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U radu se donosi 38 bizantskibh kovanica koje se cuvaju w Muzeju franjevackog
samostana sv. Ante Padovanskog na Humcu kod Ljubuskog u Bosni i Hercego-
vini. Dosad ibh velika vecina nije bila objavijena. U Muzej na Humcu dospjele
su uglavnom donacijama svecenika. Najstarije kovanice datiraju se u razdoblje
Anastazija 1. (491. — 518.), a najmlade u vrijeme Emanuela I. Komnena (1143.
— 1180.). Najvise kovanica pripada vremenu Justinijana I. (527. — 565.) i grupi
tzv. anonimnib folisa iz 10./11. stoljeca. Kovanice vecinom dolaze iz konstantino-
polske kovnice, a pojedini primjerci i iz kovnica u Nikomediji, Antiohiji, Kiziku
te Solunu, uz jedan primjerak iz pretpostavijene salonitanske kovnice. Medu rjede
primjerke ubrajaju se zlatnik Konstantina IV. (668. — 685.) i srebrnjak Lava
VI. (886. — 912.). U zbirci se nalaze i dva zlatnika Romana II1I. Argira (1028.
— 1034.). lako ni za jednu kovanicu nije poznato toino mjesto nalaza, moze se
razlogno pretpostaviti da potjecu iz Hercegovine, tocnije, s prostora hercegovacke
franjevacke provincije.

The article analyses 38 Byzantine coins kept in the Museum of the Franciscan Mon-
astery of St Anthony of Padua in Humac near Linbuski, Bosnia and Herzegovina.
Most of them have not been published so far. They reached the Humac Museum
mainly as donations from priests. The earliest coins are dated to the reign of Anasta-
sius I (491-518), while the most recent belong ro the time of Manuel I Komnenos
(1143-1180). The largest number of coins is attributed to the reign of Justinian
1 (527-565) and to the grouping of so-called anonymous folles of the 10th/11th
century. Most of the coins originate from the Constantinople mint, while some spec-
imens come from the mints of Nicomedia, Antioch, Cyzicus and Thessaloniki, along
with one piece that have been struck in assumed Salonitan mint. Among the rarer
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specimens are a gold coin of Constantine IV (668—685) and a silver coin of Leo
VI (886-912). The collection also contains two gold coins of Romanos III Argyros
(1028—1034). While exact findspots for the coins are unknown, it can reasonably

be assumed that these were in Herzegovina, more precisely from the territory of the
Herzegovinian Franciscan Province.
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Sto se tice starib starodrevnih stvarib spomi-
njem samo, da bogatstvo, koje nasa domovina u
velikom mnoZstvu ima i nami ovako lijepu pri-
liku podjeljuje, da one izvore tradicijah i vjestih,
i.t.d. koje poviesti ubiljezene su, osiguramo. Fra
Andeo Nui¢, 25. ozujka 1884."

UvOD

Muzej franjevackog samostana sv. Ante Pa-
dovanskog na Humcu kod Ljubuskog (BiH)
(dalje u tekstu: Muzej) bastini tradiciju najsta-
rije muzeoloske institucije u Bosni i Hercego-
vini, a osnovan je davne 1884. godine.” lako
prostorno nevelik, Muzej ima iznimnu kultur-
nu vaznost za Bosnu i Hercegovinu, a napose
za hrvatski narod. Najpoznatiji je po ¢uvenoj
Humackoj plo¢i, jednom od najvaznijih epi-
grafskih spomenika s ovih prostora. Muzej
sadrzava i niz drugih vrijednih artefakata iz
vrlo $irokoga vremenskog raspona od gornjeg

' Citirani tekst potjece iz predgovora rukom pisane knji-
ge koja je poznata pod nazivom Spomenik, a ¢uva se u
Muzeju u Humcu. U predgovoru Spomenika fra Nuié
objasnjava razloge za osnivanje Muzeja, a zatim slijede
odredbe kojima je specificirano, medu ostalim, da se
sav inventar mora popisivati te da je pristup gradi svima
slobodan. Slijedi svojevrsna ,knjiga ulazaka” predmeta
koje je Muzej primio od samog osnutka pa do 1928. (vidi
NIKIC 1985: 8-12). Popis predmeta pristiglih u Muzej
nastojalo se voditi i u razdoblju od 1969. do 1973. te od
2002. do 2004.

*  Zapregled povijesti Muzeja i osobe zasluzne za njegov
osnutak i opstanak vidi NIKIC 1985 i DUGANDZIC
2009 te internetske stranice Muzeja: https://muzejhu-
mac.com/hr/muzej-humac.html (pristupljeno 9. rujna
2025.). Turbulentne povijesne mijene na ovim prosto-
rima djelovale su na Muzej i na njegov inventar, pa
tako i na numizmaticku zbirku. Posebno je tesko bilo
vrijeme Drugog svjetskog rata i poraca, kada je Muzej
bio duze vremena zatvoren, a dio je grade i otuden.
Muzej se ponovno otvara za javnost 1973., ali vec se za
$est godina ponovno zatvara, ovaj put zbog gradevin-
skih radova. Tre¢i muzejski postav otvoren je 1984., ali
takoder je zbog ratnih okolnosti zatvoren 1992. Sadas-
nji postav otvoren je 2002.

As for ancient and time-worn things, I shall only
mention that the wealth which our homeland pos-
sesses in great abundance offers us such a wonderful
opportunity to safeguard those sources of traditions
and knowledge, etc., which are recorded in history.
Fra Andeo Nuié, 25 March 1884!

INTRODUCTION

The Museum of the Franciscan Monastery of
St Anthony of Padua in Humac near Ljubuski,
Bosnia and Herzegovina (henceforth: the Muse-
um), founded as early as 1884, has the distinc-
tion of being the oldest museological institution
in Bosnia and Herzegovina.> Although not large
in size, the Museum holds exceptional cultural
significance for Bosnia and Herzegovina, and es-
pecially for Croats as a people. It is best known
for the renowned Humac Tablet, one of the most
important epigraphic monuments from the wid-
er region. In addition, the Museum hosts a com-
prehensive range of valuable artefacts spanning

! The quoted text comes from the preface of a manuscript en-
titled Spomenik [“The Monument”], kept in the Humac Mu-
seum. In the preface to the Spomenik, Fra Nui¢ explained the
reasons for establishing the Museum, followed by provisions
specifying, among other things, that the entire inventory be
recorded and that access to the material be free to all. This
is followed by a kind of “entry book” of objects received by
the Museum from its foundation until 1928 (s. NIKIC 1985:
8-12). The list of objects received by the Museum was also
maintained during the periods 1969-1973 and 2002-2004.
For an overview of the history of the Museum and of the
individuals responsible for its establishment and preserva-
tion, s. NIKIC 1985 and DUGANDZIC 2009, as well as
the Museum’s website: https://muzejhumac.com/hr/muzej-
humac.html (9 September 2025). It should be noted here
that the turbulent historical changes in this region affected
the Museum and its inventory, including the numismatic
collection. The period of World War II and its aftermath
was particularly difficult, when the Museum was closed
for an extended period and part of the material was even
stolen. The Museum reopened to the public in 1973, but
after only six years it was closed again, this time due to con-
struction works. The third permanent display was opened
in 1984, but it too was closed in 1992, owing to wartime
conditions. The current display was opened in 2002.
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paleolitika do kasnoga srednjeg vijeka® koji su
u Muzej kroz zadnjih stoljece i pol dospijevali
na razli¢ite nadine (donacije, slu¢ajni nalazi,
artefakti s arheoloskih istrazivanja isl.). Veéina
arheoloskog inventara potjece s prostora Her-
cegovine, odnosno s prostora Hercegovacke
franjevacke provincije Uznesenja Blazene Dje-
vice Marije.*

Vazan dio muzejskog inventara ¢ini bogata,
ali jo$ uvijek nedovoljno obradena numizma-
ticka zbirka u kojoj se osim velikog broja nov-
¢anica nalazi i oko 2000 kovanica u rasponu
od grekih i greko-ilirskih do novovjekovnih.’
Kovanice su u Muzej dospijevale na razlicite
nadine, a naj¢es¢e donacijama samih franjeva-
ca ili drzavnih sluzbenika, ali i seljaka, pogla-
vito onih koji su zivotom i radom bili na neki
nacin povezani s franjevcima. Sastavni su dio
numizmaticke zbirke i 38 bizantskih® kovanica
koje obradujemo u ovome radu, a koje su vedi-
nom dosad bile neobjavljene.

3 GLAVAS 2024; https://muzejhumac.com/hr/muzej-hu-
mac.html (pristupljeno 9. rujna 2025.).

*  Hercegovacka franjevacka provincija ima sjediste u Mosta-
ru. Osnovana je 1892, kada je obuhvacala prostor Herce-
govine od Suice i Zupanjca (Tomislavgrada) preko Konjica
do Mostara i Medugorja te prostore isto¢no od Mostara
koji su bili u sastavu Mostarsko-duvanjske biskupije (PAN-
DZIC 2001: 140). Prije osnutka Provincije na hercegovac-
kom je prostoru djelovala franjevacka kustodija osnovana
1852. Za detaljan historijat franjevacke prisutnosti u Her-
cegovini vidi PANDZIC 2001.

®  Za pregled i historijat numizmaticke zbirke humackog
Muzeja usp. KRALJEVIC 1985 i DRAGICEVIC, ILKIC
2017. Potpunije su u postoje¢oj znanstvenoj literaturi
obradeni samo novci Apolonije i Dirahija te novci hrvat-
sko-ugarskih kraljeva $to ¢ini svega oko 2 % zbirke (DRA-
GICEVIC, ILKIC 2017:143 i literatura navedena na tom
mjestu).

¢ Tako u numizmatickoj literaturi postoji viSe razli¢itih pri-
stupa vremenskom opredjeljenju bizantske numizmatike,
u odnosu na rimsku, isto¢norimsku i/ili kasnoantic¢ku,
u ovom smo se radu odlu¢ili za pristup po kojemu se o
bizantskoj numizmatici moZze govoriti pocevsi od vreme-
na cara Anastazija I. (491. - 518.), tj. njegove monetarne
reforme iz 498. godine kojom je na duZe vrijeme uspo-
stavljena okosnica bizantskoga monetarnog sustava (usp.
GRIERSON 1982: 1-3). Naravno, to ne znaci da su ostali
pristupi pogresni. Primjerice, u RADIC, IVANISEVIC
2006 rasprava o bizantskom novcu zapocinje analizom ko-
vanica cara Arkadija (395. - 408.), a u VUCIC 2017 anali-
za kasnoantickog novca zavrsava 582. godinom, tj. krajem
vladavine Tiberija II. Konstantina (578. - 582.).
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a very broad period, from the Upper Palaeolith-
ic to the Late Middle Ages’; these have reached
the Museum over the past century and a half in
various ways, including donations, chance finds,
and as artefacts from archaeological excavations.
Most of the archaeological inventory originates
from Herzegovina, that is, from the territory of
the Herzegovinian Franciscan Province of the
Assumption of the Blessed Virgin Mary.*

An important part of the Museum’s inven-
tory is the extensive (but still insufficiently
studied) numismatic collection, which con-
tains — alongside a large number of bank-
notes — about 2,000 coins, ranging from
Greek and Graeco-lllyrian to modern.” The
coins reached the Museum in various ways,
most often through donations from amongst
the Franciscans or by state officials, but also
by peasants, especially those whose lives and
work were in some way connected with the
Franciscans. Integral to the numismatic col-
lection are the 38 Byzantine® coins discussed

3 GLAVAS 2024; https://muzejhumac.com/hr/muzej-hu-
mac.html (9 September 2025).

*  The seat of the Herzegovinian Franciscan Province is in
Mostar. It was established in 1892, when it covered the area
of Herzegovina from Suica and Zupanjac (Tomislavgrad),
through Konjic to Mostar and Medugorje, as well as the
areas east of Mostar that were part of the Mostar-Duvno
Diocese (PANDZIC 2001: 140). Before the establishment of
the Province, the Franciscan Custody, founded in 1852, ope-
rated in the Herzegovinian region. For a detailed history of
the Franciscan presence in Herzegovina, s. PANDZIC 2001.

> For an overview and history of the Humac Museurm’s numi-
smatic collection, cf. KRALJEVIC 1985 and DRAGICEVIC,
ILKIC 2017. Only the coins of Apollonia and Dyrrachium
as well as those of the Croatian-Hungarian kings, compri-
sing a mere fiftieth of the collection, have been more fully
treated in the existing scholarly literature (DRAGICEVIC,
ILKIC 2017: 143 and the references cited therein).

¢ Although numismatic literature offers several different
approaches to defining the chronological scope of “Byzantine
numismatics” (as distinct from “Roman”, “Eastern Romar,
and/or “Late Antique”), in this paper we have adopted the
view that Byzantine numismatics may be said to begin with
the reign of Emperor Anastasius I (491-518), specifically his
monetary reform of 498, which established the backbone of
the Byzantine monetary system for a long time (cf. GRIER-
SON 1982: 1-3). This does not, of course, imply that other
approaches are incorrect. For example, in RADIC, IVANI-
SEVIC 2006, the discussion of Byzantine coinage begins with
coins of Emperor Arcadius (395-408), while in VUCIC 2017
the analysis of Late Antique coinage ends in 582, with the end
of the reign of Tiberius IT Constantine (578-582).
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DOSADASNJE SPOZNAJE I
PITANJE PODRIJETLA
BIZANTSKIH KOVANICA
1Z HUMACKOG MUZEJA

U dosadasnjoj se literaturi samo lapidar-
no spominju pojedini primjerci bizantskih
kovanica iz Muzeja na Humcu. Carl Patsch
jo$ je 1900. naveo da se u ,Manastirskom
muzeju u Humcu” ¢uva solid Anastazija I.
(491. — 518.).7 Gojko Kraljevi¢ 1985. na-
vodi da je u Muzeju ,izloZeno tridesetak
ranobizantijskih bakrenih novéiéa i tri sre-
brena (...) skifata”, u rasponu od ,, Teodozi-
ja II. do Mauricija Tiberija”.® Kratak osvrt
na bizantske kovanice s Humca donose Ivo
Dragicevi¢ i Mato I1ki¢ 2017. navode¢i da se
u humackoj zbirci nalazi 39 bizantskih ko-
vanica.’ Tomislav Separovié 2021. navodi tri
kovanice Anastazija I. i jo$ dvije neodrede-

7 PATSCH 1900: 565, br. 30. Patsch navodi i jedan Anastazi-
jev zlatnik koji se nalazio na Humcu, ali je u trenutku kada
pie rad taj zlatnik ve¢ bio u Zemaljskom muzeju u Saraje-
vu. Za oba navodi i legende: Av. DNANASTA SIVSPPAVG,
Rv. VICTORI AAVGGGT, u odsjecku CONOB. Kao mje-
sto nalaza navodi zapadnu Hercegovinu sjeverno od Ne-
retve ili ,,bosanske kotare na megji” (PATSCH 1900: 564).
Inace, u slu¢aju kovanice iz Humca rije¢ je o solidu, a ona iz
Sarajeva jest tremisa (SEPAROVIC 2021: 214).

$  KRALJEVIC 1985: 136. Ako se usporedi citat iz Kraljevi-
Ceva teksta s katalogom u ovome ¢lanku, jasno se uocava
velika razlika. U ovom radu obradeno je 15 ranobizantskih
kovanica, a Kraljevi¢ spominje ,,tridesetak (...) ranovizan-
stijskih’> Ovo bi se moglo objasniti ¢injenicom da Kraljevi¢
u svoj navod ukljucuje i novce koji bi se mogli opredijeliti
kao kasnoanticki (,,od Teodozija II””), koji su takoder za-
stupljeni u humackoj numizmatickoj zbirci. Ne mozemo
objasniti zasto ne spominje kovanice kovane od pocetka
7. do kraja 11. stoljeca, ali nije nemoguce da barem dio tih
kovanica dospijeva u Muzej pocetkom 21. stoljeca.

*  DRAGICEVIC, ILKIC 2017: 146. Dragicevi¢ i Ilki¢ navo-
de da se u Muzeju nalazi $est bizantskih kovanica od Zlata,
jedna od srebra, a ostale su od bakra. Pri vi§ekratnom pre-
gledu zbirke za potrebe pisanja ovog rada registrirano je 38
bizantskih kovanica (Cetiri zlatne, jedna srebrna i 33 bron-
¢ane). Uodljiva je razlika u broju zlatnika koji spominju
Dragicevi¢ i Ilki¢ (3est) i broju zlatnika obradenih u ovome
radu (Cetiri). Moguce je da su navedeni autori u brojku od
Sest zlatnika ukljucili i dva zlatnika iz 4. i 5. stoljeca. Valja
ipak naglasiti da numizmaticka zbirka humackog samo-
stana jo$ uvijek nije inventarizirana te bi tek sveobuhvatni
pregled muzejskog inventara mogao pruzZiti odgovor na
pitanje o to¢nom broju bizantskih kovanica (ali i onih iz
drugih razdoblja).

in this paper, the great majority of which have
so far remained unpublished.

PREVIOUS FINDINGS AND

THE QUESTION OF THE
ORIGIN OF THE BYZANTINE
COINS FROM HUMAC MUSEUM

The existing literature mentions individual
specimens of Byzantine coins from the Humac
Museum only briefly. As early as 1900, Carl
Patsch recorded that a solidus of Anastasius I
(491-518) was kept in the “Monastery Muse-
um in Humac”.” In 1985, Gojko Kraljevi¢ noted
that “about thirty Early Byzantine copper coins
and three silver... scyphata” were “on display in
the Museum”, ranging “from Theodosius II to
Maurice Tiberius”.® A short review of the Byz-
antine coins from Humac was published by Ivo
Dragicevi¢ and Mato Ilki¢ in 2017, stating that
the Humac collection contained 39 Byzantine
coins.” In 2021, Tomislav Separovi¢ recorded in

7 PATSCH 1900: 565, No. 30. Patsch also mentioned a gold
coin of Anastasius that had been kept in Humac but, at the
time of his writing, was already in the National Museum of
Sarajevo. For both coins he gave the legends: Obv. DNA-
NASTA SIVSPPAVG, Rev. VICTORI AAVGGGI, with
CONOB in the exergue. He cited western Herzegovina
north of the Neretva, or “the Bosnian districts on the bor-
der” as the findspot (PATSCH 1900: 564). The coin from
Humac is a solidus, while the Sarajevo specimen is a tremi-
ssis (SEPAROVIC 2021: 214).

