with the use of stone and layers of brick for levelling (opus
mixtum), as was the case for the nearby triclinium.” In some way
the question arises as to how long the portal was at this site. Tak-
ing the aforementioned facts into account could lead to a dif-
ferent explanation for the direction of pedestrian traffic in the
emperor’s residence, which would also be more logical. Whether
this was the portal’s original location is questionable.®

The solution to pedestrian traffic in the emperor’s private
chambers may also be considered differently. Besides serving
as an entrance to the south in the large hall, the rotunda on
the upper floor possibly had a door to the side as well, as is the
case below it, in the cellar. This is indicated by certain details.
At the ground level there is a room to the eastern side of the
rotunda with a floor mosaic, while there is another door on

9 A detailed floor plan of the southern frontispiece on the cryp-
toporticus and its surroundings is the subject of a detailed sketch
made in 1911 by senior surveyor Artur Morpurgo. Spalato in Dalma-
tien Feldskizze 372, HR-DAST 152, Arhiv mapa za Istru i Dalmaciju
[Archive of Maps for Istria and Dalmatia], Nova izmjera 1910.-1914.
[New Survey 1910-1914]

10 The appearance and purpose of the building on which the portal in
the cryptoporticus was situated is known from more recent times.
In the first decades of the 19t century this was a residential house
owned by the Poor Clares. HR-DAST, Gemaide Spalato in Dalmatie
Feldskizze 372, by Artur Morpurgo, senior geometer, 1911.

Between the two World Wars, the portal was filled in with rustically
dressed stones and only a small door was left to access the work-
shop of the municipal mechanic. F. Buli¢, 1927, Fig. 63.

11 Benoit 1911, p. 478.

12 The condition of this part of the old town and the location of the
portal are indicated on a detailed field sketch that was drafted in
1911 by senior geometer Artur Morpurgo, DAST-SP, Gemainde Spal-
ato in Dalmatien, Feldskizze no. 372.
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Slika 1.

Figure 1.
Tlocrt Dioklecijanove palace s oznac¢enim vaznijim dijelovima: Diocletian’s Palace floor plan with marked important parts:
1. Peristil, 1. Peristyle;
2. zapadni termenos s hramovima, 2. Western temenos with temples;
3. mauzolej, 3. Mausoleum;
4. Vestibul, 4. Vestibule;
5. srediSnja dvorana, 5. Central Hall;
6. zapadne terme, 6. Western Baths;
7. triklinij, 7. Triclinium;
8. kriptoportik. (Prema J. Marasovic) 8. Cryptoporticus. (After J. Marasovic)
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Slika 2.

Juzni dio Dioklecijanove
palace s ucrtanim
supstrakcijama i
polozajima okruglih
hramoova u zapadnom
temenosu. Nije rijeSeno
pitanje kripta pod njima.
(Prema J. Marasovic)

Figure 2.

Thes southern part of
Diocletian’s Palace with
indicated substructions
and positions of round
temples in the western
temenos. The issue of
the crypts below them
remains unresolved.
(After ). Marasovic)

Slika 3.

Zapadne terme. Na
donjem dijelu su
prikazane sjeverozapadne
prostorije supstrakcija
Palace. Terme su

potpuno odijeljene od
Dioklecijanovih odaja koje
su bile iznad Sto ih ¢ini
oteZanim caru za uporabu
kako se to pretpostavlja.
(Prema J. Marasovic)

Figure 3.

Thes southern part of
Diocletian’s Palace with
indicated substructions
and positions of round
temples in the western
temenos. The issue of
the crypts below them
remains unresolved.
(After ). Marasovic)
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Slika 4.

Plan juZnog dijela Dioklecijanove
palace. Na Cestici zemljiSta br. 1696
je jednokatna zgrada s oznacenim
polozajem antic¢kog portala koji

je spajao srediSnju dvoranu i
kriptoportik. Portal je potpuno
odijeljen od bilo kakvih ostataka
Dioklecijanove palace. HR-DAST 152,
scizze 372, Spalato in Dalmatienn.
Gemeide 1911. (Artur Morpurgo visi
geometar)

Figure 4.

Floor plan of the southern part of
Diocletian’s Palace. On plot no.
1696 is a one-story building with
the marked position of an ancient
portal that connected the central
hall with the cryptoporticus. The
portal is completely separated from
any remains of Diocletian’s Palace.

i - = HR-DAST 152, scizze 372, Spalato in
b i . .
| Ei f,':-' I'g“ o == 1,' : Dalmatienn. Gemeide 1911. (Artur
K i i PRt LT .
Ehe il Lo i 'I ;..: 3 i :'PE?!, DO dey Morpurgo, senior surveyor)

Slika 5.

Anticki portal koji je spajao sredisnju
dvoranu i kriptoportik. S viemenom
je prostorija iza njega sluzila u
razli¢ite svrhe. Danas je njegov okvir
potpuno derutan.

(Fotografirao autor)

Figure 5.

Ancient portal that connected the
central hall and the cryptoporticus.
Over time, the room behind it served
various purposes. Today, its frame is
completely dilapidated.

(Photo author)
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ZAPADNI TEMENOS

Na zapadnoj strani Peristila bio je ogradeni sveti prostor. U
njemu je bio Mali hram, vjerojatno posvecen Jupiteru. Split-
ski kancelar Antun Prokulijan jo$ u 16. stoljeu spominje Cetiri
hrama u Dioklecijanovoj palaci ispred njega, i to okrugli hram
bozice Kibele na juznoj strani, §esterokutni Venerin na sjeve-
ru, osmerokutni Jupiterov, poslije posvecen Djevici Mariji, i
pravokutni Janov, na zapadu, poslije crkva sv. Ivana.3 U novi-
je vrijeme pojavila se sumnja da je Prokulijan pisao o zgrada-
ma koje nikad nije vidio, nego ih spominje na osnovi starijih
izvora. U njegovu tekstu nalaze se podaci o gradevinama koje
nisu postojale u njegovo doba. To potvrduje situacija na tere-
nu. Citava zapadna strana iza kolonade Peristila bila je izgrade-
na u razdoblju od 13. do 15. stoljeca. Tu su bile tri zgrade, na ko-
jima se u starim crtezima na njihovim proceljima vide prozori
s romanickim i gotickim obiljezjima. Nalaze se upravo na mje-
stu gdje su pronadeni ostaci okruglih hramova. Uz to, u pri-
zemlju srednje zgrade, nekad palace stare obitelji Grisogono,
sacuvan je stupac s romanickom glavicom i dijelovima luko-
va bogato dekorirane loZe. Radi se o ostatku srednjovjekovne
gradske vijecnice koja se nalazila na Peristilu, glavnom grad-
skom trgu.’s To bi znacilo da su oba kruzna hrama u zapadnom
temenosu bila ve¢ tada poruSena i nisu nikako mogla biti vid-
ljiva u 16. stoljecu.

Tek godine 1957. otkriveni su dijelovi stilobata okruglih
hramova i jo§ neki njihovi graditeljski ulomci.*® Nalazi nisu
detaljnije stru¢no objavljeni. Na osnovi pronadenih ulomaka
graficki su rekonstruirani njihovi gornji dijelovi. U tome je su-
djelovao i Davor Radovnikovi¢, tehnicar iz Urbanisti¢kog biroa
u Splity, koji je na osnovi pronadenih kamenih ulomaka izra-
dio idejno rjeSenje. Postoje i povrsni izvjestaji u novinama. Is-
pod Venerinog hrama nalazi se kripta. O njoj se vodio dnev-
nik istrazivanja, ali nije dostupan. Iz sjecanja voditelja radova i
oskudne dokumentacije moglo bi, ¢ini se, zakljuciti da je krip-
ta iznutra bila otprilike jednake §irine kao i nadzemni dio, i du-
bine oko dva metra te da je na dnu imala izvor. Zakljuceno je
da se radi o podzemnoj vodi.

Radovi su nastavljeni prvih dana 1979. godine, kad je zapo-
Cela obnova kavane Luxor na Peristilu. Dana 10. sijecnja poce-
li su iskopi i istrazivanja poda, gdje se ocekivao nalaz ostata-
ka rimskog hrama. Brzo je otkrivena kripta Venerina svetista,
koja je bila do vrha nasuta raznim materijalom. Voditelj istra-
Zivanja bio je tehnicar Ivo Prebanda, a radove je izvodio split-
ski Urbanisticki zavod. Tom je prilikom u na dnu kripte pro-

13 Marasovic¢ 1957, str. 6; Buli¢, Karaman 1927, str. 64-65.

14 Marasovi¢-Alujevi¢ 1984.

15 Keckemet 1954; KeCkemet 1987, str. 12.

16 Marasovi¢ 1957, str. 6; Marasovic¢, Marasovic 1965, str. 31.
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the western side. This was certainly also the case on the up-
per floor. The remains of the large arch of an opening made of
Roman bricks is on the exterior of the eastern side. Traces of
some wall repairs outside are again suggested on the western
side. This upper door was filled in with concrete during the
last renovations, as though they were not even there. If the
solution of a passage on the side is accepted, this would mean
that the rotunda could be entered from the side, not through
the large hall, but rather via access corridors that had exist-
ed on both sides. The situation here is otherwise rather un-
clear, because there were lightwells and rows of smaller rooms
on both sides of the large hall. They were used for the needs
of sentries and servants, and to prepare the singers and danc-
ers for special ceremonies and large receptions in the hall. The
emperor’s throne should be seen at the bottom of the hall. The
function and the solution to the connections and uses are thus
more logical, without passage through the large hall.

The manner in which the levelling of the Vestibule structure
was resolved is interesting. On the upper level it has a circular in-
terior layout, while it is cruciform at the ground level. This was
due to the fact that the lower section did not have sufficient free
height to raise a dome over it. Thus a shallower groin vault was
built. It had to rest on the corners, so that its surface was thus re-
duced. Alarge triple-nave hall extends southward from this space.
In order to render a hemispherical vault (dome?) above, it was
lowered in relation to the Vestibule by several steps, as allowed
by the terrain’s slope. This case was probably unique, but it un-
derscores the possibility that perhaps the form of the space in
the emperor’s residence was not entirely the same as in the cellar.

WESTERN TEMENOS

An enclosed holy space was on the western side of the Peri-
style. The Small Temple, probably dedicated to Jupiter, was in-
side it. As long ago as the 16™ century, Split Chancellor Anto-
nio Proculiano (Antun Prokulijan) mentioned four temples in
front of it in Diocletian’s Palace: a round temple dedicated to
the goddess Cybele on the south side, the hexagonal temple of
Venus in the north, an octagonal temple of Jupiter, later dedi-
cated to the Virgin Mary, and a rectangular temple of Janus, in
the west, later the Church of St. John. More recently, suspi-
cion has been raised that Proculiano was writing about build-
ings he had never seen, but rather mentioned on the basis of
older sources. His text contains data on structures that did not
exist in his time.* This has been confirmed by the situation in
the field. The entire western side of the Peristyle’s colonnade
was built in the period from the 13 to 15 centuries. There

13 Marasovic 1957, p. 6; Buli¢, Karaman 1927, pp. 64-65.
14 Marasovi¢-Alujevic 1984.
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. L Slika 6.
s w Romanicko goticka palaca Skocibucié-Lukaris
HHYE i i na jugozapadnom dijelu Peristila ispod koje
1 T = 7L _ ?‘fy se nalaze ostaci Kibelinog hrama $to ukazuje
: : I l : . N da ga u 13. stoljecu ve¢ nije bilo. (Autor M.
- - ! 4 Marasovic)

—_— : _ S SR i ; Figure 6.
o C - SRR [ ; Romanesque-Gothic Palace of Skocibugi¢-
| = J Lukaris on the southwestern part of the
== L e Peristyle, beneath which lie the remains of the
I~ ; ; 5 Temple of Cybele, indicating that it no longer
. .L!J . ‘ i . A = ; = existed by the 13th century.
- S B : s LL t e ‘ I cEud (After M. Marasovic)
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Slika 7.