8 KRALJEVIC 1985: 136. When the quotation from
Kraljevi€s text is compared with the catalogue in this ar-
ticle, a significant discrepancy becomes clear. In our stu-
dy, 15 Early Byzantine coins are presented, while Kraljevi¢
mentioned “about thirty... Early Byzantine” coins. This
may be explained by the fact that Kraljevi¢ included in his
count coins that could be classified as Late Antique (..
from Theodosius II...”), which are also represented in the
Humac numismatic collection. As to why he did not men-
tion coins struck from the early 7th to the late 11th century,
we cannot provide an explanation, although it is not im-
possible that at least some of these coins only reached the
Museum in the early 2000s.

9  DRAGICEVIC, ILKIC 2017: 146. Dragicevi¢ and Ilki¢
stated that the Museum held six Byzantine gold coins and
one silver coin, the remaining pieces being copper. During
repeated examinations of the collection for the purposes of
this study, 38 Byzantine coins were recorded (four gold, one
silver, and 33 bronze). A noticeable discrepancy emerges
between the number of gold coins mentioned by Dragicevi¢
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ne bizantske kovanice u Muzeju u Humcu."
Kovanice koje navode Patsch i geparovié
donose se i u internetskoj bazi Nomismata."!
Od 38 kovanica obradenih u ovome radu,
samo su dvije prethodno bile detaljnije opi-
sane: jedan folis Justinijana I. (kat. br. 5) i
jedan zlatnik Romana III. Argira (kat. br.
27).12

Mjesta nalaza bizantskih kovanica iz Mu-
zeja na Humcu nisu poznata, sto otezava nji-
hovu znanstvenu interpretaciju. Medu mu-
zejskim dokumentima u kojima se spominje
porijeklo nekih kovanica dospjelih tijekom
proslosti u Muzej istice se ve¢ spomenuti
Spomenik, svojevrsna muzejska inventarna
knjiga."”” S obzirom na vaznost tih podata-
ka, spomenut ¢emo ih na ovome mjestu. Iz
Spomenika tako saznajemo da je 25. travnja
1884. fra Augustin Zubac' darovao Muzeju
»dva zlatna novca” koji su tada prepoznati
kao Anastazijevi (navodi se: ,Divus Anasta-
sius P. P. August”). Uskoro fra Luka Begi¢,
tadasnji provincijal hercegovackih franjeva-
ca (,redodrzavnik”), donosi zapovijed da svi
redovnici koji ,imadu u sebe starih novaca
iste daruju u muzej na Humcu”, a i sam po-
klanja jedan ,grcki zlatni dukat”.” Dana 8.

10 SEPAROVIC 2021: 211, 213 i 214. Inale, citirano je djelo
trenuta¢no najsveobuhvatniji prikaz bizantskih numizma-
ti¢kih nalaza na isto¢nom Jadranu i u zaobalju. Separovi¢
evidentira ¢ak 1260 jedinica numizmaticke grade s tog
prostora, ali samo one za koje postoje okvirni podaci o na-
lazistu.

' https://byzantine.units.it/en/ (pristupljeno 9. rujna 2025.).
Rije¢ je o georeferenciranoj i kronoreferenciranoj bazi poda-
taka o bizantskim kovanicama s poznatim mjestom nalaza iz
Europe, Azije i Afrike koju je uspostavilo Sveuciliste u Trstu.

2. DRAGICEVIC, ILKIC 2017: 146 i 147. Folis Justinijana I.
(kat. br. 5) donesen je fotografijom te kratkim opisom i u
VASILJ, CULJAK, PAPONJA 2012: 105.

3 Usp. bilj. 1.

" Fra Augustin Zubac (1843. — 1907.) 1884. na sluzbi je u

Mostaru. Prije toga obnasao je razne duznosti, u Sirokom

Brijegu, na Humcu i u Gradni¢ima kod Citluka. Skolovao

se u Sirokom Brijegu, Zagrebu i Innsbrucku u Austriji (JO-

LIC 2011: 428). Ovakve podatke donosimo za fra Zupca i

jo$ neke svecenike koji su donirali kovanice jer je teoretski

(i prakti¢no) moguce da su do njih dogli na bilo kojem od

spomenutih mjesta gdje su se $kolovali ili su sluzbovali.

Teoretski je moguce da je u ovom slucaju rijec o bizantskoj

kovanici, ali je isto tako moguce da je rije¢ o zlatniku Kra-

ljevine Grcke.
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the Humac Museum three coins of Anastasius I
and two additional, unspecified Byzantine coins."
The coins recorded by Patsch and Separovi¢ are
also listed in the Nomismata online database.!
Of the 38 coins presented in this paper, only two
have previously been described in more detail: a
follis of Justinian I (Cat. No. 5) and a gold coin
of Romanos III Argyros (Cat. No. 27)."2

The findspots of the Byzantine coins from the
Humac Museum are unknown, which hinders
their scholarly interpretation. Among the museum
documents that mention the provenance of some
coins that entered the Museum in the past, spe-
cial importance attaches to the Spomenik, a kind of
museum inventory book." In view of the value of
these data, we shall mention them here. From the
Spomenik we learn that on 25 April 1884, Fra Au-
gustin Zubac'* donated to the Museum “two gold
coins’, then identified as coins of Anastasius (not-
ed as “Divus Anastasius P P August”). Shortly af-
terwards, Fra Luka Begi¢, then the Provincial of the
Herzegovinian Franciscans, issued an order that all
friars who “have old coins in their possession shall

and Ilki¢ (six) and the number treated in this paper (four).
It is possible that Dragicevi¢ and Ilki¢s number include two
4./5. century gold coins.. It should nonetheless be emphasi-
sed that the numismatic collection of the Humac Monastery
has not yet been inventoried, and only a comprehensive re-
view of the Museum’s holdings could provide an answer to
the question of the exact number of Byzantine coins (as well
as those from other chronological periods).

0 SEPAROVIC 2021: 211, 213 and 214. Incidentally,
Separovi¢s work is currently the most comprehensive
overview of Byzantine numismatic finds on the eastern
Adriatic and in its hinterland. It records as many as 1,260
units of numismatic material from that area, but only those
for which at least approximate provenance data exist.

' https://byzantine.units.it/en/ (9 September 2025). This is
a geo- and chrono-referenced database, established by the
University of Trieste, of Byzantine coin finds from archae-
ological contexts in Europe, Asia, and Africa.

12 DRAGICEVIC, ILKIC 2017: 146 and 147. A follis of Justi-
nian I (Cat. No. 5) is also presented with a photograph and a
brief description in VASILJ, CULJAK, PAPONJA 2012: 105.

B Cfnl

Fra Augustin Zubac (1843-1907) was in service in Mostar

in 1884. Before that he had occupied various posts in Siroki

Brijeg, Humac and Gradniéi near Citluk. He was educated

in Siroki Brijeg, Zagreb and Innsbruck in Austria (JOLIC

2011: 428). We provide such information for Fra Zubac and

some other priests who donated coins because it is theoreti-

cally (and practically) possible that they had acquired them
in any of the places where they studied or served.
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veljace 1894. Muzeju je ,jedan zlatni novac
(...) cara Anastazija Bizantinskog” poklonio
fra Andeo Nuié.'® Uz taj se upis navodi da je
nov¢i¢ pronaden u Knespolju (kod Sirokog
Brijega; op. a.)."” Fra Nui¢ 1899. donirao
je »jedan zlatni novac cara Anastasija nasast
kod Vasaroviéa sa vise komada” (Va$aroviéi
se nalaze u blizini Ljubuskog, na samoj gra-
nici s Hrvatskom, op. a.)."® Dana 10. listopa-
da 1901. u Muzej iz ostavstine fra Dominika
Sarca®® dospijeva ,,1 zlatni novac u malom
obliku Anastasius...”. Okruzni predstojnik
Pittner iz Mostara darovao je 10. ozujka
1903. pet komada srebrnih novaca ,iz doba
Bizanskog”.?* Posebno se isticu upisi u Spo-
meniku od 20. lipnja 1903., kada su uneseni
podaci o dva bizantska zlatnika, iako se nji-
hova mjesta nalaza eksplicitno ne spominju
(sl. 1). Fra Blaz Jerkovi¢, Zupnik Drinovaca
do 1902., donirao je Muzeju ,,1 zlatni no-
vac Bizantinski dosta velik. Na jednoj strani
slika Isusova, s drugu stranu car Romanos
I iz 10 vieka i Majka Bozja Marija”,*' a fra
Zarko Pehar,?® zupnik Klobuka, donirao je
»1 zlatni novac srednje veli¢ine. Na jednoj

strani Car Theophilos iz XI vieka, s drugu

¢ Fra Andeo Nui¢ (1850. - 1916.) zasigurno je najvaznija
osoba za uspostavljanje Muzeja u Humcu. O njegovu Zivo-
tu i radu vidi JOLIC, MARIC 2010.

17" Kovanica je navedena u SEPAROVIC 2021: 213.

18 Kovanica je navedena u SEPAROVIC 2021: 211.

1 Fra Dominik Sarac (1855. — 1901.) $kolovao se u Sirokom
Brijegu, na Humcu i u Italiji, a sluzbovao je u Posusju,
Humcu, Mostaru (gdje je bio prvi gvardijan tamo$njega
franjevackog samostana) i Gabeli (JOLIC 2011: 374).

% U dokumentu pisanom strojopisom i naslovljenom Vjeran
prijepis upisnika primljenih doprinosa za muzej na Humcu
ovi se novci nazivaju rimskima $to je, sva je vjerojatnost,
bliZe istini.

21 Fra Blaz Jerkovi¢ (1836. — 1917.) bio je zupnik u Drinov-
cima od 1888. do 1902. Ostao je upamcéen i zbog uredenja
Imotsko-bekijskog polja. Zanimljivo bi bilo pomisliti da je
kovanica o kojoj je rije¢ pronadena pri spomenutim rado-
vima, ali je moguce i da bi mogla potjecati iz ostava Argiro-
vih zlatnika iz Dreznice ili Vitine koje su obje pronadene i
raspacane prije 1902. (za vie podataka o navedenim osta-
vama vidi biljesku 83).

2 Fra Zarko Pehar (1868. — 1939.) §kolovao se u Sirokom
Brijegu, na Humcu te u talijanskim gradovima Perugii,
Macerati i Pisi. Prije sluzbe u Klobuku djelovao je u Siro-
kom Brijegu, Mostaru i Vinici kod Tomislavgrada (JOLIC
2011: 305).

donate them to the Museum in Humac”, and he
himself donated a “Greek gold ducat”." On 8 Feb-
ruary 1894, Fra Andeo Nui¢ donated to the Mu-
seum “a gold coin (...) of Emperor Anastasius of
Byzantium”.'® The entry notes that the coin had
been found in Knespolje (near Siroki Brijeg).”” In
1899, Fra Nui¢ also donated “a gold coin of Em-
peror Anastasius found near Vasarovi¢i among sev-
eral pieces” (Vasarovidi lies near Ljubuski, directly
on the border with Croatia).'® In 1901, on 10 Oc-
tober, the Museum received from the estate of Fra
Dominik Sarac’” “1 gold Anastasius coin in small
form ...”. The district prefect Pittner from Mostar
donated on 10 March 1903 five silver coins “from
the Byzantine period”.?® Of particular note are the
entries in the Spomenik dated 20 June 1903, when
records of two Byzantine gold coins were entered,
although their findspots are not explicitly men-
tioned (Fig. 1). Fra Blaz Jerkovi¢, parish priest of
Drinovci until 1902, donated to the Museum “1
Byzantine gold coin, rather large. On one side an
image of Jesus, on the other Emperor Romanos
III from the 10th century and Mary, the Mother
of God” 2!, while Fra Zarko Pehar,?? parish priest

> Tt is theoretically possible that, in this case, the coin was
Byzantine, but it is equally possible that it was a gold coin
of the Kingdom of Greece.

' Fra Andeo Nui¢ (1850-1916) was undoubtedly the most
important figure in the establishment of the Humac Muse-
um. For his life and work s. JOLIC, MARIC 2010.

7 The coin is listed in SEPAROVIC 2021: 213.

18 The coin is listed in SEPAROVIC 2021: 211.

1 Pra Dominik Sarac (1855-1901) was educated in Siroki
Brijeg, Humac and Italy, and served in Posusje, Humac,
Mostar (where he was the first guardian of the Franciscan
monastery there) and Gabela (JOLIC 2011: 374).

% 1In a typewritten document entitled Vjeran prijepis upisni-
ka primljenih doprinosa za muzej na Humcu [A Faithful
Transcript of the Register of Contributions Received for
the Museum in Humac], these coins are described as “Ro-
man’, which is, in all likelihood, closer to the truth.

2 Fra Blaz Jerkovi¢ (1836-1917) was parish priest in Dri-
novci from 1888 to 1902. He is also remembered for the
drainage works in the Imotski-Bekija field. That the coin
in question was found during these works is an interesting
speculation, but it is also possible that it originated from
hoards of gold coins of Argyros found in Dreznica and Vi-
tina, both of which had been dispersed by 1902 (for more
on these hoards, s. note 83).

2 Fra Zarko Pehar (1868-1939) was educated in Siroki Brijeg,
Humac and in the Italian cities of Perugia, Macerata and Pisa.
Before serving in Klobuk, he had worked in Siroki Brijeg,
Mostar and Vinica near Tomislavgrad (JOLIC 2011: 305).
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SLIKA 1. Stranica Spomenika s upisima od 20. lipnja 1903. (snimila: D. Grbavac)
FIGURE 1 Page of the Spomenik with the entries of 20 June 1903 (photo by D. Grbavac)

stranu Isus i Gospa”.” Citajuéi Spomenik
stjeCe se dojam da se u njega nastojalo upi-
sati i mjesto nalaza pojedinih artefakata, $to
nam nedostaje u slu¢aju ovih kovanica. Sto-
ga se u ovom trenutku ipak ne moze tvrditi
da su ova dva zlatnika uistinu pronadena u
Drinovcima i Klobuku, iako se to ne mozZe
niti iskljuciti kao moguénost. U ovom je tre-
nutku jedino jasno to da su zlatnike u Muzej
donijeli tadas$nji Zupnici Drinovaca i Klobu-
ka. Zupnik u Gorici, Fra Silvestar Vasilj,**

> SEPAROVIC 2021: 211 navodi neodredivu kovanicu iz
Klobuka. Valja istaknuti da je u Spomeniku eksplicitno na-
vedeno upravo ime Teofil, koje bi se trebalo mod¢i is¢itati
s natpisa na kovanici (ako je dobro sacuvana i rub joj nije
obrezan). Medutim, citirani navod nije moguce protuma-
¢iti na zadovoljavajudi nacin jer car Teofil vlada od 829. do
842. godine, a ne u 11. stolje¢u. Osim toga, na Teofilovim
se zlatnicima Krist i Bogorodica ne prikazuju. Ako prihva-
timo ¢itanje imena cara kao Teofilova, je li rije¢ o nekom
od tipova njegovih zlatnika na kojima su na reversu zapra-
vo prikazani Mihael II. i Konstantin? Vjerojatno je uistinu
rije¢ o Teofilovu zlatniku, ali je pri upisu u Spomenik dati-
ranje i prepoznavanje ikonografije bilo pogresno. Na kraju
krajeva, i vladavina Romana III. pogresno je stavljena u 10.
stoljece u slucaju kovanice koju je donirao fra Jerkovié, a u
Spomenik je zavedena istog dana kad i kovanica iz Klobu-
ka. Za nalaze Teofilova novca kod nas vidi SEPAROVIC
2021: 80-82.

# U Spomeniku se prezime navodi kao Vasiljevic.
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of Klobuk, donated “1 medium-sized gold coin.
On one side Emperor Theophilos from the 11th
century, on the other Jesus and Our Lady” * Read-
ing the Spomenik gives the impression that while
efforts were made to record the findspot of indi-
vidual artefacts, information is lacking in the case
of these coins. Therefore, at this point it cannot
be asserted that these two gold coins were indeed
found in Drinovci and Klobuk. This possibility,

nevertheless, cannot be excluded. What is clear for

2 SEPAROVIC 2021: 211 mentions an indeterminable coin
from Klobuk. It should be noted that the Spomenik expli-
citly records the name Theophilos, which should be legible
from the inscription on the coin (provided it was well pre-
served and the edge had not been trimmed). However, the
cited description cannot be interpreted satisfactorily, since
Emperor Theophilos reigned between 829 and 842, not in
the 11th century. In addition, Christ and the Virgin are not
depicted on Theophilos’ gold coins. If we accept the reading
of the emperor’s name as Theophilos, might the coin belong
to one of the types of his gold issues on which Michael IT and
Constantine are in fact depicted on the reverse? Most likely
it was indeed a gold coin of Theophilos, but the dating and
identification of the iconography were incorrectly recorded
in the Spomenik. After all, the reign of Romanos III was
likewise mistakenly placed in the 10th century in the case
of the coin donated by Fra Jerkovié, and it was entered in
the Spomenik on the same day as the coin from Klobuk. For
finds of Theophilos’ coinage in our region, s. SEPAROVIC
2021: 80-82.
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poklonio je Muzeju 3. travnja 1907. ,jedan
mali zlatni novac bizantinski” pronaden u
nekom od grobova pokraj crkve.”

Dakle, u Spomeniku se do 1928.%° navodi
osam bizantskih zlatnika (pet Anastazijevih,
po jedan Romana III. i Teofila (?) i jedan
nepoznate datacije). Navodi se i pet srebr-
nih kovanica (za koje je ipak vjerojatnije da
su rimske) te ni jedna broncana ili bakrena
bizantska kovanica. Godine 1929. ocito se
radio svojevrstan popis inventara pa se u od-
lomku pod naslovom ,Sbirka u zlatu” spo-
minju samo dva Anastazijeva zlatnika (rije¢
je o onima koje Muzeju poklanja fra Zubac
1884. godine),” u odlomku ,Sbirka u sre-
bru” ne spominju se bizantske kovanice, a u
dijelu naslovljenom ,Sbirka u mjedi/bakru”

% Ovo bi mogla biti kovanica navedena u SEPAROVIC 2021:
213. Nije to¢no poznato o kakvoj je kovanici rije¢, $to je
uistinu $teta, jer u ovom slucaju znamo to¢no s kojega lo-
kaliteta kovanica potjece (rije¢ je o polozaju Gorica — Sa-
matorje), a okvirno su poznate i okolnosti nalaza. Pojava
bizantskog novca na tom poloZaju nije iznenadujuca jer je
rije¢ o kompleksnom lokalitetu s kontinuitetom od antike
do danas. Oko postojece crkve iz 19. stoljeca, sagradene
na mjestu ranokr$¢anske i ranosrednjovjekovne, danas
se nalazi Zupno groblje koje je velikim dijelom preslojilo
i unistilo starije grobove. U arheoloskim istrazivanjima
provedenima 90-ih godina 20. stolje¢a otkriveni su rano-
kr$¢anski grobovi te 37 srednjovjekovnih. U Franjevackoj
zbirci na Gorici ¢uva se i bizantska kovanica od 16 numa iz
vremena Justinijana I. kovana u Solunu izmedu 527. i 538.
(SEPAROVIC 2020: 331 i 345). Lokalitet, istraZivanja i na-
lazi s polozaja Gorica — Samatorije, kao i nalazi s poloZaja u
njegovoj neposrednoj blizini, opisani su u djelu Gorica od
drevne Imote, ur.: Mari¢, A., Pal¢ok, M., Gorica: Hrvatska
franjevacka arheoloska zbirka sv. Stjepana Prvomucenika
Gorica, 2020.

% TInace, u to je vrijeme ucestala pojava koja je u Spomeniku
opisana rije¢ima ,Sada su svi pohlepni za starim novcem”
Naime, uobicajilo se da ,,7andari, financi, $umari i drugi”’
otkupljuju novac od nalaznika kako bi ga kasnije, ocito,
preprodavali. Tomu samostan nije mogao financijski pari-
rati pa se dogodilo da ,,ne moze$ viSe nista kao prije $to se
nade u Grac¢inama i u blizini dobiti” (citati iz Spomenika se
odnosi na 1928. godinu). To je i prije bila praksa, pa tako
fra Andeo Nui¢, opisujuéi motive za osnivanje muzejske
zbirke na Humcu, pise da su i sami fratri ,,novaca mnogo
poklonili ili prodali $tokavim hodalicam koje takve stvari
kupe” (JOLIC, MARIC 2010: 74).

¥ Tada se donose i legende na kovanicama: ,,2. Rimski Av./
Divus Anastasius Pat. Patria August. Av./Victoria. Aug.
Caes. Consul. (476-492 po.Kr.); 3. Rimska. Av./ Divus Ana-
stasius Pat. Patria August. Rv./Victoria. Aug. Caes. Consul.
(476-492 po.Kr.) 25. IV.-884” Medutim, nema spomena o
njihovu porijeklu.

now is only that the gold coins were brought to
the Museum by the then parish priests of Drinovci
and Klobuk. Fra Silvestar Vasilj,?* parish priest in
Gorica, donated to the Museum on 3 April 1907
“a small Byzantine gold coin” found in one of the
graves next to the church.

Thus, in the Spomenik up to 1928, eight
Byzantine gold coins were recorded: five of An-
astasius, one of Romanos III, one of Theophilos
(?) and one of unknown date. Five silver coins
are also mentioned (although it is more likely
that they are Roman) but not a single bronze or
copper Byzantine coin. In 1929, an inventory of
sorts was evidently made, since in the section en-
titled “Collection in gold”, only two gold coins
of Anastasius are mentioned (those donated to
the Museum by Fra Zubac in 1884%); in the

2 In the Spomenik, his surname is recorded as “Vasiljevi¢”

% This might be the coin listed in SEPAROVIC 2021: 213. Tt
is not known exactly what type of coin it was, which is un-
fortunate, since in this case we know precisely from where
(Gorica — Samatorje) the coin originated, and the circum-
stances of the find are broadly known. The presence of
Byzantine coinage at this site is not surprising, as it is a com-
plex location with continuity from Antiquity to the present
day. Around the existing 19th-century church, built on the
site of early Christian and early medieval predecessors, there
is now a parish cemetery, which has largely superimposed
and destroyed the earlier burials. Archaeological excavati-
ons carried out in the 1990s uncovered some early Christi-
an graves and 37 from the Middle Ages. In the Franciscan
collection in Gorica, a Byzantine coin of 16 nummi from
the time of Justinian I, struck in Thessaloniki between 527
and 538, is also kept (SEPAROVIC 2020: 331 and 345). The
place, the excavations and the finds from the Gorica - Sa-
matorje site, as well as finds from locations in its immediate
vicinity, are described in the work Gorica od drevne Imote,
eds. Mari¢, A., Pal¢ok, M., Gorica: Hrvatska franjevacka ar-
heoloska zbirka sv. Stjepana Prvomucenika, Gorica, 2020.

% A common occurrence of the time is described in the
Spomenik with the words: “Now everyone is greedy for
old coins” It had become usual for “gendarmerie, customs
officers, foresters and others” to purchase coins from fin-
ders in order, clearly, to sell them on later. The monastery
could not compete financially, with the result that “you can
no longer obtain anything found in Gracdine and nearby
as before” (these quotations from the Spomenik are from
the year 1928). This trend was not without precedent: Fra
Andeo Nuic¢, describing the original motives for establishi-
ng the museum collection at Humac, wrote that the friars
themselves “donated or sold many coins to various wande-
rers who buy such things” (Joli¢, Mari¢ 2010: 74).

¥ On that occasion, the legends on the coins were also re-
corded: “2. Roman. Obv./Divus Anastasius Pat. Patria Au-
gust. Obv./Victoria. Aug. Caes. Consul. (476-492 AD); 3.
Roman. Obv./Divus Anastasius Pat. Patria August. Rev./
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osim naslova nema nikakvog upisa.

Iz dokumenta Opéi inventar zbirke starina
[franjevackog samostana na Humcu koji 1977.
zapocinje fra Bonicije Rup¢i¢, tadasnji ku-
stos zbirke u Humcu, saznaje se da je zbir-
ka obogadena ostavitinom fra Sima Anciéa
(1876.—1957.).2 U Muzej dospijeva 1975.,
a sadrzavala je i ,,14 novc¢ica Bizantskih”. Fra
Rup¢i¢ pri zaprimanju ostavstine fra Anciéa
sadinio je i prijepis njegovih biljeski koje sa-
drzavaju i podatke o mjestima nalaza poje-
dinih kovanica,” medutim, tijekom posjeta
Muzeju navedeni nam prijepis nije bio do-
stupan.

Pod naslovom ,Nov¢i¢i koji su pristigli
2002 — 2003” navodi se ,91 nov¢ié rim. biz.
vec¢ih i manjih” bez poblizih podataka, sto-
ga ovaj navod zasad nije moguée povezati s
konkretnim kovanicama. Jedan zlatnik Ro-
mana III. Argira (1028. — 1034.) Muzej je
otkupio 2006., a navodno mu je porijeklo
Ljubugki (kat. br. 26).%°

Ako bi se netom izneseni podaci usporedi-
li s kovanicama obradenima u ovome radu,
moglo bi se pretpostaviti da je Anastazijev
zlatnik oznacen kao kat. br. 1 jedan od dva
zlatnika koja Muzeju poklanja fra Zubac (ti
se zlatnici navode i u Spomeniku i u popisu
iz 1929.). Zlatnici Romana III. Argira (kat.
br. 26 i 27) mogli bi potjecati iz ostava u
DreZnici, Vitini ili Klobuku.?' Cetrnaest ko-
vanica, ali se u ovom trenutku ne zna to¢no
kojih, trebalo bi potjecati iz ostavitine fra
Anciéa, a porijeklo bi im trebalo biti poveza-
no sa Sirim duvanjskim podru¢jem.

Nedostatak preciznih informacija o nalazisti-
ma znatno ogranicava analiticku vrijednost zbir-

% Fra Simo Anci¢ (1876. - 1957.) najvedi je dio svoje svece-
nic¢ke sluzbe proveo na $irem podruéju Duvna (Seonica,
Bukovica, Rosko polje, Tomislavgrad) pa bi se moglo ra-
zlozno pretpostaviti da kovanice potjecu sa Sirega duvanj-
skog prostora. Skolovao se u Humcu, u Sirokom Brijegu,
Mostaru i Rimu, a krajem 19. stoljeca zavrsio je studij ar-
heologije u Zagrebu (JOLIC 2011: 38).

»  DRAGICEVIC 2017: bilj. 2.

% Informacija: fra Milan Jukic.

3t Usp. bilj. 83.
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section “Collection in silver”, no Byzantine coins
are mentioned; while in the part headed “Collec-
tion in brass/copper”, apart from the title, there
is no entry at all.

From the document Opéi inventar zbirke sta-
rina franjevackog samostana na Humcu [Gener-
al Inventory of the Collection of Antiquities of
the Franciscan Monastery in Humac], begun in
1977 by Fra Bonicije Rup¢i¢, then curator of the
Humac collection, we learn that the collection
had been enriched by a bequest from Fra Simo
Anci¢ (1876-1957).% It reached the Museum in
1975 and included “14 Byzantine coins”. On its
receipt, Fra Rup¢i¢ also made a transcript of Fra
Anci¢s notes, which contain information on the
findspots of individual coins;* however, during
our visit to the Museum this transcript was not
made available to us.

Under the heading “Coins received 2002—
2003”, “91 Roman/Byzantine coins, larger and
smaller” are listed without further details, so for
now this entry cannot be linked to specific coins.
One gold coin of Romanos III Argyros (1028
1034) was purchased by the Museum in 2000,
and its supposed provenance is Ljubuski (Cat.
No. 26).%

If the data presented above are compared with
the coins discussed in this paper, it may be as-
sumed that the gold coin of Anastasius listed as
Cat. No. 1 is one of the two gold coins donat-
ed to the Museum by Fra Zubac (these coins
are mentioned both in the Spomenik and in
the 1929 list). The gold coins of Romanos III
Argyros (Cat. Nos. 26 and 27) could originate
from the hoards found in DreZnica, Vitina or
Klobuk.*" Fourteen coins — although at present

Victoria. Aug. Caes. Consul. (476-492 AD) 25. IV.-8847
However, no mention is made of their provenance.

2 Fra Simo An¢i¢ (1876-1957) spent most of his priestly ser-
vice in the wider Duvno area (Seonica, Bukovica, Rosko
Polje, Tomislavgrad), so it may be reasonably assumed that
he had acquired the coins in this region. He was educated
in Humac, Siroki Brijeg, Mostar and Rome, and at the end
of the 19" century completed studies in archaeology in Za-
greb (JOLIC 2011: 38).

»  DRAGICEVIC 2017: n. 2.

% Information provided by: Fra Milan Juki¢ in 2010.

3 Cf.n.83.
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ke bizantskog novca u Humcu. No s obzirom na
nacin na koji su u humacki franjevacki samostan
dospijevali predmeti od arheoloske, povijesne,
povijesnoumjetnicke, etnoloske i prirodoslovne
vaznosti, moglo bi se, uz duzan oprez, pretpo-
staviti da bizantske kovanice iz Muzeja najve¢im
dijelom potjecu s prostora koje obuhvaca ili je
kroz proslost obuhvacala Franjevacka hercego-
vacka provincija Uznesenja BDM. Iz tog ¢emo
se razloga na njih ipak nesto Sire osvrnuti dalje
u tekstu.

BIZANTSKE KOVANICE 1Z
MUZEJA NA HUMCU - RASPRAVA

U radu se donosi 38 bizantskih kovanica
koje se datiraju u vremenski raspon od cara
Anastazija I. (491. - 518.) do vremena Ema-
nuela I. Komnena (1143. — 1180.).

Anastazijevu (491. — 518.) vremenu pri-
pada jedna tremisa (kat. br. 1) te dva folisa
kovana nakon monetarne reforme 498. go-
dine (kat. br. 2 i 3). Svi potjecu iz Konstan-
tinopola. Na aversu tremise carevo je poprsje
prikazano u profilu, a o ,rimskosti” ovakvih
kovanica svjedo¢i i prikaz Viktorije na reversu.
Folisi, koje uvodi upravo Anastazije, na rever-
su pokazuju jedan od tipi¢nih elemenata ra-
nobizantske numizmatike, a to je veliko slovo
kao oznaka denominacije. U slucaju folisa to
je slovo M. Anastazijev novac nije rijedak na
nasim prostorima, a valja istaknuti da je zlatni
novac ¢ak brojniji od bronc¢anoga. Kovanice
tog cara zabiljezene su na dvadesetak lokali-
teta u Hrvatskoj i Bosni i Hercegovini, a nji-
ma treba pridodati i zlatnike (solide i tremise)
isto¢nogotskog kralja Teodorika (488. — 526.)
kovane uime Anastazija pronadene u pribliz-
no 40 primjeraka na tridesetak lokaliteta i to
samo na prethodno navedenom prostoru.* To
stanje, iako neposredno nakon pada Zapad-
nog Rimskog Carstva, zapravo je u skladu s

#  Broj¢ani podaci prikuplieni su na temelju SEPAROVIC
2021.

it is not known exactly which — should originate
from Fra An¢i¢s bequest, and their provenance
should be connected with the wider Duvno area.

The lack of precise information on findspots
significantly limits the analytical value of the
Humac collection of Byzantine coins. However,
given the way in which objects of archaeological,
historical, art-historical, ethnological and natu-
ral-scientific significance came to the Franciscan
Monastery in Humac, it may, with due caution,
be assumed that the Byzantine coins held in the
Museum were found largely in the area encom-
passed, or historically encompassed, by the Her-
zegovinian Franciscan Province of the Assump-
tion of the Blessed Virgin Mary. For that reason,
we shall consider them in somewhat greater de-
tail further in the text.

BYZANTINE COINS FROM THE
HUMAC MUSEUM - DISCUSSION

The study analyses 38 Byzantine coins dated
to the period from the reign of Emperor Anasta-
sius I (491-518) to that of Manuel I Komnenos
(1143-1180).

Three coins belong to the time of Anastasius
(491-518): one tremissis (Cat. No. 1) and two
folles struck after the monetary reform of 498
(Cat. Nos. 2 and 3). All originate from Constan-
tinople. On the obverse of the tremissis, the Em-
peror’s bust is shown in profile, and the depic-
tion of Victoria on the reverse also attests to the
“Roman character” of such issues. The folles, in-
troduced precisely by Anastasius, display on the
reverse one of the typical features of Early Byzan-
tine numismatics: a capital letter indicating the
denomination. In the case of the follis, this letter
is “M”. The coinage of Anastasius is not uncom-
mon in our region, and it should be noted that
his gold issues are even more numerous than the
bronze ones. Coins of this emperor have been re-
corded at some twenty sites in Croatia and Bos-
nia and Herzegovina; furthermore, in the same
area, nearly forty specimens of gold coins (solidi

and tremisses) of the Ostrogothic king Theodor-

223



T. FABJANIC: Bizantski novac iz Muzeja franjevackog samostana...

19 (2025), 213-266

ocekivanjima temeljenima na povijesnim po-
dacima. Naime, car Anastazije na prijestolje
stupa u poodmaklim godinama, ali s dugim
iskustvom financijskog sluzbenika. Stoga ne
¢udi $to su neke od njegovih klju¢nih reformi
bile one monetarnog i poreznog sustava Car-
stva koje su doprinijele jacanju trzi$ne privrede
i pove¢anom optjecaju novca.”

Upravo ¢e puna blagajna (vise od 100 t
zlata)** koju je iza sebe ostavio Anastazije
omoguditi najve¢i uspon Istocnoga Rim-
skog Carstva uopée. Taj se uspon dogada u
vrijeme cara Justinijana I. (527. — 565.), a
ocituje se Sirenjem granica Carstva, sveobu-
hvatnim zakonodavnim reformama i umjet-
ni¢kim dostignuéima koja ¢ée rezultirati
nastankom niza monumentalnih gradevina
diljem Carstva i $irenjem novoga, bizantsko-
ga umjetnic¢kog stila. Nemojmo zaboraviti
ni ¢injenicu da je Justinijanovo doba zadnje
razdoblje u povijesti kada je Sredozemlje ui-
stinu ,,sredozemlje”, tj. to je posljednji put
da jedan politicki entitet kontrolira gotovo
sve mediteranske obale. Posljedica uspjesnih
ratova i vracanja nadzora nad velikim dije-
lovima nekadas$njega Rimskog carstva bit ée
i povecanje broja kovnica na vise od deset.?
Ni vrijeme isto¢nogotske vlasti u nasim kra-
jevima nije doba ekonomske stagnacije, o
¢emu svjedoce i brojne kovanice isto¢nogot-
skih vladara.** Medutim, upravo je Justini-
janovo doba donijelo gospodarstveni napre-
dak, o ¢emu nam govori gradnja i/ili obnova
niza sakralnih i fortifikacijskih objekata na
isto¢nom Jadranu i njegovu Sirem zaobalju.
Naravno, pojacane ekonomske aktivnosti

¥ OSTROGORSKI 2006: 37-38.

*  OSTROGORSKI 2006: 38.

*  GRIERSON 1982:47.

*  Na prostoru nekadasnje rimske Dalmacije zabiljeZeno je
oko 80 isto¢nogotskih kovanica kojima je mjesto nalaza
barem donekle poznato (SEPAROVIC 2021: 18 i literatu-
ra citirana u bilj. 50 na tom mjestu), §to je s obzirom na
kratkotrajnu isto¢nogotsku vladavinu na tom podrucju
zapravo nemali broj, posebno ako mu se pridodaju i brojni
primjerci iz raznih muzejskih zbirki (za pregled isto¢no-
gotskog novca u muzejskim zbirkama Hrvatske, BiH i Slo-
venije vidi DEMO 1994).
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ic (488-520), struck in the name of Anastasius,
have been found at around thirty sites.”> This
situation — although occurring shortly after the
“collapse of the Western Roman Empire” — is in
fact consistent with expectations based on his-
torical data. Anastasius ascended the throne at
an advanced age, but with long experience as a
financial official. It is therefore unsurprising that
some of his key reforms were those of the mone-
tary and fiscal system of the Empire, which con-
tributed to strengthening the market economy
and increasing the circulation of coinage.?