Grafi¢ka rekonstrukcija izgleda hrama bozZice
Venere u zapadnom temenosu Palace.
Napravljena je na osnovu sac¢uvanih ostataka i
pronadenih arhitektonskih ulomaka. Podzemni
prostori ispod obaju okruglih hramova nisu
dovoljnjo objasnjeni. (Autor D. Radovnikovi¢)

Figure 7.

Graphic reconstruction of the appearance

of the Temple of the Goddess Venus in the
western temenos of the Palace. It is based on
preserved remains and found architectural
elements. The underground spaces beneath
both round temples are not sufficiently
explained. (Author D. Radovnikovi¢)

Slika 8.

Ulomak skulpture Sape lava pronaden na
dnu kripte Venerinog hrama u podu danasnje
kavane Luxor. S obzirom na poloZaj mozZe se
pretpostaviti da je iz dosta dalekih vremena.

Figure 8.

Fragment of a lion’s paw sculpture, found

at the bottom of the crypt in the Temple of
Venus, inside the floor of today’s Luxor café.
Considering its position, it can be assumed
that it dates from quite ancient times.
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naden kameni ulomak skulpture u obliku lavlje Sape. Bududi
da je to najnizi sloj njezina nasipa, proizlazi da je ulomak skul-
pture ubacen dosta rano, ali tek kada gornjeg dijela hrama vise
nije bilo.” Istrazivao se i juzni hram, posvecen bozici Kibeli. I
on je pod zemljom imao kriptu obzidanu grubo obradenim ka-
menom. U njoj se takoder skupljala obilna voda. Nije postojalo
stubiste za spuStanje u kriptu pa ni za nju ne zna ¢emu je slu-
zila. Korisno bi bilo da se voda analizira kako bi se utvrdilo da
se mozda ne radi o bunaru. Detaljniji podaci nisu objavljeni, a
objavljivanje bi omogudilo bolje sagledavanje funkcije. Na os-
novi ostataka i sacuvanih dekoriranih ulomaka djelomicno je
rekonstruiran. U zapadnom temenosu pred hramom vjerojat-
no je bio oltar na kojemu su se prinosile Zrtve, ali se o tome ni-
Sta ne zna.

JUGOISTOCNI KVADRANT

I jugoistocni dio Dioklecijanove palace bio je s vriemenom pot-
puno izgraden. Ondje je u prvoj polovici 15. stolje¢a podignut
samostan klarisa s crkvom. Buduci da je samostan u gradu bio
okruzen zgradama, uvjeti za zZivot i zdravlje redovnica bili su
vrlo nepovoljni. Zrak je bio nezdrav, osobito ljeti. U 19. stolje¢u
sve vi$e se osjecala potreba da se samostan preseli. Na poticaj
splitskog biskupa Marka Kalodjere odluceno je da se podigne
nova zgrada na Ludcu, gdje je bilo dovoljno slobodnog prosto-
ra. U rujnu 1883. zavrSeni su radovi pa je zgrada u gradu napu-
Stena.® U okviru rjeSavanja problema podizanja nove katedrale
u Splitu, koji je tada bio aktualan, redovnice su ponudile Drus-
tvu za gradnju u tu svrhu svoj prostor na prodaju. Ali to nije
prihvaceno pa je 1900. godine taj prostor prodan Op¢inskoj up-
ravi, koja je u njemu otvorila puc¢ku kuhinju.” Nekada$nja cr-
kva u zadnje je vrijeme sluzila kao kino Stari grad. Da bi se ot-
krili i rekonstruirali dijelovi Palace ispod nje, ona je sruSena.>®
Godine 1961. kino je zatvoreno. Prikazivanje filmova prestalo
je 14. travnja.”* Treca zgrada samostana sv. Klare podignuta je
u predgradu Lucac. Arhitekt Emil Vecchietti napravio je za nju
dva nacrta, ali po njima se nije radilo. Napravljeno je trece rje-
Senje, po kojemu su sredinom 1883. godine radovi zavrSeni ire-
dovnice su se preselile.?

17 Lj. K. 1979, str. 3; ). L. 19794, str. 5; J. L. 1979b, str. 3 - tu je prvi put
objavljena slika Sape; J. L. 1979¢, str. 6; J. L. 1979d, str. 5. O nalazu
ulomka lavlje Sape i njenu sliku vidi u Buble 2013, str. 282, 294.

18 Piplovi¢, 1997a.

19 Petricevic 1979, str. 29.

20 Piplovic 1994.

21 Zatvaranje kina 1961, str. 6.

22 Piplovi¢ 1994, str. 353-355.
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were three buildings here, which based on older drawings, had
visible windows with Romanesque and Gothic features on
their frontispieces. They are located at the very site where the
remains of the round temples were discovered. Moreover, a
column with a Romanesque head and parts of an arch of an
elaborately decorated loggia was preserved in the ground floor
of the middle building, formerly the palace of the old Griso-
gono family. These are the remains of a medieval town council
hall that was located on the Peristyle, the city’s main square.’
This would mean that both circular temples in the western te-
menos had already been demolished then and that they could
not have been visible in the 16" century.

It was only in 1957 that parts of the stylobates of the round
temples and a few more architectural elements were discov-
ered.*® The finds did not receive a detailed, scholarly publica-
tion. Their upper parts were graphically reconstructed based
on the discovered fragments. Davor Radovnikovié, a techni-
cian from the Urban Planning Bureau in Split, also participated
in this work, as he drafted the preliminary design based on the
stone fragments. There is a crypt below the temple of Venus.
An excavation log about it was recorded, but it is not availa-
ble. According to the memories of the works supervisor and
the meagre documentation, one may - it would appear - con-
clude that from the inside the crypt had approximately the
same width as the above-ground portion, with a depth of ap-
proximately two meters, and that there was a spring at the
bottom. It was concluded that this was groundwater.

The works were resumed at the very beginning of 1979,
when renovation of the Luxor Café on the Peristyle began.
On 10 January, excavation and examination of the floor com-
menced, as the remains of a Roman temple were expected. The
crypt of the Venus temple was quickly discovered. It was filled
to the top with a variety of detritus. The excavation leader was
technician Ivo Prebanda, and the works were conducted by the
Urban Planning Department in Split. On this occasion, a stone
sculptural fragment in the shape of a lion’s paw was found at
the bottom of the crypt. Since this was the lowest layer of its
fill, it follows that the sculptural fragment was thrown in rath-
er early, but only when the upper section of the temple was no
longer there.” The southern temple, dedicated to the goddess
Cybele, was also excavated. It also had an underground crypt
lined with coarsely dressed stones. A considerable amount of
water had also accumulated in it. There were no stairs lead-
ing down to it, so its purpose is not known. It would be use-
ful to analyze the water to ascertain whether this was perhaps

15 Keckemet 1954; Keckemet 1987, p. 12.

16 Marasovic 1957, p. 6; Marasovic, Marasovic 1965, p. 31.

17 Lj. K. 1979, str. 3; J. L. 19794, str. 5; J. L. 1979b, str. 3 - a picture of
the paw was first published here; ). L. 1979c, str. 6; J. L. 1979d, str.
5. For the discovery of the lion paw fragment and its picture, see
Buble 2013, pp. 282, 294.
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JUZNO PROCELJE

Na obali gdje je bila luka od davnine su na juzno procelje Di-
oklecijanove palace s vanjske strane bile prislonjene zgrade.
Dvije male kuce bile su na istoku, uz kulu. Godine 1915. kupio
ih je Vicko Tudor, s namjerom da sagradi vecu kucu. Op¢insko
upraviteljstvo izdalo mu je gradevnu dozvolu, s uvjetima Po-
vjerenstva Dioklecijanove palace da krov nove kuce ne ide pre-
ko vijenca ispod stupova kriptoportika. Projekt je napravio ar-
hitekt Prosper Culi¢. Ali kada su stare kuée porusene, utvrdilo
se da je dio zida s loZom Palace iza njih u odlicnom stanju. Sto-
ga su Povjerenstvo i Pokrajinski koservatorijalni ured nastojali
da se prostor ostavi slobodan i zid vidljiv. Frane Buli¢ trazio je
od Odjeljenja umjetnosti Ministarstva prosvjete u Beogradu da
ponisti dozvolu koju je izdao Zemaljski odbor u Zadru. U tome
se nije uspjelo pa je Tudor jos iste godine zapoceo s gradnjom.
Nova zgrada je kasnije ipak uklonjena.?

Na mjestu kriptoportika sagradene su tijekom vremena ve-
like stambene zgrade, od kojih su neke kasnije nadogradiva-
ne u visinu. One su svojim volumenima djelovale nametljivo
nad anti¢kom strukturom, a novim otvorima remetile izgled
jake izvorne kompozicije rimskog procelja. To je ugrozilo sta-
bilnost juznog procelja. Stoga su te zgrade sruSene i stvoren je
velik slobodan prostor. Taj dio je ostao pust, bez ikakve namje-
ne. Sacuvano je jo§ samo nekoliko derutnih stambenih zgrada
na istome dijelu i pregradena je romanicka crkvica sv. StoSije.2+
Te kuce su imale prozore na juznom procelju Dioklecijanove
palace prema moru, neke od njih i na mjestima antickih lukova,
a ostale na drugim poloZajima. Zbog nestabilnosti zida procelja
Palace u zadnje su se vrijeme rusile kuce iza njega. Nakon toga
pocelo se 1996. godine s obnavljanjem unutra$njeg lica zida Pa-
lace i rekonstrukcijom izvornih otvora na njemu.2 Novi otvori,
izgradeni prema izvornima, nisu se na nekim mjestima podu-
darali s postojec¢ima. Sve je vodilo k tome da se taj dio proce-
lja potpuno rekonstruira, ali se stalo na djelomi¢noj proved-
bi, koja do danas nije dovrSena. No nastavkom radova dobilo
bi se golo zidno platno koje bi str$ilo, bez gradnje iza njega. Na
taj nacin postupno je gotovo Citav jugoistocni kvadrant Palace
ostao bez kuca, pust i prazan, a nalazi se u samom sredisStu gra-
da. Nije jasno kako bi se mogao vratiti Zivot u taj predio.