It was precisely the full treasury (more than 100
tonnes of gold)* left by Anastasius that made
possible the greatest rise of the Eastern Roman
Empire. This occurred under Emperor Justini-
an I (527-565) and was manifested in the ex-
pansion of the Empire’s borders, comprehensive
legislative reforms, and artistic achievements that
resulted in the construction of numerous mon-
umental buildings throughout the Empire and
in the spread of a new, “Byzantine” artistic style.
We should also not forget that the Justinianic
period was the last in history when the Mediter-
ranean was truly a “middle sea”, that is, the last
time a single political entity controlled almost all
its shores. As a consequence of successful wars
and the restoration of control over large parts of
the former Roman Empire, the number of mints
rose to more than ten.”> Nor was the period of
Ostrogothic rule across the eastern Adriatic and
its hinterland marked by economic stagnation,
as attested by numerous numismatic finds struck
by Ostrogothic rulers.** However, it was precise-
ly the age of Justinian that brought economic

2 The numerical data are based on SEPAROVIC 2021.

¥ OSTROGORSKI 2006: 37-38.

3 OSTROGORSKI 2006: 38.

% GRIERSON 1982: 47.

% Across the territory of former Roman Dalmatia, around
80 Ostrogothic coins with at least partly known findspots
have been recorded (SEPAROVIC 2021: 18 and the litera-
ture cited in note 50 there), which is, given the short dura-
tion of Ostrogothic rule in that area, by no means a small
number - especially when numerous specimens from va-
rious museum collections are added (for an overview of
Ostrogothic coinage in the museum collections of Croatia,
Bosnia and Herzegovina and Slovenia, s. DEMO 1994).



19 (2025), 213-266

T. FABIJANIC: Byzantine Coinage from the Museum of the Franciscan Monastery...

nuzno mora pratiti i dotok novca®” pa bi se
u taj kontekst moglo staviti i pet Justinija-
novih folisa iz humackog Muzeja. Tri su ko-
vana u Konstantinopolu (kat. br. 4, 5 i 6),
a po jedan u Nikomediji (kat. br. 7) i Kizi-
ku (kat. br. 8). Konstantinopolski folis kat.
br. 4 izraden je prije reforme kovanja folisa
koju Justinijan provodi u dvanaestoj godini
svoje vlasti, tj. 538./539., te na reversu ne
sadrzava godinu kovanja, a na aversu je car-
sko poprsje prikazano u profilu. Reformom
je poveéana tezina folisa, uvedeno je bilje-
zenje godine kovanja na reversu, a od tada
se ustaljuje en face prikaz cara, iako je taj
prikaz obi¢no bez izrazitih fizionomijskih
osobina.?

Sestu Justinijanovu kovanicu iz Humca
(kat. br. 9) mogli bismo na odredeni nacin
staviti u vojni kontekst. Naime, rije¢ je o
polufolisu kakvi se obi¢no povezuju s pret-
postavljenom kovnicom u Saloni, koja je
mogla djelovati nakon $to je Salona oduzeta
Isto¢nim Gotima pocetkom bizantsko-got-
skog rata. Salona ne gubi na vojnoj vaznosti
ni kasnije, jer ¢e odatle Bizantinci krenuti u
nekoliko pohoda prema Italiji, pa ¢e tako i
Narzes iskoristiti Salonu kao pocetnu tocku
svojeg pobjedonosnog pohoda kojim ¢e na-
kon dva desetljec¢a teskih sukoba biti okon-
¢an bizantsko-gotski rat.*” Glede samih ko-
vanica, rije¢ je o dosta ,,grubim” monetama,
osjetno manjima i lak$ima nego $to su to

¥ Separovié navodi vi$e od 400 kovanica Justinijana I. s po-
dru¢ja Hrvatske i Bosne i Hercegovine s poznatim mje-
stom nalaza (SEPAROVIC 2021: 254-255), a njima treba
pridodati desetke primjeraka koji se ¢uvaju u muzejima,
nepoznatog mjesta nalaza. Primjerice, samo u Arheolos-
kom muzeju u Splitu ¢uva se najmanje 75 Justinijanovih
zlatnika i pedesetak srebrnjaka koji bi, barem veé¢im dije-
lom, mogli potjecati iz Salone i njezine $ire okolice (SEPA-
ROVIC 2021: 24).

% GRIERSON 1982: 60-61. Za poznavanje prirode bizant-
ske carske vlasti vrlo je ilustrativno Griersonovo mastovito
objasnjenje zasto nestaju fizionomijske osobine na ranobi-
zanstkom novcu. On kaze: ,The differing personalities of
individual emperors are swallowed up in the majesty of the
office they hold” (GRIERSON 1999: 24).

¥ Za kratak pregled bizantsko-gotskog rata s naglaskom na
nasoj obali usp. GOLDSTEIN 1992: 20-29.

progress, as evidenced by the construction and/
or renovation of numerous sacral and fortifica-
tion structures on the eastern Adriatic and in its
wider hinterland. Naturally, increased economic
activity was necessarily accompanied by an in-
flow of coinage,”” and it is in this context that
we may also place the five folles of Justinian from
the Humac Museum. Three were struck in Con-
stantinople (Cat. Nos. 4, 5 and 6), and one each
in Nicomedia (Cat. No. 7) and Cyzicus (Cat.
No. 8). The Constantinopolitan follis Cat. No. 4
was produced before the reform of follis coinage
that Justinian implemented in the twelfth year
of his reign (AD 538/539) and therefore lacks
the regnal year on the reverse; on the obverse is
the imperial bust shown in profile. The reform
increased the weight of the follis, introduced the
marking of the year of issue on the reverse, and
from that time an ez face depiction of the emper-
or became standard, although usually without
pronounced physiognomic features.?®

The sixth Justinianic coin from Humac (Cat.
No. 9) could, in a certain sense, be placed in
a military context. It is a half-follis of the type
usually associated with the presumed mint in
Salona, which may have operated after Salona
was taken from the Ostrogoths at the beginning
of the Byzantine-Gothic War. Salona did not
lose its military significance thereafter, since it
served as the starting point for several Byzantine
campaigns towards Italy; it was from there that
Narses launched his victorious expedition which,
after two decades of harsh conflict, brought the

37 Separovi¢ has cited more than 400 coins of Justinian I from
the territory of Croatia and Bosnia and Herzegovina with
known findspots (SEPAROVIC 2021: 254-255), to which
should be added dozens of specimens of unknown prove-
nance kept in museums. For example, in the Archaeologi-
cal Museum in Split alone, at least 75 gold coins of Justi-
nian and some 50 silver coins are kept, which (at least for
the most part) could originate from Salona and its wider
surroundings (SEPAROVIC 2021: 24).

% GRIERSON 1982: 60-61. For an understanding of the
nature of Byzantine imperial power, Grierson’s imagina-
tive explanation of why physiognomic features disappe-
ar on Early Byzantine coinage is very illustrative. He
wrote: The differing personalities of individual emperors
are swallowed up in the majesty of the office they hold
(GRIERSON 1999: 24).
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polufolisi kovani u velikim kovnicama Car-
stva.” Na aversu je carevo poprsje u profilu,
a na reversu veliko slovo K kao oznaka da
je rije¢ o polufolisu. Na nasim podrudjima
ovaj je novac najzastupljeniji u Saloni i oko-
lici te u srednjodalmatinskom zaledu, medu
ostalim i na strateskim tockama na kojima
se moze s razlogom pretpostaviti boravak
vojnika.”’ S obzirom na povijesne okolno-
sti te rasprostranjenost ovoga novca, postoji
moguc¢nost da je kovan ili u samoj Saloni
ili u nekoj ,putujuco;j” kovnici, iako se to u
ovom trenutku ne moze s potpunom sigur-
noséu utvrditi.*

Medutim, kako je to ve¢ primijec¢eno u li-
teraturi®®, Justinijanovo razdoblje nece biti
pocletak nove povijesne epohe, nego ¢e na

“ Ako usporedimo tezine, ovi polufolisi upola su laksi od
onih kovanih u velikim carskim kovnicama (oko 2 do 4 g
prema oko 8 do 10 g), a sli¢an je omjer i u pogledu dimenzi-
ja. Isti princip vrijedi i za ostale kovanice iz moguce kovnice
u Saloni, folis i dekanumij (GRIERSON 1982: 74).

“ SEPAROVIC 2021: 32.

# MiSljenje 0 mogu¢em salonitanskom porijeklu ovih ko-
vanica izneseno je u DOC I: str. 187-189, gdje je u tablic-
nom prikazu medu nesigurnim kovnicama (,,uncertain
mint”) navedena Salona. Autor tog sveska A. R. Bellinger
na str. 187 poziva se na Griersonovo misljenje da je rije¢
o vojnickoj kovnici koja je mogla biti u Saloni (,,military
mint perhaps at Salona”). Jedna kovanica navedena u
DOC 1 na str. 188 prekov je preko Teodahadova novca,
$to bi je moglo poblize datirati u razdoblje 40-ih godi-
na 6. stolje¢a. Grierson kasnije elaborira svoje misljenje
(GRIERSON 1982: 74). Naime, i dalje smatra da je rije¢ o
kovnici u Iliriku (,,Illyrian mint”), ali da je rije¢ o kovnici
koja nije povezana s nekom fiksnom lokacijom. Solinska
kovnica figurira kao takva i u MIB 1 (autor toga djela W.
Hahn objasnjava dimenzije i tezinu ,,salonitanskih” polu-
folisa misljenjem da je rije¢ o svojevrsnoj doznaci — Kredi-
tmiinzen, MIB 1: str. 76).

U nasoj literaturi prvi na moguénost da je u Saloni dje-
lovala kovnica u Justinijanovo vrijeme ukazuje S. Bako-
ta 1974. (Numizmaticke vijesti, 32/1974). To miSljenje
prihvacaju i drugi autori (spominjemo samo neke), i to
bez ograde (kako se doima tekst u SEPAROVIC 2021:
32-34) ili u formi manje ili viSe utemeljene pretpostavke
(MIRNIK 1975: 163, gdje se izrazava i oprez s obzirom
na cinjenicu da Prokopije ne spominje kovnicu u Saloni;
MAROVIC 1986: 290; MIRNIK, SEMROV 1998: 134
gdje se navodi ,,supposed Justinian’s mint in Salona’, iako
u podnaslovu i u kataloskom popisu stoji The Salonitan
Mint i Salona). Medutim, valja re¢i da postoji i miljenje o
mogucénosti da je ovaj novac kovan u Raveni, §to je aktua-
lizirano u BALDI 2011.

# OSTROGORSKI 2006: 47.
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Byzantine-Gothic War to an end.* With regard
to the coins themselves, they are rather “crude”
pieces, noticeably smaller and lighter than the
half-folles struck in the major mints of the Em-
pire.®” On the obverse, the emperor’s bust is
shown in profile, while on the reverse a capital
letter K indicates that the piece is a half-follis.
Across the eastern Adriatic and its hinterland,
these coins are most common in Salona and its
surroundings and in the central Dalmatian hin-
terland, including at strategic points where the
presence of soldiers at that time may reasonably
be assumed.*! Given the historical circumstanc-
es and the distribution of this coinage, it is pos-
sible that it was struck either in Salona itself or
in some “mobile” mint, although this cannot be
established with complete certainty at present.**

% For a brief overview of the Byzantine-Gothic War with an
emphasis on the Adriatic coastline, cf. GOLDSTEIN 1992:
20-29.

If we compare their weights, these half-folles are roughly

half as heavy as those struck in the major imperial mints (c.

2-4 gasopposed to c. 8-10 g), and a similar ratio applies to

their dimensions. The same principle applies to the other

coins from the presumed mint in Salona - the follis and

the dekanummium (GRIERSON 1982: 74).

" SEPAROVIC 2021: 32.

# The view on the possible Salonitan origin of these coins

is presented in DOC 1: pp. 187-189, where Salona is li-
sted among the uncertain mints in a tabular overview. A.
R. Bellinger, the author of that volume, refers on p. 187 to
Grierson's opinion that there was a “...military mint perhaps
at Salona”. One coin listed in DOC 1 on p. 188 is an over-
strike on a coin of Theodahad, which could date it to the
540s. Philip Grierson later elaborated this view (GRIERSON
1982: 74). He continued to maintain that this was an Illyrian
mint, but one not tied to any fixed location. The Solin mint
appears as such also in MIB 1, where the author, W. Hahn,
explained the dimensions and weight of the “Salonitan” half-
folles by the view that they represent a form of remittance
- Kreditmiinzen (MIB 1: p. 76).
In Croatian scholarship, the possibility that a mint operated in
Salona in Justinian’s time was first noted by S. Bakota in 1974
(Numizmaticke vijesti 32/1974). That view has been accepted
by other authors (to mention only some), either without re-
servation (as the text in SEPAROVIC 2021: 32-34 appears to
do), or in the form of more or less well-founded assumptions
(MIRNIK 1975: 163, where caution is also expressed given
that Procopius did not mention a mint in Salona; MAROVIC
1986: 290; MIRNIK, SEMROV 1998: 134, where .. .suppo-
sed Justinian's mint in Salona” is stated, although in the subti-
tle and in the catalogue the form “The Salonitan Mint” and
“Salona” is used). However, it should be noted that there is also
the view that this coinage may have been struck in Ravenna, a
possibility revived in BALDI, 2011.
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odredeni nacin oznacdavati kraj jedne ere, $to
se na simboli¢noj razini moze opisati nadah-
nutim rije¢ima G. Ostrogorskog da je Justi-
nijan L. ,posljednji rimski car na bizantskom
prijestolju”*. Naime, jedna od posljedica
intenzivnih graditeljskih, vojnih i umjetni¢-
kih napora diljem Carstva bit ¢e i neizbjez-
no praznjenje carske blagajne. Ako se tome
pridodaju razorni udinci tzv. Justinijanove
kuge koja se na obalama Egipta pojavljuje
541. godine, zatim globalno zahladenje i
barbarske provale, ne ¢udi sto ¢e desetkova-
na isto¢norimska populacija imati dojam da
je nastupio kraj svijeta.*> Sve ¢e se to osjetiti
ve¢ u vrijeme kasne Justinijanove vladavine,
a posebno za njegovih nasljednika. Prvi je
od njih Justinijanov necak Justin II. (565. —
578.), ¢ije se carstvo nosilo s kugom i hlad-
no¢om te gubitkom najveéeg dijela Italije,
visedesetljetnim ratovima s Perzijom i inten-
zivnim upadima Avara i Slavena. Da se opéa
nesigurnost vremena reflektira i na teritorij
danasnje Hercegovine dokazuju i dvije osta-
ve s novcem Justinijana I. i Justina II. Rije¢
je o ostavi s polozaja Vrtljak u Grabovniku
kod Ljubuskog s ¢etiri Justinijanova i ¢ak 14
Justinovih solida te o ostavi s polozaja Grmi-
ne u Blatnici kod Citluka s po pet Justinija-
novih i Justinovih tremisa.“ Inace, na nasim
se prostorima primije¢uje pad dotoka novca
ve¢ u doba Justina II., a posebno za vrijeme
njegovih nasljednika.”” Iako je dotok novca
opao, podaci pokazuju da pad jo$ nije bio
znatan tijekom vladavine samog Justina II.,
posebno ako se u obzir uzme ¢injenica da
on vlada praktic¢ki tri puta kraée od Justini-
jana I. (13 nasuprot 38 godina). Primjerice,
u zbirci zagrebac¢koga Arheoloskog muzeja
nalazi se 397 Justinijanovih i 114 Justino-
vih kovanica,* u katalogu bizantskog novca

* OSTROGORSKI 2006: 46.

*  HARPER 2019: 199-287.

“  DEMO 1994: 233-236 (i literatura navedena na tom mje-
stu).

¥ SEPAROVIC 2021: 34.

% MIRNIK, SEMROV 1998: 134. Najvei je broj ovih kova-
nica nepoznatog mjesta nalaza, medutim, s obzirom na to

Yet, as has already been observed in the litera-
ture®, the age of Justinian would mark not the
beginning of a new historical era but, in a certain
sense, the end of one — something that can be
expressed symbolically in the inspired words of
G. Ostrogorski, who called Justinian I “the last
Roman emperor on the Byzantine throne™.
One of the consequences of the intensive build-
ing, military and artistic efforts throughout the
Empire was the inevitable depletion of the impe-
rial treasury. If we add to this the devastating ef-
fects of the so-called “Justinianic Plague”, which
appeared in coastal Egypt in 541, followed by
global cooling and barbarian incursions, it is
unsurprising that a decimated Eastern Roman
population had the impression that the end of
the world had come.” All this was already be-
ing felt in the later part of Justinians reign, and
more so under his successors. The first of these
was Justinian’s nephew, Justin II (565-578),
whose empire grappled with plague and cold,
the loss of most of Italy, decades-long wars with
Persia and intense incursions by Avars and Slavs.
That the general insecurity of the period was also
felt in the territory of present-day Herzegovina
is demonstrated by two hoards containing coins
of Justinian I and Justin II: the first from the site
of Vrtljak in Grabovnik near Ljubuski, with four
solidi of Justinian and no fewer than fourteen of
Justin; and the second from the site of Grmine in
Blatnica near Citluk, with five tremisses of Jus-
tinian and five of Justin.® A decline in the influx
of coinage into our region had already been not-
ed in the time of Justin II, and especially under
his successors.”” Although the influx of coinage
did decrease, the data show that the drop was
not yet significant during the reign of Justin II
himself — particularly if one bears in mind that
his reign was practically a third as long as that of
Justinian I (13 as opposed to 38 years). For ex-
ample, the collection of the Archaeological Mu-

3 OSTROGORSKI 2006: 47.

4“4 OSTROGORSKI 2006: 46.

4 HARPER 2019: 199-287.

4% DEMO 1994: 233-236 (and the literature cited there).
97 SEPAROVIC 2021: 34.
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iz Narodnog muzeja u Beogradu donose se
144 Justinijanove kovanice i 97 kovanica Ju-
stina I1.,*” a 70-ak kovanica Justina II. navo-
di i Separovi¢®.

U humackoj zbirci nalaze se Cetiri kovani-
ce Justina II., i to jedan folis kovan u Kon-
stantinopolu (kat. br. 10), jedan folis kovan
u Nikomediji (kat. br. 11) i dva polufolisa
kovana u Solunu (kat. br. 12. i 13). Svi na
aversu prikazuju cara i caricu Sofiju koji sje-
de na prijestolju, a reversi u nacelu ponav-
ljaju obrasce iz Justinijanova doba. Pojava
Sofije na novcu prvi je slu¢aj pojave jedne

1 a razlozi

bizantske carice na kovanicama,
za to mogli bi lezati u utjecaju koji je imala
pri dovodenju svojega supruga na prijesto-
lje, kao i u utjecaju na njegovu politiku.*?
Ne iznenaduje ni ¢injenica da dva polufolisa
potje¢u iz kovnice u Solunu, jer su i inade
vrlo Cesti na prostoru jugoisto¢ne Europe.”

Ako za vrijeme Justina II. i nije doslo do
znatnijeg poremecaja u dotoku novca, za
njegovih nasljednika zasigurno jest. Iz raz-
doblja kraja 6. i pocetka 7. stolje¢a u hu-
mackoj se zbirci ¢uvaju tri kovanice. Dva su
folisa cara Mauricija (582. — 602.) kovan
u Nikomediji (kat. br. 14), a jedan Antio-
hiji** (kat. br. 15). Tre¢a je kovanica folis
cara Foke (602. — 610.) kovan u Konstan-
tinopolu (kat. br. 16) na kojemu vidimo
znatnu promjenu na reversu folisa uvedenu
u vrijeme Tiberija II. (574. — 582.), a rije¢
je o supstituciji gr¢ke oznake vrijednosti M
rimskim brojevima. Valja istaknuti da ¢e se
na Fokinim kovanicama, pa tako i na netom

da ovakvim podacima Zelimo ilustrirati neke opce pojave
i trendove u vremenskoj i prostornoj distribuciji nov¢anih
emisija pojedinih careva, smatramo da ih je ipak opravda-
no upotrebljavati u tom kontekstu (ova opaska vrijedi i za
bilj. 49 i 50).

#  RADIC, IVANISEVIC 2006: 106-135.

% SEPAROVIC 2021: 112-219.

' PETROVIC 2023: 62.

%2 LOUTH 2008: 125.

3 Usp. MIRNIK, SEMROV 1998: 131, 178-181 (42 primjer-
ka); RADIC, IVANISEVIC 2006: 132-135 (45 primjera-
ka).

*  Justinijan I. Antiohiju je prozvao Theopolis, $to se reflekti-
raiu tekstu u odsjecku.
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seum in Zagreb contains 397 coins of Justinian
and 114 of Justin;*® the catalogue of Byzantine
coinage in the National Museum in Belgrade
lists 144 coins of Justinian and 97 of Justin II;*
and some 70 coins of Justin II were also recorded
by Separovi¢.*

In the Humac collection there are four coins
of Justin II: one follis struck in Constantinople
(Cat. No. 10), one follis struck in Nicomedia
(Cat. No. 11), and two half-folles struck in Thes-
saloniki (Cat. Nos. 12 and 13). On the obverse
they all depict the Emperor and the Empress
Sophia seated on a throne, while the reverses
generally repeat patterns from the time of Jus-
tinian. The appearance of Sophia on the coinage
is the first instance of a Byzantine empress being
shown on coins,” and the reasons may lie in the
influence she exercised in securing her husband’s
accession to the throne, as well as in her shaping
of his policies.? Nor is it surprising that the two
half-folles originate from the Thessaloniki mint,
since such issues are generally very common
across the south-eastern European region.”

While during the reign of Justin II there may
not yet have been a significant disruption in the
influx of coinage, under his successors there cer-
tainly was. From the period of the late 6th and
early 7th centuries, three coins are kept in the
Humac collection. Two are folles of Emperor
Maurice (582-602), one struck in Nicomedia
(Cat. No. 14) and one in Antioch® (Cat. No.
15). The third coin is a follis of Emperor Phocas
(602-610), struck in Constantinople (Cat. No.

4 MIRNIK, SEMROV 1998: 134. The majority of these coins
have unknown findspots; however, since such data are in-
tended to illustrate certain general phenomena and trends
in the chronological and spatial distribution of the mone-
tary issues of individual emperors, we consider it justified
to use them in that context (this remark also applies to no-
tes 49 and 50).

#  RADIC, IVANISEVIC 2006: 106-135.

% SEPAROVIC 2021: 112-219.

' PETROVIC 2023: 62.

2. LOUTH 2008: 125.

% Cf. MIRNIK, SEMROV 1998: 131, 178-181 (42 speci-
mens); RADIC, IVANISEVIC 2006: 132-135 (45 speci-
mens).

 Justinian I renamed Antioch Theopolis, which is also re-
flected in the legend in the exergue.
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spomenutoj, nakon duzeg vremena mo¢i vi-
djeti pokusaj realnijeg prikazivanja careva
lica, koje je u ovom slucaju prikazano izdu-
zeno, sa $iljatom bradicom.

Okvirno vrijeme u kojemu vladaju ova dva
cara, kao i Fokin nasljednik Heraklije (610.
— 641.) prijelomno je doba u povijesti ovih
krajeva. Naime, to je doba na simboli¢koj i
stvarnoj razini ponajbolje oli¢eno kona¢nim
55

padom Sirmija 582. godine,” a obiljezeno
je nastavkom intenzivnih avarsko-slavenskih
upada na prostore jugoisto¢ne Europe, Sto
¢e u konacnici rezultirati i trajnim naseljava-
njem skupina slavenskog porijekla na isto¢-
ni Jadran i $ire zaobalje. O tom nam dobu
svjedo¢e i brojne ostave bizantskog novca
na podruéju jugoisto¢ne Europe bez obzira
nastaju li primarno kao rezultat ratne ugro-
ze>¢ ili su posljedica tadasnjega ekonomskog,
monetarnog i politicko-vojnog sustava’
(iako je najvjerojatnije rije¢ o kombinaciji
razloga). Stoga ne ¢udi Cinjenica da ¢e doba
7.1 8. stoljeca, u nasoj srednjovjekovnoj ar-
heologiji ponekad nazivano ,mra¢nim do-
bom”, biti obiljezeno i drastiénim padom
dotoka bizantskog novca nakon vladavine
cara Heraklija.”® Naravno, razlozi za to nisu
samo lokalne prirode, nego su primarno
rezultat $irih povijesnih zbivanja i snaznog
opadanja mo¢i Bizanta koji rapidno gubi
teritorij i ekonomsku bazu (posebno nakon
arapskog osvajanja Egipta sredinom 7. sto-
lje¢a). Niz velikih kovnica, od kojih su neke
zastupljene i u humackoj zbirci, prestat ée
postojati tijekom 7. ili pocetkom 8. stoljeca:
Antiohija, Nikomedija, Kizik, Aleksandrija,
Kartaga, a ¢ak ¢e i solunska na neko vrijeme
prestati s produkcijom.> Stoga ne iznenadu-
je ¢injenica da se u humac¢kom Muzeju na-
lazi samo jedna kovanica kovana izmedu ve¢
spomenutog Fokinog folisa i dvije kovanice

% O padu Sirmija vidi GRACANIN 2011: 123-124.
56 SEPAROVIC 2021: 42.

7 CURTA 1996: 116-117.

58 SEPAROVIC 2021: 50.

% GRIERSON 1982: 85.

16), on the reverse of which we see an impor-
tant change introduced in the time of Tiberius
II (574-582): the substitution of the Greek de-
nominational mark “M” with Roman numerals.
It should be noted that on Phocas’ coins, includ-
ing this one, after a long interval one can again
observe an attempt at a more realistic rendering
of the emperor’s face, here shown elongated, with
a pointed beard.

The approximate period in which these two
emperors (as well as Phocas’ successor Heraclius
(610-641) reigned, represents a watershed in the
history of these lands. Symbolically and in reality,
it is best embodied in the final fall of Sirmium in
582%, and was marked by the continued intensifi-
cation of Avar—Slav incursions into south-eastern
Europe, which would ultimately result in the per-
manent settlement of groups of Slavic origin along
the eastern Adriatic and in the wider hinterland.
This period is also reflected in numerous hoards
of Byzantine coinage found across south-eastern
Europe, perhaps contingent primarily on wartime
threats® or possibly the economic, monetary and
politico-military system of the time* (although it
was most likely a combination of all). It is there-
fore unsurprising that the 7th and 8th centuries
— in medieval archacology of the eastern Adriatic
and its hinterland sometimes termed the “Dark
Age” — were also marked by a drastic decline in
the influx of Byzantine coinage after the reign of
Emperor Heraclius.”® Of course, the reasons for
this were not merely local in character but main-
ly due to wider historical developments and the
strong decline in Byzantine power, with the rapid
loss of territory and economic base (especially after
the Arab conquest of Egypt in the mid-7th cen-
tury). A number of major mints — some of which
are represented in the Humac collection — ceased
to exist during the 7th or early 8th century: An-
tioch, Nicomedia, Cyzicus, Alexandria, Carthage,
and even the Thessaloniki mint halted production

55 On the fall of Sirmium s. GRACANIN 2011: 123-124.
56 SEPAROVIC 2021: 42.
57 CURTA 1996: 116-117.
8 SEPAROVIC 2021: 50.
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Lava VI. (886. — 912.). Rije¢ je o prilicno
,barbariziranoj” tremisi Konstantina IV.
(668. — 685.)%° (kat. br. 17), vaznoj s obzi-
rom na povijesne okolnosti druge polovice
7. stoljeca i opdenitu rijetkost novca iz toga
vremena kod nas. Po svemu sudedi, rije¢ je
o produktu nepoznate kovnice iz Italije.®
Novac toga cara, inace poznatog i po slomu
arapske opsade Carigrada 678. godine, $to
je bio prvi kontraudar do tada nezaustav-
ljivoj arapskoj invaziji, rijedak je na nasim
prostorima. Jedan njegov krivotvoreni solid
pronaden je u Jasenskom kod Sinja, tremisa
kovana u Rimu u Arheoloski muzej u Za-
grebu dospijeva zahvaljuju¢i P. Kostelcu iz
Prozora kod Otocca, a folis kovan u Raveni
potje¢e s Kastruma na Brijunima.®> No ko-
liko god pojava novca Konstantina IV. kod
nas bila zanimljiva, na ovom bi mjestu bilo
uputno prekinuti svaku daljnju raspravu o
njemu s obzirom na nejasne ili posve nepo-
znate okolnosti pronalaska veéine njegovih
kovanica na na$im prostorima.®’

U Muzeju u Humecu ¢uva se samo jedan
bizantski srebrnjak (kat. br. 18). Rije¢ je o
miliaresiju Lava VI. (886. — 912.), pripad-
nika makedonske dinastije s kojom inacle
zapocCinje ponovni uspon Carstva. Humac-
ki miliaresij pripada tipu koji ovaj car kuje
samostalno do 908. godine. Lav VI. poznat

% Uz ime cara Konstantina IV. jo§ se uvijek ¢esto navodi i

njegov navodni nadimak Pogonat (hrv. ‘bradati’). Medu-

tim, po svemu sudedi, ovaj bi se nadimak trebao odnositi

na Konstansa II. (641. - 668.), $to bi mogao dokazivati i

Konstansov prikaz na kovanicama (usp. DOC 2, 2: 403,

bilj. 9).

Kovanica iz Humca gotovo je identi¢na kovanici MIB 3:

X10. S obzirom na izgled i jedne i druge kovanice, to¢no

odredivanje kovnice gotovo je nemoguce (o tome vise u

MIB 3: 154-155; o odlikama novca iz talijanskih kovni-

ca tijekom 7. i pocetka 8. stolje¢a vidi GRIERSON 1982:

138-144).

& SEPAROVIC 2021: 52; za primjerak iz zagrebackoga Ar-
heoloskog muzeja vidi MIRNIK, SEMROV 1998: 201, br.
785 (na tom je mjestu navedeno ,,Provenance: Pavao Ko-
stelac, Prozor”).

% Naravno, ova opaska ne vrijedi za kovanicu s Brijuna jer
je rije¢ o jednoj od klju¢nih toc¢aka na isto¢nojadranskom
plovnom putu koji u vrijeme Konstantina IV. jo§ uvijek
kontrolira Bizant. Stoga pojava kovanice toga cara na tom
mjestu uopée ne iznenaduje.

61
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for a time.” It is therefore unsurprising that the
Humac Museum contains only one coin struck
between the above-mentioned follis of Phocas
and the two coins of Leo VI (886-912). This is
a rather “barbarised” tremissis of Constantine IV
(668-685)® (Cat. No. 17), important given the
historical circumstances of the second half of the
7% century and the general rarity of coinage from
that period in the wider eastern Adriatic region.
In all likelihood, it is the product of an unknown
mint in Italy.®* Coinage of this emperor — known
otherwise for breaking the Arab siege of Constan-
tinople in 678 (the first counterblow to the hith-
erto unstoppable Arab advance) — is rare across the
eastern Adriatic and its hinterland. One forged
solidus of his was found at Jasensko near Sinj; a
tremissis struck in Rome reached the Archaeolog-
ical Museum in Zagreb thanks to P. Kostelac from
Prozor near Otocac; and a follis struck in Raven-
na came from Castrum on the Brijuni Islands.®
However interesting the presence of Constantine
IV’s coinage may be in the region under study; it
would be advisable at this point to end any fur-
ther discussion of it, given the unclear or entirely
unknown circumstances of the discovery of most
of his coins across the eastern Adriatic and its hin-
terland.®

The Humac Museum holds only one Byzan-
tine silver coin (Cat. No. 18). It is a miliaresion

¥ GRIERSON 1982: 85.

% Alongside the name of Emperor Constantine IV, his
supposed nickname “Pogonatus” (“the bearded”) is still
frequently cited. However, it would appear that this
nickname should instead refer to Constans II (641-668),
as suggested by his depiction on the coinage (cf. DOC 2, 2:
403, 1. 9).

' The Humac coin is almost identical to the piece MIB 3: X10.
Given the appearance of both coins, precise determination
of the mint is virtually impossible (s. MIB 3: 154-155; on the
characteristics of coinage from Italian mints during the 7th
and early 8th centuries, s. GRIERSON 1982: 138-144).

&2 SEPAROVIC 2021: 52; for the specimen from the Archae-
ological Museum in Zagreb, s. MIRNIK, SEMROV 1998:
201, no. 785 (there noted as “Provenance: Pavao Kostelac,
Prozor”).

¢ Naturally, this remark does not apply to the coin from the
Brijuni Islands, as they were one of the key points on the
eastern Adriatic maritime route still controlled by Byzan-
tium in the time of Constantine IV. The appearance of this
emperor’s coin at that location is therefore not surprising at
all
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je po unutarnjim reformama carskog dvora,
a ponajvise po zakonodavnim aktivnosti-
ma (zbog Cega je i stekao nadimak Mudri).*
Inale, srebro u bizantskom monetarnom
sustavu dobiva na vaznosti tek od pocetka
7. stolje¢a kada Heraklije 615. godine uvo-
di heksagram koji se kuje do 80-ih godina
7. stolje¢a.®s Lav III. (717. — 741.) 720. go-
dine uvodi novu srebrnu kovanicu nazva-
nu miliaresion.*® Promijenjene geopoliticke
okolnosti u odnosu na ranija stolje¢a dobro
ilustrira ¢injenica da je miliaresij inspiriran
islamskim dirhamom® poglavito s obzirom
na ¢injenicu da nema prikaz vladara, $to je
elemenata rimske i bizantske numizmatike.
Na aversu ovih kovanica nalazi se natpis, a
na reversu kriz na postolju. Na humackom
primjerku vidimo novine koje na miliare-
sij uvodi Lav VI., a to su osam globula na
trostrukom obodu od tockica (po uzoru na
abasidski dirham) i rije¢ EVSEbHS (‘pobo-
zan’) na reversu.®® Srebrnjaci Lava VI. kod
nas su vrlo rijetki, a zabiljezen je jo$ jedan
primjerak u Segetu Donjem kod Trogira.®

I folisi su toga cara rijetki, a zabiljezeni su
u Dubrovniku (dva primjerka) i u okolici
Zadra, uz jedan folis kovan sa suvladarom
Aleksandrom iz Eraka kod Ploc¢a.” Jedan fo-
lis Lava VI. kovan u Konstantinopolu ¢uva
se i na Humcu (kat. br. 19), a pripada tipu
na kojemu car sjedi na prijestolju.”! Inace,
sve spomenute kovanice Lava VI. pripadaju
vremenu kada se i inace biljezi smanjen do-
tok bizantskog novca na nase prostore, $to je

¢ OSTROGORSKI 2006: 141-150.

¢ GRIERSON 1982: 103-105.

%  GRIERSON 1982: 160 (Grierson primjecuje da je uvode-
nje miliaresija jedna od prijelomnih tocaka bizantskoga
monetarnog sustava medu ostalim i na simboli¢noj razini,
jer se njegove osobine ni na koji na¢in ne mogu povezati s
rimskim numizmatickim obrascima). Inace, iako miliare-
sij uvodi Lav III., on ulazi u opéu upotrebu tek od Teofila
(829. - 842.) (GRIERSON 1999: 14).

¢ GRIERSON 1999: 14.

%  GRIERSON 1982: 181.

®  SEPAROVIC 2021: 83.

" SEPAROVIC 2021: 84, 86.

7t GRIERSON 1982: 184.

of Leo VI (886-912), a member of the Mace-
donian dynasty, with whom the renewed rise of
the Empire began. The Humac miliaresion be-
longs to the type that this emperor struck on his
own up to 908. Leo VI is best known for reforms
within the imperial court and, above all, for leg-
islative activity (hence his epithet: the Wise).®
Silver gained significance in the Byzantine mon-
etary system only from the early 7th century,
when Heraclius introduced the hexagram in
615, struck until the 680s.9 Leo III (717-741)
introduced a new silver coin, the miliaresion, in
720. The altered geopolitical circumstances —
in comparison with earlier centuries — are well
illustrated by the fact that the miliaresion was in-
spired by the Islamic ditham,” particularly in the
absence of a ruler’s portrait, until then one of the
most recognisable features of Roman and Byzan-
tine numismatics. On the obverse of these coins
there is an inscription, while the reverse shows a
cross on a base. The Humac specimen displays
the innovations introduced on the miliaresion by
Leo VI, namely eight pellets on a triple dotted
border (modelled on the Abbasid dirham) and
the word EVSEBHS (“pious”) on the reverse®.
Silver coins of Leo VI are very rare in the region
studied, and only one further specimen has been
recorded, at Seget Donji near Trogir.”’