PODRUMI

Prostori suterena na juznom dijelu ispod careva stana sagrade-
ni su kako bi se svi njegovi dijelovi nalazili u priblizno istoj ra-

23 Konzervatorski odjel u Splitu, Arhiv mjesnog odbora Povjerenstva
Dioklecijanove palace, 1919, br. 10.

24 Krizomali 1981.

25 Marasovic 1997, str. 91.
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a well. Further details were not published, although publica-
tion would facilitate better insight into its function. Based on
the remains and preserved decorated fragments, it has been
partially reconstructed. There was probably an altar on which
sacrifices were made in front of the temple in the western te-
menos, but nothing is known about this.

SOUTH-EASTERN QUADRANT

The south-eastern quadrant of Diocletian’s Palace was entire-
ly developed over time. A convent of the Poor Clares with a
church was erected there in the first half of the 15% century.
Since the convent in the city was surrounded by buildings, the
living conditions and general health of the nuns were rather
unfavourable. The air was unhealthy, particularly during the
summers. The need to move the convent was increasingly felt
during the 19" century. At the urging of Split Bishop Marko
Kalodjera, the decision was made to construct a new building
at Lucac, where there was sufficient space. Works were com-
pleted in September 1883, so the building in the city was aban-
doned.** When the construction of a new cathedral in Split pre-
sented a rather pressing at that time, the nuns offered to sell
their premises to the Construction Society for that purpose.
But the offer was not accepted, so in 1900 the building was
sold to the Municipal Administration, which opened a soup
kitchen there.” The former church more recently served as the
Stari Grad cinema. In order to uncover and reconstruct parts of
the Palace below it, the building was demolished.?° The cinema
was closed in 1961, as film screenings were halted on 14 April.»
The third building of the Poor Clares convent was construct-
ed in the Lucac suburb. Architect Emil Vecchietti drafted two
designs for it, but they were not used. The works were com-
pleted according to a third design in mid-1883, and the nuns
then moved in.

SOUTHERN FRONTISPIECE

Buildings had long rested against the southern frontispiece of
Diocletian’s Palace on the waterfront where the harbour was
located. Two small houses were in the east, next to the tower.
In 1915 they were purchased by Vicko Tudor, with the intent of
building a larger house. The Municipal Administration grant-
ed him a construction permit, with the condition set forth by
the Diocletian’s Palace Commission that the new roof could

18 Piplovi¢, 1997a.

19 Petricevic 1979, p. 29.

20 Piplovi¢ 1994.

21 Zatvaranje kina 1961, p. 6.
22 Piplovi¢ 1994, pp. 353-355.
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zini. Koliko se moze zakljuciti, nisu imali neku drugu namjenu
osim podupiranja gornjih dijelova. Na unutra$njim vratima iz-
medu prostorija ne postoje nikakvi tragovi da su na njima bile
vratnice, $to bi bilo potrebno u slucaju da ih se koristilo i mo-
ralo zatvarati. Treba primijetiti da su prostori bili dobro ven-
tilirani, 1 to uskim vertikalnim prozorima na jugu, ali sa sje-
verne strane. I prema gore vodili su kanali i dvori§ta koji su
omogucavali dobro zracenje i djelomicno osvjetljenje. Medu
svim prostorijama visoko pod svodovima smjeSteni su prozo-
ri. Na obje strane dviju velikih dvorana su svjetlici, uski izdu-
Zeni prostori koji su ili kroz podrum i kat. U vezi s velikom
zapadnom dvoranom u podrumima postoji jedna nelogi¢nost.
Ona sa sjevera ima polukruznu apsidu, a u njezinim kutovi-
ma s obje strane je usko stubiste koje iz suterena vodi u gornju
dvoranu. Nije jasno ¢emu su sluzile te vrlo skromne i neugled-
ne veze medu dvjema prostorijama potpuno razli¢ite namjene.
Donja je bila obi¢ni podrum, a gornja reprezentativna dvorana.

OBALA

Dosad nije potpuno jasno odreden odnos Palace kao gradevin-
skog djela podignutog ljudskom rukom i obale kao prirodne
datosti.

U istocnom suterenu kriptoportika pronadeni su ispod an-
tickog podnog maltera dekorirani arhitektonski ulomci antic-
ke zgrade iz 1. - 2. stoljeca, koja je vjerojatno bila u blizini i sru-
Sena radi gradnje Palace. Oni su ubaceni u nasuti materijal, §to
ukazuje da je taj dio Palace vjerojatno sagraden u morskom pli-
¢aku. I ovdje nedostaju precizniji podaci o visinskim kotama
da bi se mogao tocnije odrediti odnos.?

Za potrebe pristajanja brodova koji su dovozili klesance iz
kamenoloma na Bracu za gradnju Dioklecijanove palace, sigur-
no je u blizini gradiliSta postojalo neko pristaniste za iskrcava-
nje. Nije dovoljno jasno kako se stvar dalje razvijala. Duz cije-
log juznog procelja Palace danas je obala. Smatra se da je tako
bilo od zavrSetka gradnje Palace i da je obala sluZila kao careva
Setnica. Ta je postavka medutim upitna. Naime, ako je postojao
kriptoportik, nelogi¢no je da je obala sluzila u tu svrhu, poseb-
no stoga §to je pristup obali iz Palace bio vrlo tezak pa i kori-
Stenje ograniceno. Po svoj prilici u pocetku je pred ulazom bio
manji pristan za neke sporedne potrebe. U kasnijim vremeni-
ma, kada se ondje formirala luka, obala se zbog vec¢eg prometa
u viSe navrata Sirila.

Godine 2006. i 2007. provedena su arheolo$ka istrazivanja
na Rivi na potezu ispred zapadnog dijela Dioklecijanove palace.
Pronadeni su ostaci obalnih zidova iz raznih razdoblja i navod-
no velika kolic¢ina staklenih i kamenih predmeta. Rezultati tog
opseznog zahvata nisu temeljitije obradeni ni objavljeni. Pret-

26 Marasovié, Marasovi¢ 1965, str. 24.
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not be higher than the cornice above the cryptoporticus col-
umns. The building was designed by architect Prosper Culié.
But when the old houses were demolished, it was ascertained
that a part of the Palace wall with a loggia behind them was in
excellent condition. The Commission and the Provincial Con-
servation Office therefore attempted to leave this space open
and keep the wall visible. Frane Buli¢ filed a petition with the
Art Department of the Education Ministry in Belgrade that
it rescind the license issued by the Territorial Committee in
Zadar. He did not succeed in this, so Tudor began construc-
tion in that same year. The new building was nonetheless re-
moved later.

Over time, large residential buildings were construct-
ed at the site of the cryptoporticus, of which some were lat-
er expanded upward. Their dimensions imposed upon the Ro-
man-era structure, and their openings upset the appearance
of the Roman frontispiece’s original composition. This threat-
ened the stability of the southern frontispiece. These build-
ings were thus torn down and a large open space was created.
This section remained barren, without any purpose. Only a few
dilapidated residential buildings in the same section were pre-
served, and the small Romanesque Church of St. Anastasia was
rebuilt.>* These houses had windows on the southern frontis-
piece of Diocletian’s Palace facing the sea, some of them even
at the positions of the Roman-era arches, while the rest were
at other positions. Due to the instability of the walls on the
Palace’s frontispiece, the houses behind it were torn down in
more recent times. Thereafter, in 1996, the restoration of the
Palace’s interior wall and reconstruction of the original open-
ings on it commenced.> The new openings, built according to
the originals, did not corresponding to the existing ones at
places. All of this led to the frontispiece being entirely recon-
structed, but the works were only partially implemented and
remain incomplete to this day. However, their continuation
would yield a bare, jutting wall surface without structures be-
hind it. In this manner, the Palace’s entire south-eastern quad-
rant was gradually left without houses, barren and empty, al-
though it is in the very heart of the city. How life could be
returned to this section is unclear.

CELLARS

The rooms in the cellar in the southern section below the em-
peror’s residence were built so that its parts would be situated
at roughly the same level. As one may conclude, they had no

23 Conservation Department in Split, Arhiv mjesnog odbora Povjeren-
stva Dioklecijanove palace [Archive of the Diocletian’s Palace Com-
mission Local Committee] 1919, no 10.

24 Krizomali 1981.

25 Marasovi¢ 1997, p. 91.
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postavlja se da je ispred Citavog juznog zida Palace ve¢ u doba
Dioklecijana bila obala. Medu pronadenim antickim ostacima
posebno su zanimljivi ulomci amfora na zalu u pijesku, dio ar-
hitrava u obalnom zidu te posebno mramorni kapitel. Okol-
nosti nalaza nisu poznate, kao ni drugi podaci koji bi omoguci-
li bolje razumijevanje nalaza. U §krtoj literaturi nisu oznaceni
polozaji, veli¢ine ni druge ¢injenice vazZne za zakljucke.” Za
sada bi trebalo prihvatiti pretpostavku da tako duga obala nije
bila potrebna caru koji je imao dovoljno prostora za Setnje na
kriptoportiku. Ona je vjerojatno sagradena jo§ u antici, ali u
kasnijem razdoblju, kada je Palaca dobila drugu namjenu.

INSTALACIE

Od Palace do Salone, glavnoga grada provincije Dalmacije, vo-
dila je sigurno kvalitetna cesta. Njezina trasa nije utvrdena,
niti su pronadeni njezini ostaci. Palaca se vodom opskrbljivala
s izvora rijeke Jadro pod planinom Mosor.? Iz istog izvora do-
vodila se drugim kanalom u Salonu. Usporedujudi ta dva kana-
la, moZe se ustvrditi da je onaj za Palacu izveden kvalitetnije i
da je bio veceg profila, premda je Salona dosegnula ¢ak 60.000
stanovnika. Dioklecijanov akvedukt imao je dosta velik profil,
vedi nego $to je bilo potrebno. Iznosio je vise od jednog Cetvor-
nog metra, to¢nije 1,60 x 0,75 m, a kapacitet mu je bio 13 ku-
bi¢nih metara u sekundi. Razlog za to bilo je odrzavanje akve-
dukta, kretanje radnika njime radi ¢iS¢enja i provjetravanja; s
vremenom je vjerojatno propustao vodu pa ga je trebalo odrza-
vati. Za ulazak u unutras$njost sluzili su Cetvrtasti otvori s gor-
nje strane.?