Folles of this emperor are also rare and have been
recorded in Dubrovnik (two specimens) and in
the vicinity of Zadar, along with one follis, struck
with the co-emperor Alexander, from Eraci near
Plo¢e.” A follis of Leo VI struck in Constantino-
ple that is kept at Humac (Cat. No. 19), belongs
to the type on which the emperor is shown seated

¢ OSTROGORSKI 2006: 141-150.

¢ GRIERSON 1982: 103-105.

%  GRIERSON 1982: 160 (Grierson noted that the introduction
of the miliaresion was one of the turning points of the Byzan-
tine monetary system — also on a symbolic level - since its
characteristics can in no way be linked with Roman numi-
smatic models). Additionally, although the miliaresion was
introduced by Leo III, it came into general use only from the
time of Theophilos (829-842) (GRIERSON 1999: 14).

¢ GRIERSON 1999: 14.

% GRIERSON 1982: 181.

®  SEPAROVIC 2021: 83.

™ SEPAROVIC 2021: 84, 86.
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pojava koja se uoc¢ava nakon vladavine cara
Teofila, a medu nalazi$tima se brojnos¢u (i
lokaliteta i samih kovanica) sve vise pocinju
izdvajati ona na juznom Jadranu.”

Sin Lava VI. Konstantin VII. Porfirogenet
(913. —959.) pri stupanju na prijestolje ima
samo osam godina. Stoga ¢e stvarnu vlast de-
setlje¢ima obnasati regentsko vijece, regenti
i/ili suvladari, od kojih je jedan i Roman I.
Lekapen (920. — 944.) ¢iji se folis kovan u
Konstantinopolu izmedu 931. i 944. nalazi
u Muzeju na Humcu (kat. br. 20). Rije¢ je
o Griersonovu cetvrtom tipu konstantino-
polskih folisa kovanih za vrijeme Konstan-
tina VII. koji obiljezava prikaz Romana I.
na aversu i natpis na reversu na kojemu se
spominje Romanovo ime.”” Ovakvi folisi
kod nas nisu Cesti, a ako uzmemo u obzir
samo one kojima je poznata provenijencija,
isti¢e se da ¢ak pet Romanovih folisa potjece
iz Dubrovnika, jedan s Korcule, a dvije su
Romanove kovanice nadene u Rovinju. O¢it
naglasak na $irem dubrovackom prostoru (a
isto vrijedi i za kovanice Konstantina VII.)
ocrtava ¢vrstu bizantsku vlast nad tim po-
drudjem, a da se bizantski utjecaji $ire i pre-
ma unutrasnjosti svjedo¢e nam i nalazi bule
Lava VI. i Aleksandra iz Podgradine kod
Livna te folisa Konstantina VII. i Zoe (913.
—919.) iz Resetarice, takoder kod Livna.”*

No ,prijateljski” odnos Hrvatske i Bizan-
ta kulminirat ¢e u drugoj polovici 10. sto-
ljeca, kada ¢e Stjepan Drzislav (969. — oko
997.) od Bizanta dobiti i krunu. U tom ¢e
se vremenu, to¢nije, od 970. godine, poceti
kovati niz tipova folisa koji ¢e zbog cinje-
nice da na njima nema ni prikaza ni imena
cara biti prozvani anonimnim folisima. Po-
¢inju se kovati u doba cara Ivana Cimiska
(969. — 976.) te se kuju sve do 1092. godi-
ne, tj. do reforme Aleksija Komnena (1081.
—1118.). Postoji 15 tipova anonimnih folisa

72 SEPAROVIC 2021: 82.
7 DOC 3.2: 538.
7 SEPAROVIC 2021: 86.
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on a throne.”! All of the mentioned coins of Leo
VI fall within a period in which a reduced influx
of Byzantine coins into our region is recorded — a
phenomenon observed after the reign of Emperor
Theophilos. Among the findspots, those on the
southern Adriatic increasingly stand out, both in
terms of the number of sites and the number of
coins.”

The son of Leo VI, Constantine VII Porphyro-
genitus (913-959), was only eight years old when
he ascended the throne. For decades, real power
was therefore exercised by a regency council, re-
gents and/or co-rulers, one of whom was Ro-
manos I Lekapenos (920-944). A follis of Ro-
manos [ struck in Constantinople between 931
and 944 is kept in the Humac Museum (Cat. No.
20). It is Grierson’s fourth type of Constantinopo-
litan follis struck during the reign of Constantine
VII, characterised by the depiction of Romanos I
on the obverse and the inscription on the reverse
naming Romanos.” Such folles are not common
in the studied region and, if we consider only
those with known provenance, it is significant that
as many as five folles of Romanos I came from
Dubrovnik and one from Koréula, while two
coins of Romanos were found in Rovinj. The clear
concentration in the wider Dubrovnik area (and
the same applies to the coinage of Constantine
VII) reflects the firm Byzantine rule over that re-
gion, while finds inland bear witness to the spread
of Byzantine influence: the lead seal of Leo VI
and Alexander from Podgradina near Livno and
the follis of Constantine VII and Zoe (913-919)
from Resetarica, also near Livno.”

The “friendly” relationship between Croatia and
Byzantium would culminate in the second half of
the 10" century, when Stjepan DrZislav (969 — c.
997) received the royal crown from Byzantium.
At that time — more precisely from 970 onwards
— a series of follis types began to be struck which,
owing to the absence of both imperial portraits
and imperial names, came to be known as anony-

7' GRIERSON 1982: 184.
72 SEPAROVIC 2021: 82.
3 DOC 3.2: 538.

7 SEPAROVIC 2021: 86.
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oznacenih slovima od A do N (tip A ima dva
podtipa oznac¢ena brojevima 1 i 2). Svi ovi
tipovi pripadaju religijskim tipovima. Na
aversu je uvijek prikaz Krista (do tada re-
zerviran samo za zlatne kovanice) najcesée
u obliku biste, a na reversu je natpis, pri-
kaz Bogorodice ili kriz.”” Najvjerojatnije su
kovani u Konstantinopolu.”® U humackom
Muzeju ¢uva se 11 anonimnih folisa, a za-
stupljeno je pet tipova: A2, B, C, G i L. Tip
A2 zastupljen je s ¢ak pet primjeraka (kat.
br. 21-25). Svi na aversu imaju bistu Kri-
sta, a na reversu natpis u Cetiri reda +IhSY4S
/ XRISTYS / BASILEY’ / BASILE. Kovani
su od 976.(?) do 1030./1035. Tip B, za-
stupljen samo jednim primjerkom (kat. br.
28), na aversu takoder ima bistu Krista, ali
je na reversu natpis I15-XS / BAS-ILE / BAS-ILE
te kriz na postolju. Ovi su folisi kovani od
1030./1035. do 1042.(?). Na aversu tipa C
nalazi se polufigura Krista, na reversu je crux
gemata, a kovan je od 1042.(?) do 1050. U
humackom Muzeju dva su takva folisa (kat.
br. 29 i 30), od kojih bi jedan (kat. br. 29)
mogao biti prekov preko anonimnog folisa
tipa B (prekovi nisu rijetka pojava na ano-
nimnim folisima opéenito). I tip G zastu-
pljen je dvjema kovanicama (kat. br. 33 i
34). Karakterizira ga bista Krista na aversu
te bista Bogorodice na reversu, a kuje se od
1060. do 1065. I kona¢no, tip I zastupljen
je jednim primjerkom (kat. br. 35), a odli-
kuje se bistom Krista na aversu te prikazom
kriza na reversu na kojemu nema nikakvog
natpisa. Kovan je od 1075. do 1080. Prema
Separoviéu, najvise je anonimnih folisa za-
biljezeno u Dubrovniku i njegovoj okolici
(42 primjerka) jer se upravo tu najsnaznije
osjecala bizantska vlast.”” Zaklju¢no, moze-
mo re¢i da razmjerno velik broj anonimnih
folisa kod nas (a njima valja pridodati i hu-
macke primjerke) ipak svjedoci o razmjerno

7> DOC 3.2: 634, 647; GRIERSON 1982: 204-210.

Za problematiku mjesta kovanja anonimnih folisa usp.
DOC 3.2: 640-642.

7 SEPAROVIC 2021: 88.

mous folles. They began to be minted under Em-
peror John Tzimiskes (969-976) and continued
to be produced until 1092, that is, until the re-
form of Alexios Komnenos (1081-1118). There
are 15 types of anonymous folles, designated by
the letters A to N (type A has two subtypes, num-
bered 1 and 2). All these types belong to the so-
called religious types. The obverse always shows
Christ (until then reserved only for gold coinage),
usually in the form of a bust, while the reverse car-
ries an inscription, a depiction of the Virgin, or a
cross.” They were most likely struck in Constan-
tinople.”® The Humac Museum holds 11 anony-
mous folles, representing five types: A2, B, C, G
and L. Type A2 is represented by as many as five
specimens (Cat. Nos. 21-25). All of them have a
bust of Christ on the obverse, and on the reverse
an inscription in four lines: +lhSYS / XRISTYS /
BbASILEY’ / BASILE. They were struck between
976(?) and 1030/1035. Type B, represented by
only one specimen (Cat. No. 28), also has a bust
of Christ on the obverse, but on the reverse bears
the inscription IS-XS / BAS-ILE / BAS-ILE together
with a cross on a base. These folles were struck
between 1030/1035 and 1042(?). On the obverse
of type C there is a half-length figure of Christ,
while on the reverse is a crux gemmata; it was
struck between 1042(?) and 1050. In the Humac
Museum there are two such folles (Cat. Nos. 29
and 30), one of which (Cat. No. 29) may be an
overstrike on an anonymous follis of type B (over-
strikes are not uncommon on anonymous folles
in general). Type G is likewise represented by two
coins (Cat. Nos. 33 and 34). It is characterised
by a bust of Christ on the obverse and a bust of
the Virgin on the reverse, and was struck between
1060 and 1065. Finally, type I is represented by a
single specimen (Cat. No. 35), distinguished by a
bust of Christ on the obverse and a depiction of
a cross without any inscription on the reverse. It
was struck between 1075 and 1080. According
to Separovi¢, the greatest number of anonymous

7> DOC 3.2: 634, 647; GRIERSON 1982: 204-210.
76 For the question of the minting places of anonymous
folles, cf. DOC 3.2: 640-642.
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stabilnoj ekonomskoj situaciji, pai o ja¢anju
gospodarskih aktivnosti tijekom 11. stolje-
¢a, posebno u njegovoj prvoj polovini.

Iako se neki tipovi anonimnih folisa kuju
gotovo do kraja 11. stoljeéa, car Konstantin
X. Duka (1059. — 1067.) ponovno ¢e po-
krenuti kovanje novaca koji nose ime i pri-
kaz vladara.”® Tako se prikaz cara vrada na fo-
lise, sada je na reversu, a na aversu je prikaz
Krista. U huma¢kom Muzeju dva su folisa
Konstantina X. (kat. br. 31 i 32), od kojih
je kat. br. 31 najvjerojatnije prekov preko
anonimnog folisa. Novac ovoga cara kod nas
je rijedak, a biljeze se samo primjerci iz Za-
dra i Dubrovnika.”” Vrijeme Konstantina X.
izrazito je nepovoljno za Carstvo kojemu na
obzor dolaze Seldzuci u trenutku kada se iz-
daci za vojsku smanjuju, dok na unutarnjem
planu drzava siroma$i. Humacki folisi pri-
padaju jednom od dva tipa Konstantinova
bakrenog novca, onom na kojem je uz cara
na reversu prikazana i njegova supruga Eu-
doksija, na ¢ije bi ambicije mogao ukazivati
njezin polozaj na kovanici. Naime, prikaza-
na je lijevo, a car desno, $to je neobi¢no s
obzirom na ¢injenicu da se u slucaju prikaza
dviju carskih figura na novcu senior postav-
lja na lijevu stranu (s obzirom na promatra-
¢a). Medutim, objasnjenje je ovog jedinstve-
nog slucaja, prema Griersonovu misljenju, u
polozaju njihove lijeve ruke, koja im je na
prsima (srcu), pa bi zapravo labarum koji
drze (desna ruka carice nalazi se ispod de-
sne ruke cara) mogao predstavljati ili barem
ukazivati na Krista ¢iji je prikaz na aversu.®
U tom bi slucaju bizantska heraldi¢ka pravi-
la bila ispostovana.

Ipak, u okvirima 11. stolje¢a najintrigan-
tnija pojava s nasih prostora u numizma-

78 To, naravno, znaci da se vjerojatno istodobno kuju i anoni-
mni i ,,potpisani’;, folisi §to unosi poprili¢nu zbrku u pitanje
odredivanja kovnica, posebno s obzirom na ¢injenicu da je
tesko vjerovati da iste kovnice kuju i jedne i druge kovani-
ce te s obzirom na to da u ovo vrijeme viSe nema oznaka
kovnica na novcu (usp. literaturu navedenu u bilj. 75).

7 SEPAROVIC 2021: 125, 186.

8% DOC3.1: 110.
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folles had been recorded in Dubrovnik and its
surroundings (42 specimens), as Byzantine power
was felt strongest there.”” In conclusion, we may
say that the comparatively large number of anon-
ymous folles in our region (to which the Humac
examples should be added) nevertheless bears
witness to a relatively stable economic situation,
and even to a strengthening of economic activity
during the 11th century, especially in its first half.

Although certain types of anonymous folles
continued to be struck almost to the end of the
11th century, Emperor Constantine X Doukas
(1059-1067) reintroduced coinage bearing the
ruler’s name and portrait.”® Although the emper-
or’s image returned to the follis, it now appeared
on the reverse, while the obverse bore an image of
Christ. The Humac Museum houses two folles of
Constantine X (Cat. Nos. 31 and 32), of which
Cat. No. 31 is most probably an overstrike on an
anonymous follis. Coinage of this emperor is rare
in the studied region, and only specimens from
Zadar and Dubrovnik are recorded.” The reign
of Constantine X was markedly unfavourable for
the Empire, with the advent of the Seljuks at a
time when expenditure on the army was being re-
duced and the state was becoming impoverished.
The Humac folles belong to one of the two types
of Constantine’s copper coinage — that which
shows, on the reverse alongside the emperor, his
wife Eudokia. Her ambitions may be suggested by
her position on the coin: she is shown on the left
and the emperor on the right, which is unusual
given that, when two imperial figures appear on
a coin, the senior one is placed on the left (from
the viewer’s perspective). However, the explana-
tion for this unique case, according to Grierson,
lies in the position of their left hands. Their left

hands rest on their chests (over the heart), so the

7 SEPAROVIC 2021: 88.

8 This of course means that anonymous and “signed” folles
were probably being struck simultaneously, which intro-
duces considerable confusion when it comes to determi-
ning the mints — especially given that it is hard to believe
that the same mints produced both types, and in view of
the fact that by this time mint-marks no longer appear on
the coinage (cf. the literature cited in n. 75).

7 SEPAROVIC 2021: 125, 186.
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tickom smislu zasigurno je pojava velikog
broja zlatnika cara Romana III. Argira
(1028. — 1034.), cara koji za vrijeme svoje
kratke vladavine nije doprinio ni vojnoj ni
ekonomskoj snazi Carstva svojim poreznim
reformama kojima je oslabio i vojsku i car-
sku blagajnu, a ¢ije ¢e se posljedice u punom
opsegu osjetiti tek nakon njegove smrti.*
Koliko je njegov inace vrlo kvalitetan zlat-
ni novac ¢est kod nas govori i ¢injenica da
90 % poznatog novca iz 11. stoljeéa pripada
bas Romanu III.#? Na aversu ovih zlatnika
prikazan je Krist, a na reversu je Bogorodica
koja kruni cara. Na podru¢ju Hercegovine
pronadene su dvije velike ostave romanata:
u Gornjoj Dreznici (vise od 300 komada) i
u Klobuku (56 komada). Uz njih, poznat je

i nalaz osam Romanovih zlatnika iz Vitine.??

8 OSTROGORSKI 2006: 186-187.

2 SEPAROVIC 2021: 92. U citiranoj je publikaciji navedeno
38 lokaliteta na kojima je pronaden ovaj novac u Hrvatskoj
i Bosni i Hercegovini. To djelo donosi i niz bibliografskih
zapisa 0 Romanovim zlatnicima i pregled dosadasnjih raz-
misljanja o pojavi tog novca kod nas (str. 96-100). Za kartu
distribucije nalaza zlatnika Romana III. na na$im prostori-
ma vidi JAKSIC 2015: 428, sl. 2.

8 Ostava iz Gornje DreZnice sjeverno od Mostara prona-
dena je 1867. i mogla je sadrzavati viSe od 300 kovanica,
a ostava iz Vitine pronadena je 1890. i sadrzavala je de-
vet kovanica, od kojih su dvije ,nestale”; PATSCH 1900:
570-572. Ostava iz Klobuka kod Ljubuskog pronadena je
1930., a sadrZavala je 56 kovanica, od kojih je spaseno 23,
a ostale su nestale (MAROVIC 2006: 278). Spomenimo i
da je 90-ih godina 20. stolje¢a u Grabovniku nedaleko od
Vitine pronaden jo$ jedan zlatnik Romana III. Argira koji
je otkupio Arheologki muzej u Splitu (DODIG 2013).
Glede ostave iz Gornje DreZnice treba re¢i da je Patsch do
broja od ,,preko 300 zlatnika” do$ao raspitujudi se o sudbi-
ni kovanica kod fra N. Simoviéa, biskupova tajnika u vrije-
me nalaza. U izvornom tekstu o pronalasku ostave na koji
se poziva Patsch (PATSCH 1900: 571) navedeno je da je
pronadeno nekoliko stotina zlatnika (BAKULA 2016: 130
za tekst na latinskom i 293 za prijevod na hrvatski jezik). U
sferi nepotrebnih domisljanja ostat ¢e pitanje jesu li bas sve
kovanice pripadale istom caru (i Patsch razmiglja o tome),
a vjerojatno nikad ne¢emo saznati koji su to ,,drugi” po-
lozaji na kojima je do 1873. pronaden Romanov novac na
koje se misli u izvornoj objavi. Inace, Patsch na citiranom
mjestu pogresno pripisuje novac caru Romanu II. (959. -
963.). Valja spomenuti i to da su, prema misljenju N. Cu-
ljak i D. Pinjuh, temeljenom na putopisu G. Arbuthnota
iz 1862., zlatnici zapravo pronadeni na podrucju preko
kojega se iz doline Svinjace ide prema Duvnu, dakle nesto
zapadnije od Gornje Dreznice (CULJAK, PINJUH 2018:
132-134).

labarum they hold (the empresss right hand being
beneath the emperor’s right) could represent or at
least allude to Christ, whose image appears on the
obverse.** In that case, Byzantine heraldic conven-
tions would have been respected.