GRADEVINSKI MATERIJAL

Osnovni gradevinski materijali od kojih je sagradena Diokleci-
janova palaca su kamen i opeka. Za najvazZnije zgrade upotri-
jebljen je vapnenac s otoka Braca.® To su podrumi, obodni zi-
dovi, hramovi, Mauzolej pa i zgrade na sjevernoj strani. Zidovi
su sastavljeni od velikih pravilno rezanih blokova u suho. Fra-
nu Buli¢a osobito su zanimali kamenolomi na Fruskoj gori. Za
ostale gradevine koriSten je manje kvalitetan kamen, vjerojat-
no izvaden negdje u blizini. U neposrednoj okolici nije otkri-
ven kamenolom, ali ve¢ u to vrijeme eksploatiralo se nalaziSte
u Segetu. SloZenije je pitanje stupova, koji su klesani od kame-
na razlicitih petrografskih i kemijskih svojstava. Smatra se da
su oni od granita raznih vrsta dovezeni iz Egipta, gdje su sku-

27 Delonga 2007, str. 5-8.

28 Piplovi¢ 2006, str. 6-8.

29 Buli¢, Karaman 1927, str. 111.

30 Buli¢ 1908a, str. 86; Buli¢ 1910, str. 149.
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other purpose except to support the upper parts. There are no
indications of frames on the inside doors between the rooms,
which would have been necessary in case they were used and
had to be closed. It is noteworthy that the rooms were well
ventilated by narrow vertical windows on both the southern
and northern sides. Conduits and yards also led upward, en-
abling rather good ventilation and partial illumination. Win-
dows are situated among all of the rooms under high vaults.
Lightwells, narrow oblong shafts that passed through the cel-
lar and ground floor above, are on both sides of the two large
halls. There is an illogical aspect pertaining to the large west-
ern hall in the cellars. It has a semi-circular apse on the north-
ern side, while its corners on both sides have narrow stair-
ways that lead from the cellar to the upper hall. The purpose
of these quite modest and unremarkable connections between
two rooms with entirely different purposes is not clear. The
lower one was an ordinary cellar, while the upper space was a
representative hall.

WATERFRONT

Thus far, the relationship between the Palace as a construction
work raised by human hands and the seashore as a natural fix-
ture has not been entirely specified.

Decorated architectural fragments of a building from the
1%-2™ century were found in the eastern cellar of the cryp-
toporticus below the Roman-era floor plaster. It was probably
in the vicinity and was also demolished to make way for the
Palace’s construction. They were thrown into the filler mate-
rial, which indicates that this part of the Palace was probably
constructed in the shallow seawater. Here as well, data on the
elevation pints that would allow a more precise determination
of interrelationships are absent.?®

There was certainly some manner of loading dock near
the palace construction site with berths for vessels carrying
dressed stones from the quarry on the island of Brac. It is not
clear how matters continued to develop. The entire length of
the Palace’s southern frontispiece is today a waterfront. It is
believed that this was the situation since the completion of
the Palace’s construction, and that the waterfront was used
by the emperor for walks. This assumption is, however, ques-
tionable. Namely, if there was a cryptoporticus, it would not
have made sense to use the waterfront for this purpose, par-
ticularly if access to it from the Palace was rather difficult and
its uses limited. In all likelihood, there may have initially been
a smaller berth for certain ancillary needs in front of the en-
trance. In later periods, when a port began to grow here, the
waterfront was expanded on a number of occasions due to a

26 Marasovi¢, Marasovic 1965, p 24.
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pljani po hramovima. Navode se i mjesta podrijetla. Frane Bu-
li¢ je nastojao odrediti odakle je nabavljan materijal za gradnju
Palace.® To su medutim manje ili viSe utemeljene pretpostav-
ke. Naime poznato je da su Egipcani tijekom svoje duge povije-
sti oblikovali stupove na poseban nacin, s kapitelima u obliku
lotosova cvijeta, stablima i bazama. Ni jedan od stupova u Di-
oklecijanovoj palaci ne asocira na eventualne uzore. Za odredi-
vanje porijekla pojedinih vrsta tvrdog magmatskog kamena od
kojeg su isklesani neki stupovi dopremljeni i ugradeni u Palacu,
trebalo bi obaviti analizu mineralo$kog sastava, fizicko svoj-
stvo, petrografski sastav i usporediti ih s nalaziStima. No to
je vrlo slozen te dug i skup postupak i nije nikada provoden.3

VISINSKI PLAN

Iako je Dioklecijanova palaca sagradena na dvije osnovne vi-
sinske razine, njezine ulice i gradevine nisu na jednakoj razini,
nego variraju, a neke su podignute na posebnim podnozjima,
kao Mauzolej i Hram. Od pocetka njezinog sustavnijeg premje-
ra dosad nije nacinjen cjeloviti nivelacijski plan. Samo su u ne-
kim djelomi¢nim dokumentima unesene pojedinacne kote, a
da nisu ukljuéene u jedinstven visinski sustav. Taj geometar-
ski podatak vazan je radi potpunijih tehnickih podataka doku-
mentacije, ali i za slucaj neke katastrofe.

31 Buli¢ 1908b.
32 Vrkljan 20071, str. 5-184; Vrkljan 2012, str. 11-201.
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higher volume of traffic.

In 2006 and 2007, archaeological excavations were con-
ducted on the Riva at the swath in front of the western sec-
tion of Diocletian’s Palace. The remains of seaside walls from
various periods and, allegedly, a high quantity of glass and
stone objects were found. The results of this extensive under-
taking have not undergone thorough analysis, nor were they
published. It has been assumed that there was a constructed
waterfront along the entire southern wall of the Palace already
during Diocletian’s time. Among the finds from Antiquity, the
amphora shards from a sand beach, part of an architrave in the
seaside wall and a marble capital are particularly interesting.
The discovery context is not known, nor are any other data
that would facilitate a better understanding of the finds. The
positions, dimensions or other facts essential to draw any con-
clusions are lacking in the meagre scholarly literature.?” For
now, the presumption that such a long waterfront was not
needed by the emperor, who had sufficient space for strolls on
the cryptoporticus, should be accepted. It probably had been
constructed in Antiquity, albeit in a later period, after the em-
peror’s death, when the Palace was put to different use.

INFRASTRUCTURE

Ahigh quality road certainly led from the Palace to Salona, the
capital city of the province of Dalmatia. Its route has not been
ascertained, nor have any remains been found. The Palace was
supplied with water from the source of the Jadro River under
Mt. Mosor.?® It was conveyed from the same source to Salona
by a different canal. Comparing the two canals, it may be as-
certained that the one for the Palace was made better and that
it had a larger profile, even though Salona had a population
of up to 60,000. Diocletian’s aqueduct truly had a large pro-
file, larger than necessary. It was over one square meter, more
precisely 1.6 x 0.75 m, and its capacity was 13 cubic meters per
second. The reason for this was maintenance of the aqueduct,
the movement of workers along it for cleaning and ventila-
tion; with time it probably began to leak water, but it had to
be maintained. Rectangular openings on the upper side were
used to enter it.?

CONSTRUCTION MATERIALS

The basic materials used to construct Diocletian’s Palace are
stone and brick. Limestone from the island of Bra¢ was used

27 Delonga 2007, pp. 5-8.
28 Piplovi¢ 2006, pp. 6-8.
29 Buli¢, Karaman 1927, p. 111.
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SKULPTURE

Na mnogim mjestima po Palaci nalaze se postolja i niSe za
postavljanje skulptura. Osobito su brojne oko ulaznih porta-
la. Brojne su i na unutra$njim stranama ogradnih zidova obaju
svetih prostora temenosa, onog gdje je na istonome Mauzo-
lej i drugog, na zapadu, gdje su bila tri hrama. To je dosta neo-
bicno jer se, s obzirom na ogradeno i nepristupacno mjesto za
koje su predvidene, nisu gotovo niotkuda mogle dobro vidjeti.

Po logici redoslijeda gradnje one su trebale biti postavljene
medu zadnjima, nakon $to su gradevinski radovi zavrSeni. Si-
gurno su i unutar carskih odaja bile mnoge ukrasne figure, au
hramovima kipovi boZanstava, kako je u rimskoj antici to bio
obicaj. Nije sa¢uvana ni jedna slobodna skulptura.

Reljefna plastika postoji samo na brojnim arhitektonskim
elementima kao dekoracija. Svi ukrasi vezani su za pojedine
dijelove Palace, vrata, stropove, vijence i druge podloge. Ako
od velikog broja slobodnih kipova gotovo nista nije sa¢uvane,
to bi moglo znaciti da nisu ni izradeni. Od svega su preostale
samo skulpture sfinga donesene iz Egipta, koje su razlicite po
materijalu, oblikovanju i veli¢ini. Nije poznato mjesto gdje su
bile postavljene u Palaci. Mozda su ¢inile niz sa strane stubi-
$ta prema ulazu u Mauzolej, slicno kao u Egiptu prema hramo-
vima. Znajuci za Dioklecijanov odnos prema Egiptu, to se ne
bi trebalo potpuno iskljuciti. Vazno je imati u vidu da je nakon
podjele Carstva Dioklecijan neposredno upravljao azijskim di-
jelom drzave, Balkanskim poluotokom i Egiptom.33 No pitanje
je je li za takav smjeStaj bilo dovoljno prostora. Druga je mo-
gucnost da su skulpture sfinga postavljane na razli¢itim mje-
stima po Palaci.

Na proceljima kuca u gradu nalaze se uzidani razni anticki
kameni ulomci s natpisima i stele u sekundarnoj uporabi. Ali
malo ih je koji bi se mogli povezati s Dioklecijanovom palacom
jer po tematici ne odgovaraju. Uostalom, privatni graditelji cCe-
sto su uzimali kamenje za zidove iz ruevina Salone. To im je
bilo jednostavnije nego da ga vade u kamenolomu i obraduju.
Oni su pojedine dekorirane komade koje bi pronasli postavlja-
li za ukras procelja. Zasigurno su skulpture postojale i u boga-
toj unutra$njosti prostorija. Tek manji kameni dijelovi s an-
ticke Palace vidljivo su uzidani na zgradama grada. Na trijemu
vije¢nice na Narodnom trgu dva su stupa. Izradena su od sivog
granita. Na istocnoj strani tog trga na vrhu kuce je vijenac od
kojeg je jedan dio anticki. U zvonik katedrale ugradeni su broj-
ni anticki spoliji. To su uglavnom stupovi razli¢itih dimenzija,
njihove baze i kapiteli. No nije moguce utvrditi jesu li donese-
ni iz Salone ili su pripadali Dioklecijanovoj palaci. Pretpostav-
lja se takoder da je za gradnju mletackog kastela u Splitu kori-
Sten kamen s Palace, i to s poruSenih kula.34

33 Piplovi¢ 2010.
34 Keckemet 1963; Marasovic 2012, str. 254.
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for the most important structures.:®° These are the cellars, pe-
rimeter walls, temples, the Mausoleum and even the build-
ings on the northern side. The walls consist of large uniformly
dry-cut blocks. Frane Buli¢ was particularly interested in the
quarries at Fru$ka gora. Lower quality stone, probably quar-
ried somewhere nearby, was used for the remaining build-
ings. No quarries were discovered in the immediate vicinity,
but the site in Seget was already being exploited at that time.
The question of the columns is more complex, as they were
carved from stone with different petrographic and chemical
properties. It is believed that they were made of various types
of granite from Egypt, where they were gathered at temples.
Even their points of origin are noted. Buli¢ had attempted to
ascertain whence the materials to build the Palace were pro-
cured.’' This, however, was limited to more or less well-found-
ed speculation. It is known that during their long history, the
Egyptians had made columns in a specific way, with lotus
flower capitals, trunks and bases. None of the columns in Dio-
cletian’s Palace may be associated with any models. Determin-
ing the origin of individual types of the hard magmatic rock
from which certain columns were carved and then installed in
the Palace would require analysing their mineralogical and pe-
trographic composition and physical properties and then com-
paring these results to find sites. But this is a rather complex,
long and costly process which has never been conducted.s

ELEVATION PLAN

Even though Diocletian’s Palace was constructed at two basic
elevations, its streets and buildings are not at the same level,
rather they vary, and some have been raised on special pedes-
tals, such as the Mausoleum and Temple. Since the beginning
of its systematic surveying, a comprehensive levelling plan
has not yet been drafted. Individual points have been entered
in only some of these partial documents, but they have not
been incorporated into a consolidated elevation system. This
geometric data point is vital in order to secure more complete
technical documentation data, but also in case of any manner
of disaster.