Nevertheless, within the framework of the 11th
century, the most intriguing numismatic phenom-
enon from the region under study is undoubtedly
the appearance of a large number of gold coins of
Emperor Romanos III Argyros (1028-1034).
During his brief reign, this emperor contribut-
ed neither to the military nor to the economic
strength of the Empire; his fiscal reforms weak-
ened both the army and the imperial treasury,
and their consequences would be fully felt only
after his death.®' The frequency of his otherwise
very fine gold coinage in the region under study
is illustrated by the fact that 90 % of all known
11th-century coins belong precisely to Romanos
I11.%2 Christ is depicted on the obverse of these
gold coins, and the Virgin crowning the emperor
on the reverse. Two large hoards of romanati have
been found in Herzegovina: at Gornja Dreznica
(over 300 pieces) and at Klobuk (56 pieces). In
addition, a find of eight gold coins of Romanos
III from Vitina is also known.** The Humac col-

8% DOC3.1: 110.

8 OSTROGORSKI 2006: 186-187.

2 SEPAROVIC 2021: 92. The cited publication also lists 38
sites at which this coinage has been found in Croatia and
Bosnia and Herzegovina. It further provides a series of bi-
bliographical records relating to the gold coins of Roma-
nos III, as well as an overview of current interpretations of
the appearance of this coinage in the region of study (pp.
96-100). For a distribution map of finds of Romanos IIT
gold coins in our region, see JAKSIC 2015: 428, fig. 2.

8 The hoard from Gornja DreZnica, north of Mostar, was fo-
und in 1867 and may have contained over 300 coins, while
the hoard from Vitina, found in 1890, contained nine co-
ins, two of which “disappeared” (PATSCH 1900: 570-572).
The hoard from Klobuk near Ljubuski was found in 1930
and contained 56 coins, of which 23 were saved, while the
remainder disappeared (MAROVIC 2006: 278). It should
also be noted that in the 1990s, another gold coin of Ro-
manos III Argyros was found at Grabovnik, not far from
Vitina; this was purchased by the Archaeological Museum
in Split (DODIG 2013).

With regard to the hoard from Gornja DrezZnica, it should
be mentioned that Patsch arrived at the figure of “over 300
gold coins” by inquiring about the fate of the coins with
Fra N. Simovi¢, the bishop's secretary at the time of the
find. In the original text on the discovery of the hoard to
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U humackoj zbirci ¢uvaju se dva zlatnika
Romana III. (kat. br. 31 i 32) bez podataka
o mjestu nalaza, iako se moze razumno pret-
postaviti da potjecu iz neke od spomenutih
ostava. Vise je teza o logici pojave ovog nov-
ca kod nas u tako velikom broju. Prema D.
M. Metcalfu, rije¢ je o blagu s broda koji je
potonuo negdje na Jadranu za vrijeme rata
Mihajla IV. (1034. — 1041.) protiv Bugara,
koje je prisvojio zetski vladar Stefan Voji-
slav.®* Metcalf se poziva na bizantskog lje-
topisca iz druge polovice 11. stolje¢a Geor-
gija Kedrena i njegovo djelo Pregled povijesti
(Zovoyig iotopiav) gdje se spominje da je
1039./1040. na ilirickim obalama brodolom
dozivio brod koji je prevozio 10 kentenarija
zlata koje je Ivan Orfanotrof poslao caru u
Solun. Grierson tome iznosi prigovor, uvi-
dajué¢i nemoguénost da se brod koji kreée iz
Konstantinopola u Solun nasude na obala-
ma Ilirika i odbacujuéi Metcalfovu tezu kao
ofantaziju”, primje¢ujudi i da bi se brodski
teret trebao sastojati od Mihaelovih zlatni-
ka jer on 1040. vlada ve¢ Sest godina.® Ne
zalazuéi se na ovom mjestu za Metcalfovu
tezu o brodolomu, valja re¢i da je, ako ¢emo
vjerovati Kedrenovu navodu, do brodoloma
sa znatnom koli¢inom zlata na isto¢noj ja-
dranskoj obali najvjerojatnije ipak doslo, i
to u vrijeme Mihaela IV., nasljednika Roma-
na III. Pritom je intrigantno razmisljanje da
je Ivan Orfanotrof zapravo mogao narediti
dalmatinskim carskim sluzbenicima da po-
rezne prihode posalju caru,® $to bi premo-
stilo spomenuti geografski problem. Narav-
no, to nam ne odgovara na prigovor zasto bi
u brodskom teretu bio samo novac Romana
II1., jer zlatnici njegova nasljednika kod nas
nisu pronalazeni, to¢nije, pronaden je samo
jedan primjerak u Matacima kod Podvrsja u

8  METCALF 1960: 101-104.

8 DOC 3. 2: 58, bilj. 183.

% Ovo miljenje iznosi J. Wortley u komentarima na tekst
Ivana Skilice (SKYLITZES, WORTLEY 2010: 384 bilj. 64).
Kedren u svojoj kronici prakticki prepisuje Skili¢ino djelo.
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lection preserves two gold coins of Romanos I1I
(Cat. Nos. 31 and 32) without information on
their findspots, although it is reasonable to assume
that they were part of one of the aforementioned
hoards. There are several hypotheses concerning
the reason behind the appearance of this coinage
in such large numbers in the region under study.
According to D. M. Metcalf, it represents treasure,
from a ship that sank somewhere in the Adriatic
during the campaign of Michael IV (1034—-1041)
against the Bulgars, which was appropriated by
the ruler of Zeta, Stefan Voislav.#* Metcalf referred
to Georgios Cedrenus, a Byzantine chronicler of
the second half of the 11th century, and his work
Synopsis bistorion (Zovoyig iotopiaw), in which
it is mentioned that in 1039/1040 a ship carry-
ing ten kentenaria of gold sent to the emperor in
Thessaloniki by John the Orphanotrophos was
wrecked on the Illyrian shores. Grierson objected,
pointing out the improbability of a ship sailing
from Constantinople to Thessaloniki running
aground on the Illyrian coast, and dismissed Met-
calf’s hypothesis as “fantasy”, noting also that the
cargo should have consisted of gold coins of Mi-
chael, since by 1040 he had already ruled for six
years.® Without advocating Metcalf’s shipwreck
hypothesis, it should nonetheless be said that, if
Kedrenos™ account is to be trusted, a shipwreck
involving a significant quantity of gold on the
eastern Adriatic coast most likely did occur, and
that in the time of Michael IV, the successor of

which Patsch refers (PATSCH 1900: 571), it is stated that
several hundred gold coins were found (BAKULA 2016:
130 for the Latin text and 293 for the Croatian translation).
The question of whether all the coins really belonged to
the same emperor (Patsch also considered this question)
will remain in the realm of unnecessary speculation, and
we shall probably never know which “other” sites are me-
ant in the original publication when it speaks of finds of
the coinage of Romanos III found up to 1873. Incidentally,
in the passage cited, Patsch erroneously attributed the coi-
nage to Emperor Romanos II (959-963). It should also be
mentioned that, according to the view of N. Culjak and D.
Pinjuh, based on the 1862 travelogue of G. Arbuthnot, the
gold coins were in fact found in the area through which the
route from the Svinjaca valley leads towards Duvno, that
is, somewhat to the west of Gornja Dreznica (CULJAK,
PINJUH 2018: 132-134).

8  METCALF 1960: 101-104.

% DOC3.2:58,n.183.
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zaledu Zadra.¥’

Bitan doprinos ovoj raspravi donio je N.
Jaksi¢, koji, na temelju Kekaumenovih spisa,
zlatnike o kojima je rije¢ povezuje uz misi-
je »arhonta i toparha” Dobronje, koji odlazi
na Argirov dvor u dva navrata i biva bogato
obdaren (pri treéem odlasku na carski dvor,
nakon smjene vlasti, bit ¢e zatoden te e
umrijeti u tamnici).*® Jaksi¢ se poziva na ve¢
prije u literaturi® naznacenu mogucénost da
je Dobronja ustvari dalmatinski prokonzul
Grgur iz zadarske obitelji Madijevaca (ili nje-
gov brat),” a vrijedi spomenuti njegovo po-
vezivanje pojave velike koli¢ine kvalitetnoga
zlatnog novca na isto¢noj jadranskoj obali s
razvitkom romanike kod nas.”’ Marovi¢ pre-
ma ovom pitanju ima pomalo kompromisan
odnos. Naime, slaZe se da su romanati na za-
darsko podrué¢je mogli dospjeti zahvaljujuci
Dobronji, ali ipak primje¢uje da ih je najveéi
broj na ,neretvanskom podrudju”. To objas-
njava moguéno$éu da su neretvanski gusari
orobili neki bizantski brod, ali naglasava i
vaznost Dubrovnika, ¢ija je mornarica sudje-
lovala u pobjedi bizantske flote nad Sarace-
nima 1032., a u Dubrovniku s flotom deset
godina potom boravi i strateg Katakalon iz

¥  SEPAROVIC 2021: 183.

88 JAKSIC 1982: 180-182; 2007: 137-139; 2015: 425-430.
Spomenimo da je sasvim logi¢no pretpostaviti da je Do-
bronja darovan zlatnicima, ali ipak nije zgorega spomenuti
da izvori zapravo ne navode od Cega se to¢no sastoji ,veli-
ko bogatstvo” s kojim je on otpremljen iz Konstantinopola.

% FERLUGA 1966: 204.

% Misljenje da su Dobronja i Grgur ista osoba izneseno jeiu
STEPHENSON 2004: 127. Rasprava o tome tko je zapravo
Dobronja izlazi iz okvira ovoga rada. Ipak, s obzirom na to
da je u literaturi njegov identitet povezan s pojavom zlatni-
ka Romana III., valja sumarno spomenuti i misljenja koja
ne povezuju Dobronju i Grgura. Primjerice, E. Sisi¢ smatra
da Dobronja odlazi u Konstantinopol kao predstavnik hr-
vatskog kralja i vlastitog ,,rodaka” Kresimira (SISIC 1925:
487), a L. Margeti¢ u Dobronji vidi hrvatskog vladara koji
vlada od 1031. do 1034./1035. (MARGETIC 2006: 12; usp.
i ranije Margeti¢eve radove navedene u citiranom ¢lanku).
U novije vrijeme i H. Gracanin smatra da ,,po svoj prilici”
stratega Grgura i Dobronju ne treba poistovjetiti, ali i da
Dobronju ne treba smatrati ni hrvatskim kraljem: GRA-
CANIN 2015: 510.

' Usp. literaturu navedenu u bilj. 88.

Romanos III. It is an intriguing possibility that
John the Orphanotrophos may actually have in-
structed imperial officials in Dalmatia to send tax
revenues to the emperor,® which would bridge
the geographical difficulty mentioned above. Nat-
urally, this does not resolve the objection as to why
the ship’s cargo would have consisted solely of the
coinage of Romanos 111, since the gold coins of
his successor are not found here — more precisely,
only a single specimen has been recorded, at Mat-
aci near Podvrsje in the hinterland of Zadar.¥

A significant contribution to this discussion
was made by N. Jaksi¢, who linked, on the basis
of the writings of Kekaumenos, the gold coins
in question with the missions of the “archon
and toparch” Dobronja. He went to the court
of Romanos III on two occasions and was richly
rewarded (on his third journey to the imperial
court, after a change of power, he was impris-
oned and died in captivity).®® Jaksi¢ also drew
attention to the possibility, already suggested in
the literature,” that Dobronja was in fact the
Dalmatian proconsul Grgur of the Zadar family
of the Madii (or his brother),” and it is worth
recalling his association of the appearance of a

8 This view is set out by J. Wortley in his commentary on
the text of John Skylitzes (SKYLITZES, WORTLEY 2010:
384, n. 64). Kedrenos, in his chronicle, virtually copied
Skylitzes’ work.

¥  SEPAROVIC 2021: 183.

8 JAKSIC 1982: 180-182; 2007: 137-139; 2015: 425-430. It is
reasonable to assume that Dobronja was presented with
gold coins, yet it is still worth noting that the sources do
not in fact specify the exact composition of the ‘great we-
alth’ with which he was sent from Constantinople.

8  FERLUGA 1966: 204.

% The view that Dobronja and Grgur are the same person is
also presented in STEPHENSON 2004: 127. Discussion of
who Dobronja actually was lies beyond the scope of this
paper. Nevertheless, since the literature links his identity
with the appearance of the gold coins of Romanos III, it
is worth briefly mentioning the views that do not connect
Dobronja and Grgur. For example, E. Sisi¢ considered that
Dobronja went to Constantinople as the representative
of the Croatian king and his “kinsman” Kre$imir (SISIC
1925: 487), while L. Margeti¢ saw in Dobronja a Croati-
an ruler governing from 1031 to 1034/1035 (MARGETIC
2006: 12; cf. also earlier works by Margeti¢ cited in the
article in question). More recently, H. Gracanin likewise
considered that the strategos Grgur and Dobronja “in all
probability” should not be equated with one another, and
also that Dobronja should not be considered a Croatian
king: GRACANIN 2015: 510.
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Klazomene.”” U svom najnovijem osvrtu na
ovaj problem Jaksi¢ nadopunjuje kartu nala-
za zlatnika Romana III. iz koje je jasno vid-
ljivo da su pojedina¢ni nalazi romanata rav-
nomjerno rasporedeni duz isto¢ne jadranske
obale. Pojavu veéine ostava u srednjoj i juznoj
Dalmaciji objasnjava nesigurnim vremenima,
a u slucaju ostava iz zapadne Hercegovine
moguénos$éu da se ,spas trazi u bijegu preko
Neretve®.”

Bez obzira na mehanizme dolaska Roma-
novih zlatnika na nase podrugje, koji uistinu
mogu biti vi$estruki, smatramo nedvojbenim
da pojava ovog novca dobro ilustrira gospo-
darski napredak nasih krajeva, kako obale
tako i unutra$njosti.”* O tome nam govori i
podatak da izvori iz 11. stoljeca sve ucestalije
spominju trgovinu, pa i globe upravo u zlat-
nicima, a ne u robi.”® U obzir svakako treba
uzeti i slozene politicke okolnosti u ,velikoj
igri” koju igraju Bizant, Venecija, Hrvatska i
dalmatinski gradovi, §to barem moze objasni-
ti odnos careva prema samom Dobronji.”® U
svakom sluc¢aju, moramo zakljuciti da su ra-
zlozi i mehanizmi pojave velike koli¢ine zlat-
nika Romana III. Argira na nasim podrudji-
ma jo$ uvijek otvoreni za raspravu.

Moze se postaviti jo$ jedno pitanje: zasto
se kod nas u iole znatnijoj koli¢ini ne nalaze
zlatnici bizantskih careva koji slijede nakon
Romana III. Argira? Odnosno, da preformu-
liramo ovo pitanje: zasto se ¢uvaju i deponi-
raju upravo zlatnici Romana III.? Razlog bi
mogao lezati u ¢injenici da su upravo Argi-
rovi zlatnici morali biti ,,privla¢ni” za priku-
pljanje dugo nakon njegove smrti jer manjim
dijelom ve¢ za vrijeme njegova nasljednika
Mihaela IV. dolazi do opadanja vrijednosti
zlatnog novca, a pad vrijednosti bit ¢e po-
sebno vidljiv u doba Konstantina IX. Mo-

%2 MAROVIC 2006: 282-283.

% JAKSIC 2015: 430.

%  GOLDSTEIN 1995: 378-379; MAROVIC 2006: 282-283;
SEPAROVIC 2021: 99-100.

%  GOLDSTEIN 1995: 378-379.

% KLAIC, PETRICIOLI 1976: 90-91.
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large quantity of high-quality gold coinage on
the eastern Adriatic coast with the development
of the Romanesque style in our region.”" Marovi¢
adopted a somewhat more cautious position on
this question. He agreed that the romanati may
have reached the Zadar area thanks to Dobron-
ja, but nevertheless noted that the largest num-
ber had been found in the “Neretva region”. He
explained this by the supposition that the Ner-
etva pirates had plundered a Byzantine ship, but
also emphasised the importance of Dubrovnik,
whose navy took part in the Byzantine fleet’s vic-
tory over the Saracens in 1032, noting that ten
years later the strategos Katalokos of Klazomenai
stayed in Dubrovnik with the fleet.? In his most
recent commentary on this issue, Jaksi¢ supple-
ments the map of finds of gold coins of Romanos
I11, from which it is evident that individual finds
of romanati are evenly distributed along the east-
ern Adriatic coast. He explains the appearance of
most hoards in central and southern Dalmatia by
insecure times, and in the case of the hoards from
western Herzegovina by the possibility that “sal-
vation was sought by fleeing across the Neretva.™?

Regardless of the mechanisms by which the gold
coins of Romanos III reached our region — which
may indeed have been multiple — we consider it
beyond doubt that the appearance of this coin-
age clearly illustrates the economic progress of the
Croatian lands, both on the coast and in the inte-
rior.” This is also indicated by the fact that sources
from the 11th century increasingly mention trade
and even fines being levied specifically in gold
coins rather than in goods.” Account should also
be taken of the complex political circumstances
in the “great game” played between Byzantium,
Venice, Croatia and the Dalmatian cities, which
may at least help explain the emperors’ attitude
towards Dobronja himself.*® In any case, we must
conclude that the appearance of large quantities

ol Cf. the literature cited in note 88.

%2 MAROVIC 2006: 282-283.

% JAKSIC 2015: 430.

%  GOLDSTEIN 1995: 378-379; MAROVIC 2006: 282-283;
SEPAROVIC 2021: 99-100.

%  GOLDSTEIN 1995: 378-379.