SCULPTURES

Pedestals and niches for sculptures are situated at many points
inside the Palace. They are particularly numerous around entry
gates and doors. They are also numerous on the insides of the

30 Buli¢ 1908a, p. 86; Buli¢ 1910, p. 149.
31 Buli¢ 1908b.
32 Vrkljan 2001, pp. 5-184; Vrkljan 2012, pp. 11-201.
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Na groblju Sustipan u Splitu nalazi se crkvica sv. Stjepana.
U njezinoj unutra$njosti uz bocne zidove s obje su strane po tri
masivna granitna stupa s korintskim kapitelima.

Prva dva stupa sa strana najbliZe ulazu su od sivog granita i
nesto su kraca, s viS$im bazama. Ostali su od crvenog granita, a
visina im iznosi otprilike 5,50 metara. Oni su se ranije nalazi-
li u predromanickoj trobrodnoj samostanskoj crkvi koja se na-
lazila na istome mjestu, a zatim su iz nje premjesteni u novu,
manju, koja je podignuta 1814. godine.3> Preneseni su iz Dio-
klecijanove palace. Nagadalo se odakle su uzeti, ali bez uspjeha.
Frane Buli¢ je smatrao da su tri stupa s isto¢nog dijela perip-
tera Mauzoleja koja su uklonjena pri gradnji kora 1602. godine,
a ostali s prostaze pred Mauzlejom u vrijeme gradnje zvoni-
ka u 13. stoljecu. Ljubo Karaman nije se slozio s tim, jer vi-
sine stupova ne odgovaraju tim izvorima. I on je smatrao da
su u ranom srednjem vijeku stupovi bili najprije postavljeni u
samostanskoj crkvi koja je prije bila na Sustipanu.’® Tomislav
Marasovic, koji je sudjelovao u istrazivanju na Sustipanu, sma-
tra da je 6 stupova u novoj crkvici preuzeto iz brodova poruse-
ne benediktinske bazilike.3”

Od antickih zgrada u Palaci na kojima su bili stupovi, a viSe
ih nema, najuocljiviji je Jupiterov hram, sa Sest stupova visine
6,55 metara. Hram u Dioklecijnovoj palaci je kao kuca bozan-
stva bio vjerojatno posvecen Jupiteru, vthovnom boZanstvu,
¢ijim se sinom smatrao car. Radi se o dosta maloj i skromnoj
gradevini, s trijemom samo ispred ulaza. To je jednostavniji tip
rimske sakralne gradevine. Po koncepciji slican je hramu u Puli
na forumu posve¢enom bozici Romi i caru Augustu. Iz dosta je
ranijeg vremena. Sastoji se takoder od cele i predvorja, sa Cetiri
stupa na Celu i jo$ po jednim sa svake strane. Ima glatke stupo-
ve i korintske kapitele. Oba su tipa tetrastil prostilos.:® Istom
rjeSenju pripada i hram kod teatra u Saloni.*

Stupovi na Sustipanu u Splitu razli¢itih su visina u odno-
su na one koji su bili u Palaci, a viSe ih nema. To su bili nizo-
vi na bo¢nim trijemovima glavnih komunikacija, karda i deku-
mana, peripteru Mauzoleja ili iznad Zlatnih vrata. Svi se oni
po procjeni ne podudaraju u dimenzijama s onima na Sustipa-
nu. Posebno treba iskljuciti Zlatna vrata, jer su stupovi na gro-
blju dosta teski i oslanjali bi se na male konzole. Osim toga, u
knjizi Roberta Adama prikazani su kao da su se urusili i od njih
su preostali samo donji dijelovi. Takoder nisu bili ni u trijemu
dekumana, gdje je sacuvano nekoliko stupova od bijelog mra-
mora. S obzirom na vrstu kamena i visinu, stupovi na Sustipa-
nu nalazili su se sigurno u nekom vaznom i velikom prosto-
ru ili mjestu.

Postoji jedno mjesto gdje su se stupovi sa Sustipana mo-

35 Ostoji¢ 1964, str. 326.

36 Keckemet 1994b, str. 15.

37 Marasovic, Vrsalovic 1971, str. 207.
38 Starac 2004, str. 5-15.

39 Ceci1962, str. 115-120.
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partition walls of both holy places of the temonos, i.e., where
the Mausoleum is on the eastern side and the three temples
were on the western side. This is rather unusual because, given
the bounded and inaccessible location foreseen for them, they
could not have been seen very well from anywhere.

Based on the logical order of construction, they should
have been installed last, after the main construction works
were finished. There were certainly many decorative figures
inside the emperor’s private chambers as well, while the tem-
ples had statues of deities, as was the custom in Roman An-
tiquity. Not a single standalone sculpture has been preserved.

Sculpture in relief only exists on the numerous architec-
tural elements as decorations. All of these decorations are tied
to individual sections of the Palace: doors, ceilings, cornic-
es, and other fixtures. If nothing has been preserved out of
the high number of standalone statues, this could mean that
they had not even been made. All that remains are the sphinx-
es brought from Egypt, which differ in terms of materials, ren-
dering and size. Where they had been placed in the Palace is
not known. They may have formed a sequence to the sides of
the steps toward the entrance to the Mausoleum, as in Egypt
toward the temples. Knowing Diocletian’s stance on Egypt,
this should not be entirely discounted. It is important to keep
in mind that after the Empire’s division, Diocletian indirect-
ly administered the Asian half of the state, the Balkan penin-
sula and Egypt.33 However, whether there was sufficient space
for such an arrangement is questionable. The other possibili-
ty is that the sphinx statues were installed at different loca-
tions in the Palace.

Various stone fragments with inscriptions and stelae in
secondary use can be seen on the facades of houses in the
city. Few of them, however, can be linked to Diocletian’s Pal-
ace, because they do not thematically match. Otherwise, pri-
vate builders often took stones for their walls from the ruins
of Salona. This was simpler than extracting stone from quar-
ries and then dressing it. They would set individual decorated
pieces that they had found as decorations on facades. Sculp-
tures certainly also existed in the richly-appointed interiors of
rooms. Only smaller stone components from the Roman-era
Palace are visible on the city’s buildings. Two columns are on
the portico of the council hall on Narodni trg [People’s Square].
They are made of gray granite. A section of the cornice on top
of a house on the eastern side of that square is from the Ro-
man era. Numerous Roman-era spolia have been built into the
campanile of the cathedral. These are mainly columns of vari-
ous dimensions, as well as their bases and capitals. However, it
is impossible to ascertain whether they were brought from Sa-
lona or belonged to Diocletian’s Palace. It is also assumed that
stone from the Palace, from the demolished towers specifical-

33 Piplovi¢ 2010.
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gli izvorno nalaziti. U velikoj trobrodnoj bazilici suterena Di-
oklecijanove palace na zapadnom dijelu nalazi se Sest masiv-
nih Cetvrtastih stupaca sazidanih od velikih kamenih blokova
poprec¢nih dimenzija 1,15 x 1,75 metara, koji su nosili gornju
strukturu. Nad njom je bila jednaka dvorana. Tesko je zamisliti
da su se u toj rasko$noj prostoriji nalazili isti takvi grubi stup-
ci. Zasigurno su gore u nastavku bili elegantniji okrugli stupo-
vi od plemenite vrste kamena. To su mogli biti upravo oni koji
se nalaze na Sustipanu. Sigurno nisu uzeti stupovi iznad Zlat-
nih vrata, od kojih su neki jo§ uvijek sac¢uvani, a ostali su pro-
pali, ¢iji su donji dijelovi u 19. stojecu bili na izvornome mjestu.
A ni visinom koja je iznosila samo oko 3,60 metara nisu odgo-
varali. Na bo¢nim trijemovima glavnih ulica bili su stupovi od
bijelog kamena, kako se vidi iz nekoliko sacuvanih kod crkvice
sv. Roka i pilona na njihovu raskrizju. Tesko je pretpostaviti da
su se nalazili u skromnijem, sjevernom djelu Palace, koji je slu-
Zio za smjeStaj osoblja koje se skrbilo za razne careve potrebe.
U sredi$njoj dvorani na katu takoder su vjerojatno bili stupo-
vi, ali ih je tamo bilo osam, pa nedostaju dva. Sli¢an je problem
i s glavnom trobrodnom dvoranom u zapadnom dijelu careva
stana. Ondje se u suterenu takoder nalaze zidani stupci. Ima
ih ukupno Sest, dimenzija presjeka 1,50 x 1,20 m. I ovdje su u
gornjoj istovjetnoj dvorani koja je sluzila za primanja umjesto
njih zasigurno bili okrugli stupovi.

Malo je sa¢uvano kamenih gradevinskih ulomaka koji su
pripadali Palaci. Ni u zidovima kasnije podignutih zgrada nema
pravilnih kamenih klesanaca ni tipi¢nih rimskih opeka. Sve je
netragom nestalo. U ruSevini trobrodne predromanicke crkve
sv. Eufemije koja se nalazila na sjevernoj strani izvan zida Dio-
klecijanove palace upotrijebljeni su anticki stupovi, njihovi ka-
piteli i baze.4° Na vanjskim zidovima kuca po gradu te predgra-
dima Lucac i Veli varo$ ugradeni su stari kameni spoliji. Neki
od njih su vjerojatno s Dioklecijanove palace. Ali ne smije se is-
kljuciti ni mogucénost da ih ima iz anticke Salone. Naime, pri-
vatni su graditelji u Splitu, Solinu i okolnim mjestima pri grad-
nji svojih kuca uzimali iz ruSevina Salone kamenje jer im je to
bilo jeftinije nego da vade blokove iz kamenoloma.*

40 Marasovié¢, Marasovic 1988, str. 76.
41 Buli¢ 1986. str. 32; N. Cambi 1987.
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ly, was used to build the Venetian citadel in Split.34

The small Church of St. Stephen is in the Sustipan Ceme-
tery in Split. Both of its lateral interior walls each have three
massive granite columns with Corinthian capitals. The first
two columns on the side closest to the entrance are made of
gray granite and are somewhat shorter, with higher bases. The
rest are made of red granite, and their height is approximately
5.5 meters. They had earlier been inside a pre-Romanesque tri-
ple-nave monastic church that was at the same site, and were
then moved to the new, smaller one that was built in 1814.3
They had been brought from Diocletian’s Palace. Attempts
were made to ascertain precisely whence they were taken, but
without success. Frane Buli¢ believed that three columns were
from the eastern section of the peripteros of the Mausoleum
which were removed when the choir was built in 1602, while
the rest are from the prostasis in front of the Mausoleum from
the time when the campanile was being constructed in the 13®
century. Ljubo Karaman did not agree with this, because the
heights of the columns do not correspond to these original
sites. He also believed that in the early Middle Ages the col-
umns had initially been installed in the monastic church that
was previously at Sustipan.’® Tomislav Marasovi¢, who partici-
pated in the excavations at Sustipan, believed that the six col-
umns in the new church were taken from the naves of the de-
molished Benedictine basilica.3

Among the Roman-era buildings in the Palace that had col-
umns but no longer do, the most notable is the temple of Ju-
piter with six 6.55 m high columns. The temple in Diocletian’s
Palace, as the deity’s home, was probably dedicated to Jupi-
ter, the supreme deity, and the emperor was considered his
son. This was a truly small and modest structure, with a porti-
co only in front of the entrance. This was a simpler type of Ro-
man holy structure. In terms of conception, it is similar to the
temple in Pula on the forum dedicated to the goddess Roma
and Emperor Augustus. It dates to a considerably earlier peri-
od, and also consists of a cella and vestibule with four columns
at its front and one on each side. The columns are smooth with
Corinthian capitals. Both are tetrastyle prostyle type.?® The
temple at the theatre in Salona is the same type.»

The columns at Sustipan in Split have different heights
than those that were in the Palace, but are no longer there.
These were in rows on the lateral porticos of the main thor-
oughfares, the cardo and decumanus, the Mausoleum’s
peripteros or above the Golden Gate. According to estimates of
their dimensions, none of them corresponded to those in Sus-

34 Keckemet 1963; Marasovic 2012, p. 254.
35 Ostoji¢ 1964, p. 326.

36 Keckemet 1994b, p. 15.

37 Marasovié, Vrsalovi¢ 1971, p. 207.

38 Starac 2004, pp. 5-15.

39 Ceci 1962, pp. 115-120.
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Slika 9.

Crkva sv. Stjepana koja se

nalazi na nekadasnjem groblju
na poluotoku Sustjepan.
Sagradena je 1814. godine na
mjestu vece bazilike odakle su u
unutra$njost preneseni anticki
stupovi.

(Fotografirao autor)

Figure 9.

Church of St. Stephen, located
on the former cemetery of the
peninsula Sustjepan. It was built
in 1814 on the site of a larger
basilica, from which ancient
columns were transferred to
the interior.

(Photo author)

Slika 10.

Poprecni presjek crkve sv.
Stjepana na groblju Sustjepanu.
U unutrasnjosti s bo¢nih strana
vidljivi su anticki stupovi
doneseni iz Dioklecijanove
palace u baziliku koja je bila

na tom mjestu, a zatim u
postojeéu crkvu.

(Autor V. Kokan)

Figure 10.

Transverse section of the
Church of St. Stephen at the
Sustjepan cemetery. Inside, the
sides show ancient columns
brought from Diocletian’s
Palace to the basilica that was
on this site and then into the
existing church.

(Author V. Kokan)
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Slika 11.

Unutrasnjost crkve sv. Stjepana,
pogled prema istoku i zapadu. Na
bo¢nim stranama vidljivi su stupovi
koji su nekada bili u Dioklecijanovoj
palagi.

(Fotografirao autor)

Figure 1.

Interior of the Church of St.
Stephen, viewed towards the east
and west. Ancient columns from
Diocletian’s Palace are visible on
the sides.

(Photo author)
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Slika 12.

Procelje Jupiterovog hrama u
zapadnom temenosu. Gradevina

je izvorno imala predvorje sa
stupovima za koje se ne zna kada su
uklonjeni.

(Autor F. Weilbach)

Figure 12.

Facade of the Temple of Jupiter in
the western temenos. The building
originally had a vestibule with
columns, the removal date of which
is unknown.

(Author F. Weilbach)

Slika 13.

Anticki hram u Saloni, danasnjem
Solinu

(Autor F. Weilbach)

Figure 13.

Ancient temple in Salona, today’s
Solin

(Author F. Weilbach)
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NEDOVRSENOST RADOVA

Kada se Dioklecijan godine 305. uselio u Pala¢u, mnogi final-
ni radovi jo§ nisu bili dovr$eni.+* To se posebno odnosi na baze
stupova Peristila, stilobate Jupiterova hrama i Mauzoleja, na
skulpture i drugo. Ti radovi nisu zavrSeni ni u desetak godina
careva boravka u Palaci, a ni poslije.

PALACA NAKON DIOKLECIJANA

Palaca je nakon careve smrti dobila druge namjene.# O tome
postoje neke pretpostavke, primjerice, da su u stambenom di-
jelu boravili rimski dostojanstvenici. No u novije vrijeme na
juznom su dijelu otkrivena dva sklopa terma. I o njihovim ko-
risnicima u struci postoje neka dvojbena misljenja. Tvrdi se da
su zapadne sluZile osobno caru. Na to ima dosta prigovora. Fi-
zicki su odijeljene od stambenog prostora, pa bi Dioklecijan za
njihovo koriStenje trebao izi¢i iz svojega boravka na otvoreno
kako bi ih koristio. Stoga je to malo vjerojatno, jer je car ve¢ bio
u godinama, a mozda i bolestan. Imao je tada viSe od 70 godina
pa bi za njega to bio poseban napor. Vjerojatnije je da je imao
kupku unutar stana, kako je tvrdio arhitekt Niemann. Inace,
sklopovi terma svojim su poloZajem bitno poremetili unutras-
nju organizaciju prostora, posebno su blokirali neke komuni-
kacije i pristupe odredenim sadrzajima. Sve to kao i druge ¢i-
njenice ukazuje da su terme sagradene naknadno u antici i da
je Palaca dobila neku novu funkciju, mozda zdravstvenu. I oba-
la ispred juznog procelja na to ukazuje.

ISTOCNO PROCELJE PALACE

Ispred istocnog obodnog zida Dioklecijanove palace u danas-
njoj Hrvojevoj ulici bile su prislonjene zgrade podignute u ka-
snijim razdobljima, koje su zid djelimice zaklanjale. One su
postupno u novije vrijeme rusene kako bi razmjerno dobro
oc€uvani rimski zid postao ponovno vidljiv. Sjeverno od antic-
kog ulaza u Dioklecijanovu palacu na toj strani, zvanog Sre-
brena vrata, nalazila se izduZena prizemna zgrada ArheoloSkog
muzeja sagradena 1836. godine.++ Zgrada ubrzo nije mogla pri-
miti sve predmete pa je1891. odluceno graditi novu, izvan gra-
da, na Skalicama, koja je uglavnom zavrSena 1914. Stara je neko
vrijeme ostala prazna pa je sruSena. Dalje prema sjeveroistoc-
noj kuli bile su jo§ neko vrijeme neugledne kucice.

Veé godine 1913. uprava Muzeja predloZila je da se stara

42 Piplovi¢ 1997b, str. 28-29.

43 Piplovic 2016.

44 U literaturi se uvijek pisalo da je ta zgrada podignuta 1821. $to opo-
vrgava katastarski plan iz 1831. i govor S. lvacica iz 1836. godine. Du-
plancic 1988, str. 162
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tipan. The Golden Gate should be ruled out in particular, be-
cause the columns at the cemetery are rather heavy and they
would have rested on small consoles. Moreover, in Robert Ad-
am’s book they were depicted as though they had collapsed
and that only their lower sections remained. They also were
not in the portico of the decumanus, where only a few white
marble columns have been preserved. Given the type of stone
and the height, the columns at Sustipan had certainly been in
an important and large room or place.

There is one place where the columns at Sustipan may have
originally been located. There are six massive rectangular pil-
lars in the large triple-nave basilica of the cellar in Diocletian’s
Palace made of large stone blocks with perpendicular dimen-
sions of 1.15 x 1.75 meters that bore the upper structure. An
identical hall was above it. It is difficult to imagine that the
same type of coarse pillars were in that luxurious space. Cer-
tainly those that continued above were more elegant round
columns made of more noble types of stone. They could have
been those now located in Sustipan. The columns above the
Golden Gate were certainly not taken for this purpose, as some
are still preserved, while the rest collapsed and their lower
sections were still at the original locations in the 19 century.
Their height of roughly 3.6 meters also does not correspond.
White marble columns were on the lateral porticos, as seen
from several preserved at the small Church of St. Roch and
the pylons at their intersection. It is difficult to presume that
they were in the more modest northern section of the Palace,
which was used to accommodate the staff that cared for the
emperor’s various needs. There were probably columns in the
central hall on the upper floor as well, but there were eight
there, so two are missing. The main triple-nave hall in the
western section of the emperor’s residence presents a similar
problem. There are also stone-built pillars there in the cellar.
There is a total of six, with dimensions of 1.5 x 1.2 in section.
Here as well, round columns certainly stood in their position
in the identical upper hall which was used for receptions.

There are few preserved stone construction fragments that
belonged to the Palace. Neither are there regular dressed stones
nor typical Roman bricks in the walls of buildings constructed
later. Everything has disappeared without a trace. Roman-era
columns, their capitals and bases were used in the triple-nave
pre-Romanesque Church of St. Euphemia, now in ruins, situat-
ed outside of the walls of Diocletian’s Palace.4° Old stone spo-
lia were built into the external walls of houses in the city and
in the suburbs of Lucac and Veli varo$. Some of them are proba-
bly from Diocletian’s Palace. However, the possibility that they
came from ancient Salona should not be excluded. This is be-
cause private builders in Split, Solin and surrounding places
took stones from the ruins of Salona for construction, for this

40 Marasovi¢, Marasovic 1988, p. 76.
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zgrada Muzeja porusi. Pokrajinska vlada slozila se s time. I Po-
vjerenstvo Dioklecijanove palace o tome je raspravljalo 1920.,
pa je prijedlog podrzan. No zgrada je uklonjena mnogo kasni-
je, 1928. godine. Zatim su 1957./58. srusene i zadnje preosta-
le zgrade do sjeveroistocne kule, pa je ¢itav taj dio zida postao
izvana vidljiv.+s

Pred juZznom polovicom isto¢nog zida nalazila se izduze-
na jednokatnica, vojnicka pekarnica, koja je zaklanjala pogled
na procelje Palace, a osim toga svojim je dimnjacima sve vise
ostecivala zid. Stoga je jo§ godine 1899. vojna uprava prista-
la na njezino ruSenje. Uvjet je bio da Op¢ina na drugome mje-
stu, blizu tvrdave Gripe, izgradi jednu manju zgradu u tu svr-
hu. Tada to nije ostvareno. Povjerenstvo Dioklecijanove palace
je na sjednici koncem svibnja 1920. godine ponovno raspravlja-
lo o tome.# Zgrada je poruSena tek 1943. godine.# Taj dio zida
je sacuvan, ali u vezi s njegovim danasnjim stanjem postoji do-
sta nejasnoca. Naime, samo nekoliko njegovih donjih redova
izgradeno je od velikih pravilno klesanih kamenih blokova. Sve
ostalo iznad toga je od loSe obradenog kamena. Nije utvrdeno
je li takvo stanje bilo od pocetka, zato §to je trebalo brzo zavr-
§iti radove na Palaci, ili je u neko doba izvorni zid porusen i sa-
graden novi. Na njegovu dijelu blizu jugoistocne ugaone kule
vidi se u takvom zidu ugraden veliki luk od bolje obradenih
klesanaca. Nije poznato emu je sluZio.

Kada je prostor postao slobodan, sluZio je za razne svrhe.
Izmedu dva svjetska rata neko je vrijeme na tom mjestu bilo
parkiraliSte za medugradske autobuse i postavljeni su banci
za maloprodaju voca i povrca.+® Zatim je zasaden zelenilom i
tako se ostvario izvorni kontakt Palace s okolicom, kao §to je
to ranije ucinjeno i sa sjeverne strane. Pri daljnjem uredenju
postavljen je niz Satora za galanterijsku robu te sitnu prodaju
odjevnih predmeta i obuée. Oni su nedavno uklonjeni pa uli-
cu treba urediti.

I s unutrasnje strane vidljiv je mjestimicno isto¢ni bedem.
Na njegovu juznom dijelu u donjim redovima su veliki kame-
ni blokovi. Podebljan je kasnije slojem od loSije gradenog ka-
mena i time ojacan, a pri vrhu se nalazi reljef s grbom. I tu bi
pojavu trebalo bolje istraZiti pa bi se mogli izvesti zakljucci o
dinamici gradenja i nacinu pregradivanja tog dijela Palace tije-
kom vremena.

Srebrna vrata Palace s vanjske su strane u kasnija vremena
prekrivena zidom, a s unutra$nje strane bila je prislonjena cr-
kva Dusica, tako da se nije znalo u kojem su stanju ocuvana an-
ticka vrata. Otkrivena su 1946. godine, a 1952. je dovrSena dje-
lomicna restauracija vrata i arkada obrambenog dvorista iznad
njih. Prostor Hrvojeve ulice je mjestimi¢no arheoloski istrazen,

45 Muljaci¢ 1969, str. 67; Piplovi¢ 1998, str. 117.
46 lzvjeSée 1920, str. 47-48.

47 Muljaci¢ 1958, str. 88.

48 S D. 2022, str. 15.
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was less expensive than extracting blocks from a quarry.+

INCOMPLETENESS OF WORKS

When Diocletian moved in to his Palace in 305, many finishing
works had still not been completed.#* This is particularly true
of the column bases of the Peristyle, the stylobates of Jupiter’s
temple and the Mausoleum, the sculptures and other details.
These works were not even completed during the roughly ten
years of the emperor’s stay in the Palace, nor later.

THE PALACE AFTER DIOCLETIAN

After the emperor’s death, the Palace was put to different us-
es.® There is some speculation, for example, that Roman dig-
nitaries lived in its residential section. But more recently two
bath complexes were discovered in its southern section. There
are some dubious opinions among scholars about their us-
ers. Some assert that the western baths were personally used
by the emperor. But there are considerable objections to this.
They are physically separate from the residential section, so
that Diocletian would have had to go outside of his residence
to use them. This is thus highly unlikely, since the emperor
was at that point quite elderly and possibly in poor health. He
was close to 70 years of age, so that this would have been a
particular effort. It is more likely that he bathed inside his res-
idence, as asserted by the architect Niemann. Otherwise, the
position of the bath complexes considerably disturbed the in-
ternal organization of space, as they particularly blocked cer-
tain thoroughfares and access to certain facilities. All of this
and certain other facts indicate that the baths were built later
in Antiquity and that the Palace had acquired some new func-
tion, perhaps tied to health-care. The waterfront at the south-
ern frontispiece also points to this possibility.

EASTERN FRONTISPIECE OF THE PALACE

Buildings erected in later periods rested against the eastern pe-
rimeter wall of Diocletian’s Palace in today’s Hrvojeva street,
partially obscuring the wall. They were gradually torn down
in more recent periods, so that the relatively well-preserved
Roman wall could once more be seen. The oblong ground-lev-
el building of the Archaeological Museum, built in 1836,* was

41 Buli¢ 1986. p. 32; N. Cambi 1987.

42 Piplovi¢ 1997b, p. 28-29.

43 Piplovic 2016.

44 The year of this building’s erection has always been cited in the
literature as 1821, which is refuted by the cadastre from 1831 and a
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ali je sve ostalo nedoreceno, kao betonska povrs§ina.+ Pitanje
koje bi trebalo rijesiti jest §to s njim u buduénosti. Vjerojatno
bi bilo najpogodnije njegov pojas izmedu ulice i zida ozeleniti.
Tako bi se Palaca i s te strane donekle dovela u prirodni odnos
s neposrednim okoli§em, kakav je bio izvorno.

Za naSeg vremena planirano je uredenje Setnica po vrhu
obodnih zidova Dioklecijanove palace. Setnica je veé izgradena
Po sjevernoj strani, pa se planira da se to napravi i iznad istoc-
nog procelja. Medutim, zbog stanja tog dijela bedema i potrebe
dosta radikalnih i upitnih konzervatorsko-restauratorskih ra-
dova taj naum nije optimalan. Posebno je sloZen prijelaz pre-
ko Srebrnih vrata, gdje bi trebalo izvesti dosta opsezan zahvat.
Kako bi se spojila oba dijela Setnice, sjevernog i isto¢nog, mo-
rala bi se nekako zaobidi sjeveroisto¢na kula Palace. Ona svo-
jom sada$njom vecom visinom, gdje su nadogradeni privatni
stanovi, to onemogucuje. Obilaznim premoscenjem i tu bi se
morala napraviti nova konstrukcija, koja bi pokvarila izgled tog
dijela. Osim toga, zbog teSkog pristupa malo se tko penje do
Setnice na sjevernom zidu. Tako bi se vjerojatno dogodilo i s
istonom stranom ako se izgradi. Prolaz je ondje uzak. Posto-
je jos i druge Cinjenice koje govore o svrhovitosti tog slozenog
zahvata. Gradila bi se nova struktura po vrhu zida Palace, gdje
je nikada nije bilo. Time se naru$ava izvorni izgled tog njezi-
nog dijela. Setnja bi bila oteZana, a pogled naokolo nije poseb-
no atraktivan. U sjevernom dijelu to je ulica s obi¢nim zgrada-
ma, a U juZnom pazar.>°

PREDMETI

Od predmeta svakodnevne ili posebne namjene nije nista sa-
¢uvano. A moralo ih je biti vrlo mnogo. Nema viSe namjestaja,
oruZzja, nakita, pribora, alata. Sve je tijekom stoljeca netragom
nestalo. Jedina je iznimka kameni stol koji je naden u sutere-
nu Dioklecijanove palace.

ZAKLJUCAK

Povijesno srediSte Splita vrijedna je prostorna cjelina, koja je
nastajala tijekom mnogih stoljeca. Njegova struktura sastoji se
od dvaju razlicitih sadrzaja, fizickih ostataka zgrada Dioklecija-
nove palace i srednjovjekovnog urbanog stambenog ambijenta.
Nije podrobnije poznato $to se unutar Palace gradilo u ranom
srednjem vijeku. Ali ve¢ u 13. stoljecu Citav prostor je izgraden,
osobito njegov juzni dio. Dvije jake urbane strukture su uskla-
dene, ali istodobno i suprotstavljene. Mo¢ne zidine carske re-

49 Burazin 2022, str. 15.
50 Viduli¢ 2022, str. 19-21; Viduli¢ 2022b, str. 22-24; Budimir 2022, str.
1.
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north of the Roman-era entrance to Diocletian’s Palace on that
side, called the Silver Gate. The building was soon unable to
accommodate all of the exponents, so in 1891 the decision was
made to build a new one outside of the city, at Skalice, which
was mostly completed in 1914. The old building remained
empty for a time and was then demolished. For a time, several
unsightly cottages stood a little farther in the direction of the
north-eastern tower.

Already in 1913, the Museum’s management proposed the
demolition of the old museum building. The provincial gov-
ernment agreed. The Diocletian’s Palace Commission also de-
liberated on this matter in 1920 and upheld the proposal. But
the building was only removed much later, in 1928. Then, in
1957/58, the last remaining buildings up to the north-eastern
tower were torn down, so that entire section of the wall be-
came visible from the outside.*

An elongated single-story building, the military bakery,
was in front of the southern half of the eastern wall, obscur-
ing the view of the Palace’s frontispiece. Its chimneys, more-
over, were increasingly damaging the wall. Thus, as early as
1899, the military authorities consented to its demolition. The
condition was that the Municipality had to build a smaller
building to serve the same purpose at another site near the
Gripe Fortress. This was not done at the time. The Diocletian’s
Palace Commmission once more deliberated on this matter at
a session held in May 1920.4° The building was only demol-
ished in 1943.47 That part of the wall was preserved, but there
are still a number of ambiguities tied to its current condition.
For one thing, only a few of its lower rows are made of large,
uniformly dressed stone blocks. Everything above is made of
poorly dressed stones. It is uncertain as to whether this was
the condition from the beginning, perhaps due to the fact that
works on the Palace had to be completed quickly, or the wall
was torn down and a new one was raised in some later period.
Alarge arch made of better dressed stones can be discerned in
this wall at its section near the south-eastern corner tower. Its
purpose is not known.

When this space was freed, it was used for various purpos-
es. Between the two World Wars, it was a parking lot for inter-
city bus lines and tables were set up for the retail sales of fresh
produce.*® Then greenery was planted and the original contact
between the Palace and its surroundings was restored, as had
been done earlier with on the northern side. Further devel-
opment saw the set-up of a series of covered stalls selling ac-
cessories, apparel items and footwear. These were recently re-
moved, so the street needs to be developed.

speech made by S. Ivacic in 1836. Duplancic¢ 1988, p. 162.
45 Muljaci¢ 1969, p. 67; Piplovi¢ 1998, p. 117.
46 lzvjeSce 1920, pp. 47-48.
47 Muljaci¢ 1958, p. 88.
48 SD.2022,p.15.
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zidencija najistaknutiji su dio sklopa. Stalne je dvojbe izazivalo
pitanje do koje mjere treba postivati taj odnos antike i sred-
njeg vijeka. Od pocetka sustavnog povijesnog i arhitektonskog
vrednovanja Palaci se davala prednost pred manje znacajnim
la vidljiva izvana sa tri strane. Pristupilo se uklanjanju i drugih
dogradnja, ali se mijenjao odnos dokle se moglo. Tako su u no-
vije vrijeme poruSene stare zgrade na juzZnom, isto¢nom i ka-
snije na sjevernom procelju. U unutra$njosti je godine 1880.
poru$ena kavana Al Tempio na isto¢noj strani Peristila, a godi-
ne 1923. crkvica sv. Barbare. PoruS$ene su zgrade u propugna-
kulu zapadnih vrata. Posebno se Cistio prostor oko Mauzoleja.
Time su zgrade Dioklecijanove palace bolje istaknute, ali su i
dalje dobrim dijelom zaklonjene kasnijim zgradama. I5lo se u
radikalnija razmisljanja. Predlagalo se ¢ak da se stanovnis$tvo iz
Palace potpuno iseli. To je pojacavala Cinjenica da su uvjeti zi-
vota u njoj teski, bez dovoljno svjetla i zraka, uz otezani pro-
met kroz tijesne ulice i nedostatak komunalne infrastrukture.

Da bi se otkrili dijelovi Palace, razmisljalo se nesto ranije
da se juzno procelje potpuno oslobodi od kuéica ispred njega,
da se na Peristilu u trijemu Protirona poruse ili premjeste re-
nesansne kapele, premjesti crkvica sv. Roka, koja je na mjestu
dekumana, poruse zgrade na zapadnoj strani Peristila, kako bi
se oslobodila kolonada ugradena u procelje zgrade na toj strani.
Time bi se s jedne strane jo§ viSe istaknula Palaca, ali bi dosta
bili pokvareni slikoviti ambijenti uskih i krivudavih uliica sa
starinskim zgradama. Do tih radikalnih zahvata nije ipak dos-
lo. Prevladali su stavovi da treba postivati i uskladiti sve sloje-
ve povijesne sredine.

Dioklecijanovu palacu u Splitu ¢esto se usporeduje s dru-
gim carskim rezidencijama.s* No ako se pogledaju tlocrtna rje-
Senja Dominicijanove palace i Hadrijanove vile, Flavijeve pa-
lace u Rimu, Doma Livije i nekih drugih, teSko se moZe naci
nesto zajednicko za sve, bez obzira §to su gradene u razlicito
vrijeme. One su jednostavnije.>> U Ostiji kod Rima nalaze se
takoder ostaci jedne rasko$ne palace koja je sluzila za boravak
careva. Medu brojnim prostorijama imala je termalne zgrade,
dvorane, veliki peristil, mitrej i druge brojne sadrzaje.>s Pala-
¢a u Splitu po osnovnim je obiljezjima bliska vojnim logorima.
Ti kastrumi imaju takoder Cetvrtasti tlocrt, uokolo bedem, na
¢ijim su stranama po sredini vrata, Cesto s kulama, a unutras-
njost dijele dvije glavne ulice koje se sijeku po sredini.

Cesto se navodi da je Dioklecijanova palada utjecala na
stvaralastvo engleskog arhitekta Roberta Adama i da je on do-
$ao u Split kako bi proucavao njezine ostatke te njezina stilska
obiljezja primjenjivao u svojim kreacijama.5* No detalje uspo-

51 Piplovié 2001.

52 Benoit 1911, str. 450-457; Aurigemma 1970, str. 3-82.
53 Calza, Becatti 1964, str. 34-35.

54 Marasovic 1964, str. 4; KeCkemet 1964b, str. 5.
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The eastern rampart is visible at places from the inside as
well. Large stone blocks are at its southern section in the lower
rows. It was expanded subsequently with a layer of more poor-
ly dressed stones and thereby reinforced, while at its top there
is a relief containing a shield. This should also be more thor-
oughly studied in order to facilitate conclusions on the tempo
of construction and the ways in which this part of the Palace
was rebuilt over the course of time.

The Palace’s Silver Gate was covered with a wall in later peri-
ods on the outside, while inside the DuSica church rested against
it, so that the Roman-era gate’s state of preservation was not
known. It was uncovered in 1946, and in 1952 the partial restora-
tion of the gate and the arcade of the defensive yard above it was
completed. The area of Hrvojeva street has undergone partial ar-
chaeological excavation, but everything remains ambiguous as a
paved surface.® The question that should be resolved is what to
do with it in the future. The most suitable thing to do would be
to plant greenery on the swath between the street and wall. The
Palace would thus acquire something of a natural balance with its
immediate environment, as it originally had.

In the current period, there are plans to create a promenade
atop of the perimeter walls of Diocletian’s Palace. A promenade
has already been built on the northern side, so the plans call for
this to be done above the eastern frontispiece. However, due to
the condition of this part of the rampart and the need for rath-
er radical and questionable conservation /restoration works, this
proposal is not optimal. The passage over the Silver Gate is par-
ticularly complex, where a rather extensive undertaking will be
required. In order to link both sections of the promenade, the
northern and eastern, the Palace’s north-eastern tower would
somehow have to be bypassed. Its current greater height, where
private apartments have been added, prevents this. A bridging
bypass here would also require new construction, which would
blemish the appearance of this section. Furthermore, due to the
difficulty of accessing it, few climb to the promenade on the
northern wall. The same would probably be the case if it were to
be built on the eastern side. The passage is narrow there. There
are still other facts that speak to the justification for this complex
undertaking. A new structure would be built atop the Palace wall,
which was never there before. This would spoil the original ap-
pearance of this section. Walking would be difficult, and the sur-
rounding view is not very attractive: a street with ordinary build-
ings to the north, and an open-air marketplace to the south.>°

OBJECTS

No objects of everyday or specific use have been preserved. But

49 Burazin 2022, p 15.
50 Viduli¢ 2022, pp. 19-21; Viduli¢ 2022b, pp. 22-24; Budimir 2022, p. 11.
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redbe s njegovim ostvarenjima tesko je utvrditi. Vjerojatno je
on svoje rezultate u prvom redu iskoristio da napiSe reprezen-
tativhu monografiju o Palaci. Knjiga je imala velik uspjeh. Na
to ukazuje ¢injenica da je vec u pretprodaji otkupljeno oko 500
primjeraka, s velikim brojem uglednih pretplatnika prije tiska-
nja, medu kojima je bio i sam engleski kralj Buro III., kojemu
je autor posvetio svoje djelo. Medu ostalim, iz Engleske su bili
knezovi, plemi¢i i ¢asnici. Knjiga je znanje o antickoj palaci
ucinila dostupnim cijelom svijetu. To je izdanje koje je bitno
pridonijelo razvitku klasicizma.

U svakom slucaju, Dioklecijanova palaca je bez obzira na
upitnost nekih rjeSenja klju¢no djelo za upoznavanje rimskog
antickog graditeljstva. Vjerojatno ce biti jo§ nalaza koji ée de-
taljnije objasniti postojece nejasnoce. U ¢lanku se iznose neka
pitanja kojima bi trebalo posvetiti pozornost tijekom daljnjih
istraZivanja. Na neka od njih sigurno se nece moc¢i naci odgo-
vor. Druga su samo manje ili viSe logi¢ne pretpostavke ili tek
natuknice.

Neobjasnjena prostorna, funkcionalna i tehnicka rjeSenja...
Unexplained spatial, functional and technical design ...

there should be many of these. There is no longer any furni-
ture, weapons, jewellery, accessories or tools. Everything has
disappeared without a trace over the centuries. The sole ex-
ception is the stone table found in the cellar of Diocletian’s
Palace.

CONCLUSION

The historical core of Split is a valuable spatial unit that
emerged over the course of many centuries. Its structure con-
sists of two different facilities: the physical remains of the
buildings of Diocletian’s Palace and the mediaeval urban resi-
dential environment. What was built inside the Palace in the
early Middle Ages is not known in great detail. But by the 13®
century the entire space had been developed, particularly its
southern section. The two robust urban structures are aligned,
but simultaneously at odds with each other. The formidable
walls of the emperor’s residence are the most prominent com-
ponent of the complex. The question of the extent to which
the relationship between the Classical and medieval must be
respected provokes constant uncertainty. Since the beginning
of systematic historical and architectural appreciation of the
Palace, priority has been accorded to smaller important build-
ings from later periods. Thanks to clearing efforts, the Palace
has become externally visible on three sides. The removal of
other additional structures has also commenced, but opin-
ions on the extent to which this should be done have changed.
Thus in more recent years the old buildings on the southern,
eastern and northern frontispiece have been demolished. In
the interior, the Al Tempio Café on the Peristyle’s eastern
side was removed in 1880, while in 1923 the same was done to
the small Church of St. Barbara. The buildings of the western
gate’s bulwark were torn down. The space around the Mauso-
leum in particular was cleared. The buildings of Diocletian’s
Palace thus gained more emphasis, but they are still largely
obscured by later buildings. More radical ideas were floated.
There were even proposals to completely remove all residents
from the Palace. This was bolstered by the fact that living con-
ditions inside were difficult, without sufficient light and air,
while traffic through its narrow lanes was hampered and it
lacked utility infrastructure.

In order to uncover parts of the Palace, an earlier idea was
to entirely free the southern frontispiece of the small hous-
es in front of it, demolish or move the Renaissance chapels on
the Peristyle in the Prothyron portico, move the small Church
of St. Roch which is on the decumanus, and demolish the build-
ings on the Peristyle’s western side in order free the olonnades
built into the frontispiece of the building on that side. This
would on the one hand more greatly emphasize the Palace, but
on the other would greatly spoil the ambience of the narrow
and winding lanes with olden buildings. These radical under-
takings never came about, though. The prevailing standpoint
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is that all layers of the historical environment should be re-
spected and harmonized.

Diocletian’s Palace in Split is often compared to other im-
perial residences.* But if the layout solutions of the Palace of
Domitian and Hadian’s Villa, the Domus Flavia in Rome, the
Domus Livia and several others are examined, one will find that
there is little common to them all, regardless of the fact that
they were constructed in a different time. They are simpler.s
The remains of a luxurious palace that was once used to accom-
modate emperors can be found in Ostia, near Rome. Among
its many rooms, there was a bath building, a large peristyle, a
mithraeum and other facilities.s The basic features of the Pal-
ace in Split make it similar to military encampments. These cas-
tra also had a square layout, were surrounded by ramparts with
gates in their middle, often with towers, while the interiors had
two main thoroughfares that intersected in the middle.

It is often stated that Diocletian’s Palace influenced the
creativity of English architect Robert Adam, and that he had
come to Split to study its remains and apply its stylistic fea-
tures in his own designs.s+ But this is difficult to assert based
on the details of a comparison to his own works. He proba-
bly used the results of his studies to first and foremost write
an authoritative monograph about the Palace. The book was
highly successful, as indicated by the fact that over 500 copies
were purchased in pre-publication sales, with a high number
of renowned subscribers when it was printed, including Eng-
lish King George III, to whom the author dedicated the book.
Among others, these subscribers in England included knights,
nobles and military officers. The book made knowledge on the
Palace available to the entire world. This was a publication that
greatly contributed to the development of classicism.

In any case, Diocletian’s Palace is, regardless of certain
questionable solutions, a work that is crucial to an under-
standing of Roman Classical architecture. There will likely be
more discoveries that will shed some additional light on ex-
isting ambiguities. This paper poses certain questions that
should be the focus of attention in further research. Some may
certainly never be answered. Others are only greater or lesser
logical conjectures or simply observations.

51 Piplovi¢ 2001.

52 Benoit 1911, pp. 450-457; Aurigemma 1970, pp. 3-82.
53 Calza, Becatti 1964, pp. 34-35.

54 Marasovic 1964, p. 4; KeCkemet 1964b, p. 5.
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