%  KLAIC, PETRICIOLI 1976: 90-91.
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nomaha (1042. — 1055.), kada dolazi i do
namjerne devalvacije zlatnog novca” nakon
sedam stoljea u kojima je bizantski zlatnik
bio mjerilo vrijednosti. Ova okolnost vje-
rojatno je pridonijela i pojavi krivotvorenja
zlatnika Romana III., o ¢emu svjedodi i pa-
tvoreni primjerak nepoznatog mjesta nalaza
iz Franjevackog muzeja i galerije Gorica u
Livnu.”® Naravno, iz istog ¢e razloga Roma-
novi zlatnici ostati u upotrebi jo$ desetlje¢ima
nakon njegove smrti®” o ¢emu svjedoce, osim
povijesnih izvora i poneki arheoloski nalazi
poput tri romanata pronadena u grobu 75 na
polozaju Pakostane — Crkvina. Gradnju toga
groba valja na temelju povijesno-umjetnicke
analize i radiokarbonskog datiranja smjestiti
u 12. stoljece, to¢nije, u vrijeme oko 1170.
godine, a nastanak mu je povezan s dolaskom
prvih templara na podrudje Vrane.'” O vri-
jednosti zlatnika Romana III. svjedoée i po-
vijesni izvori 11. — 13. stolje¢a koji romanate
spominju kako u smislu samih kovanica, tako
i kao obra¢unsku jedinicu.'”!

Inace, do kraja 11. stoljeca zlatnik ¢ée spasti
na samo tre¢inu svoje originalne vrijedno-
sti, $to je medu ostalim i dovelo do reforme
monetarnog sustava 1092. godine za vrijeme
Aleksija I. Komnena (1081. — 1118.)." Tom
se reformom, medu ostalim, uvodi zdjelicasti
oblik kovanica, i to za zlatni, srebrni i bakre-
ni novac. Glede bakrenog novca, to znaci da
se folis, toliko prepoznatljiv element bizant-
ske numizmatike, prestao kovati nakon pola
tisu¢lje¢a u optjecaju. Najmlade bizantske
kovanice u zbirci franjevackog samostana
u Humcu proistjecu upravo iz te reforme,
a kovane su u doba Emanuela I. Komne-
na (1143. — 1180.). Rije¢ je o tri kovanice

7 GRIERSON 1982: 197.

% SEPAROVIC 1999: 40.

®  MAROVIC 2006: 279.

10 GUSAR, VUJEVIC 2013: 291.

10 Da bi pojam romanat u izvorima 11. — 13. stoljeca trebao
oznacavati upravo zlatnike Romana III. argumentirano je
s primjerima u JAKSIC 2015: 430-432.

12 GRIERSON 1982: 192, 215-217.

of the gold coinage of Romanos III Argyros in the
region under study remains open to debate.
Another question may be posed: why have no
significant quantities of the gold coins of Byz-
antine emperors following Romanos III Argyros
been found in the studied region? Or, to refor-
mulate the question: why were the gold coins
of Romanos III in particular preserved and de-
posited? The answer could lie in the fact that the
coinage of Argyros must have remained “attrac-
tive” for accumulation long after his death, since
under his successor Michael IV there was already
a decline in the value of gold coinage, and that
drop became especially evident under Constan-
tine IX Monomachos (1042—-1055), when there
was a deliberate devaluation of the gold coin” for
the first time in the seven centuries in which the
Byzantine solidus had been the standard of val-
ue. This circumstance likely contributed to the
emergence of counterfeit gold coins of Romanos
I1I, as evidenced by a forged specimen of un-
known provenance held in the Franciscan Muse-
um and Gallery Gorica in Livno.”® Naturally, for
the same reason, the gold coins of Romanos con-
tinued to circulate for decades after his death,”
as attested not only by historical sources but also
by archaeological finds, such as the three speci-
mens of romanati found in Grave 75 at the site
of Pakostane — Crkvina. The construction of that
grave, on the basis of art-historical analysis and
radiocarbon dating, should be dated to the 12th
century — more precisely, around the year 1170
—and its origin is linked to the arrival of the first
Templars in the area of Vrana.'® The value of the
gold coins of Romanos I1I is also attested by his-
torical sources from the 11th to the 13th centu-
ries, which mention romanati both in the sense
of the coins themselves and as a unit of account.'”

Up to the end of the 11th century, the gold coin

% GRIERSON 1982: 197.

% SEPAROVIC 1999: 40.

% MAROVIC 2006: 279.

1% GUSAR, VUJEVIC 2013: 291.

01 That the term romanat in sources from the 11th to the 13th
centuries should denote precisely the gold coins of Roma-
nos III has been argued with examples in JAKSIC 2015:
430-432.
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zdjeli¢astog oblika, tzv. trahejima'® (kat.
br. 36-38) od legure bakra i srebra nazvane
billon. Na aversima humackih kovanica na-
lazi se prikaz Isusa na prijestolju, a na rever-
su je Bogorodica koja kruni cara. Pripadaju
Griersonovoj Cetvrtoj fazi kovanja traheja od
bilona (1167. — 1183.?). Takve su kovani-
ce zabiljezene i drugdje kod nas, iako ne u
prevelikom broju, a kad je rije¢ o prostoru
rasprostiranja, veéina ih potjee s prostora
juznog Jadrana. Upravo je to vrijeme kada
¢e Bizant zadnji put u povijesti imati efektiv-
nu vlast nad nasim prostorima, to¢nije, nad
Dalmacijom i Bosnom. U tom smislu treba
istaknuti podatak da je Emanuel I. Komnen
zapravo jedini bizantski car koji u svojoj titu-

laturi ima pridjev ,,bosanski”.!*

To je i inace
vrijeme jednog od posljednjih uspona Car-
stva u vojnom, politickom i ekonomskom
smislu, $to pokazuje i velika koli¢ina prona-
denih kovanica dinastije Komnen, posebno
bakrenih (odnosno onih od legure bilon) na
prostoru pod nadzorom Carstva. Medutim,
carska ¢e vlast na nasim prostorima biti krat-
kog vijeka, najvjerojatnije ¢e trajati samo 15
godina, od 1165. do 1180.,'"” nakon ¢ega ¢e
se odnosi Bizanta s nasim krajevima svesti na,
Goldsteinovim rije¢ima, ,slabe odjeke neko¢
intenzivnih odnosa”.'” Posredan je dokaz za
to i ¢injenica da u Humcu ne nalazimo novce
mlade od vladavine Emanuela I. Komnena,
alidasuidrugdje kod nas takvi noveci rijetki.'””
Naravno, to je rezultat ne samo nepostoja-
nja bizantske vlasti kod nas nego i drasti¢nog

opadanja mo¢i Carstva, koje rapidno gubi na

15 Za ovakve kovanice ponekad se upotrebljava i naziv skifat,
§to je pogresno (GRIERSON 1999: 60).

104 GOLDSTEIN 2003: 40.

105 GOLDSTEIN 2003: 45.

1% GOLDSTEIN 2003: 47.

107 Separovi¢ kao najmlade novce s poznatim mjestom nalaza
na isto¢nom Jadranu i zaobalju navodi kovanice Andro-
nika II. Paleologa (1282. - 1328.), i to svega tri, dvije iz
Dubrovnika i jednu iz Sokol grada u Konavlima (SEPA-
ROVIC 2021: 126, 127). Razumije se da ¢e na prostorima
isto¢nije od Hrvatske i BiH takav novac ipak biti ¢e$¢i, pa
se tako u Narodnom muzeju u Beogradu ¢uva 12 kovanica
spomenutog cara (RADIC, IVANISEVIC 2006: 218).
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had declined to only one third of its original value,
a development that, among other factors, led to
the reform of the monetary system of 1092 under
Alexios I Komnenos (1081 — 1118).'2 That re-
form, among other changes, introduced the cup-
shaped form of coins — for gold, silver, and copper
issues alike. For copper coinage, this meant that
the follis — such a characteristic element of Byz-
antine numismatics — ceased to be struck, after
half a millennium in circulation. The most recent
Byzantine coins in the collection of the Francis-
can Monastery at Humac stem precisely from this
reform, and were minted in the time of Manuel
I Komnenos (1143 — 1180). These are three
cup-shaped coins — so-called trachea'® (Cat. Nos.
36-38) — made of a copper-silver alloy known
as billon. The obverses of the Humac specimens
show Christ enthroned, while the reverses depict
the Virgin crowning the emperor. They belong to
Grierson’s fourth phase in the minting of billon
trachea (1167-1183?). Such coins are attested
elsewhere in our regions as well, although not in
any great number, and in terms of their geograph-
ical distribution most were found in the area of
the southern Adriatic. This is precisely the peri-
od when Byzantium would, for the last time in
history, exercise effective authority over the Cro-
atian lands — that is, over Dalmatia and Bosnia.
In this respect, it is worth noting that Manuel I
Komnenos is, in fact, the only Byzantine emperor
whose titulature includes the epithet “Bosnian”.!*
It is also a period of one of the Empire’s final peaks
in military, political and economic terms, also
demonstrated by the large quantity of coins of
the Komnenian dynasty — especially copper (i.e.
billon) issues — found in the territory under impe-
rial control. However, imperial authority over the
studied regions would be short-lived, most likely
lasting only some 15 years, from 1165 to 1180,'”
after which Byzantium’s relations with the Croa-
tian lands would, in Goldstein’s words, be reduced

122 GRIERSON 1982: 192, 215-217.

19 The term scyphate is sometimes used for such coins, which
is incorrect (GRIERSON 1999: 60).

104 GOLDSTEIN 2003: 40.

1% GOLDSTEIN 2003: 45.
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snazi poglavito nakon IV. krizarskog rata po-
¢etkom 13. stoljeca.

ZAKLJUCAK

Numizmati¢ka zbirka Muzeja franjevac-
kog samostana sv. Ante na Humcu iznimno
je bogata kovanicama iz svih povijesnih raz-
doblja, a prikupljena je i sa¢uvana marom
franjevacke subraée i brojnih donatora.
Upravo nacin na koji su kovanice priku-
pljane otezava potpunu znanstvenu analizu,
poglavito u kontekstu gospodarskih tokova i
povijesnih prilika na prostoru danasnje Her-
cegovine od kraja 5. do kraja 12. stolje¢a. U
radu je analizirano 38 bizantskih kovanica.
Najstarije se kovanice datiraju u razdoblje
Anastazija 1., a najmlade u vrijeme Emanu-
ela I. Komnena. Veéina kovanica potjele iz
konstantinopolske kovnice, a pojedini su
primjerci kovani u Nikomediji, Antiohiji,
Kiziku, Solunu te jedan u pretpostavljenoj
salonitanskoj kovnici.

Iako ni za jednu kovanicu nije poznato to¢-
no mjesto nalaza, moze se razlozno pretposta-
viti da veéina potjece s prostora hercegovacke
franjevacke provincije. Ako prihvatimo taj
stav, opravdano je usporediti korpus obrade-
nih kovanica s numizmati¢kim materijalom
iz okolnih regija te ga pokusati uklopiti u
op¢u sliku bizantske numografije. U tom se
slu¢aju primjecuje da bizantski novac s Hum-
ca zapravo previSe ne odstupa od ocekivane
slike utemeljene na povijesnim i ekonom-
skim prilikama. Cak 13 kovanica potjece iz
vremena od Anastazija I. do Justina II., a naj-
vise je kovanica iz vremena Justinijana I. Ova
je pojava ocekivana s obzirom na politicku,
vojnu, ekonomsku i kulturnu snagu Bizanta
u tom razdoblju. Iz vremena nakon, za nase
krajeve, povijesno prijelomne prve polovice
7. stoljeca pa sve do kraja 9. stolje¢a u Hum-
cu se nalazi samo jedna kovanica, i to vrlo
intrigantan zlatnik Konstantina IV. Ipak, ri-
je¢ je o ,iznimci koja potvrduje pravilo” po

to “weak echoes of once intense ties”. % An indi-
rect confirmation of this is the absence, at Humac,
of coins later than the reign of Manuel I Kom-
nenos, and the fact that such coins are also rare
elsewhere in the studied region.'”” Of course, this
is the result not only of the absence of Byzantine
rule but also of the drastic decline in the strength
of the Empire, which rapidly lost power, especially
after the Fourth Crusade in the early 13th century.

CONCLUSION

The numismatic collection of the Museum
of the Franciscan Monastery of St Anthony
in Humac is exceptionally rich in coins from
all historical periods, gathered and preserved
through the dedication of the Franciscan
brethren and numerous donors. Nevertheless,
the manner in which the coins were collected
hinders full scholarly analysis, especially in the
context of economic and historical conditions
in the area of present-day Herzegovina from
the late 5th to the late 12th century. The paper
analyses 38 Byzantine coins. The earliest coins
date to the reign of Anastasius I, and the latest
to the time of Manuel I Komnenos. Most of
the coins originate from the Constantinople
mint, while individual specimens were struck
in those of Nicomedia, Antioch, Cyzicus and
Thessaloniki, and one in the presumed mint
of Salona.

Although the exact findspot of none of the
coins is known, it can reasonably be assumed that
most of them were discovered in the territory of
the Herzegovinian Franciscan province. If we ac-
cept this supposition, a comparison of the cor-

106 GOLDSTEIN 2003: 47.

107 Separovié listed, as the most recent coins with a known fin-
dspot on the eastern Adriatic and in its hinterland, those of
Andronikos IT Palaiologos (1282-1328), of which there are
only three: two from Dubrovnik and one from Sokolgrad
in Konavle (SEPAROVIC 2021: 126, 127). Naturally, such
coins are more frequent in regions further east of Croatia
and Bosnia and Herzegovina, and thus the National Mu-
seum in Belgrade holds 12 coins of this emperor (RADIC,
IVANISEVIC 2006: 218).
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kojoj je rije¢ o vremenu kada dotok novca
gotovo u potpunosti prestaje, a to potvrduju
i inventari muzejskih zbirki i drugdje u regi-
ji. S prijelaza 9. u 10. stoljeée, tj. iz vreme-
na Lava VI. potjece jedina bizantska srebrna
kovanica, $to je takoder dobar odraz koli¢ine
srebrnog novca u optjecaju za vrijeme Car-
stva. U Muzeju se ¢uva ¢ak 11 tzv. anonimnih
folisa iz kraja 10./11. stolje¢a, dakle upravo iz
vremena povoljne ekonomske konjukture. Iz
istog razdoblja, to¢nije, iz prve polovine 11.
stoljeéa, potje¢u i dva romanata, tj. zlatnika
Romana III. Argira, ¢ija prisutnost u Humcu
s obzirom na dosadasnje nalaze tih novaca u
Hercegovini nimalo ne iznenaduje. Najmladi
su bizantski novac u Humcu tri traheja Ema-
nuela I. Komnena, dakle upravo iz onog vre-
mena kad je Bizant uspio po posljednji put
u svojoj povijesti efektivno ovladati nasim
krajevima. O uklopljenosti ove slike u opéu
sliku bizantske numizmatike svjedoci i poda-
tak iz internetske baze podataka Nomisma-
ta. Ta baza biljezi vise od 200 000 kovanica
s vise od 5000 nalazista, a u njoj se najveéi
broj kovanica uocava za razdoblja od 520. do
570. godine (s vchuncem oko 560. godine) i
od 1020. do 1030. godine (s vrthuncem oko
1030. godine).'% Ista ili barem vrlo sli¢na sli-
ka vrijedi i za objedinjeno podrucje Dalma-
cije i Bosne i Hercegovine, pa tako i za mali
uzorak iz humacke zbirke.

Ovaj rad donosi analizu razmjerno malog
broja kovanica iz humackog Muzeja, koji ih
u svojem inventaru cuva jo§ gotovo 2000.
Stoga neka bude skroman poticaj za daljnju
znanstvenu obradu i valorizaciju ove izni-
mno vazne numizmaticke grade.

Zahvale

Posebnu zahvalu dugujemo fra Milanu Ju-
ki¢u na svesrdnoj pomo¢i pri uvidu u nu-
mizmati¢ku gradu obradenu u ovom radu.

1% https://byzantine.units.it/en/ (pristupljeno 12. rujna
2025.).
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pus of analysed coins with numismatic material
from the neighbouring regions is justified, as is
an attempt to place it within the general picture
of Byzantine numography. In that case, it can be
observed that the Byzantine coins from Humac
do not in fact deviate significantly from the ex-
pected picture based on historical and econom-
ic circumstances. As many as thirteen coins date
from the period between Anastasius I and Justin
II, and the largest number belong to the time of
Justinian L. This is to be expected in view of the
political, military, economic and cultural strength
of Byzantium in that era. At Humac there is only
a single coin from the period between the first
half of the 7th century (historically pivotal for the
regions under study) and the end of the 9th cen-
tury — a highly intriguing gold coin of Constan-
tine IV. However, it does represent the “exception
that proves the rule”, namely that this was a time
when the inflow of coinage almost completely
ceased, as confirmed by inventories of museum
collections elsewhere in the region. From the
turn of the 9th to the 10th century, — from the
time of Leo VI — comes the only Byzantine sil-
ver coin, which also aptly reflects the volume of
silver coinage in circulation during the Empire.
The Museum holds as many as eleven so-called
anonymous folles from the late 10th/11th cen-
tury, that is, from a time of favourable economic
conditions. From the same period, more precisely
from the first half of the 11th century, come two
romanati — gold coins of Romanos III Argyros,
whose presence at Humac is not at all surpris-
ing in view of previously recorded finds of these
coins in Herzegovina. The most recent Byzantine
coins at Humac are the three trachea of Manuel
I Komnenos, that is, precisely from the period
when Byzantium succeeded, for the last time in
its history, in exercising effective control over our
regions. That this picture aligns well with the gen-
eral pattern of Byzantine numismatics is support-
ed by data from the online Nomismata database.
The database records more than 200,000 coins
from over 5,000 findspots, and shows the highest
concentrations of coinage for the periods from
520 to 570 (peaking around 560) and from 1020
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Uvid je ostvaren jo$ 2010. pri pripremanju
podneska za 6. medunarodni numizmaticki
kongres u Hrvatskoj, koji je odrzan u rujnu
iste godine na Sveucilistu u Zadru. Autor
ovog rada tom je prilikom odrzao izlaganje
o bizantskom novcu iz Humeca koje nije uro-
dilo tekstom u objavljenom zborniku radova
(INCC 2010: zbornik radova 6. medunarod-
noga numizmatickog kongresa u Hrvatskoj,
ur. Dobrini¢, J., Rijeka: Hrvatsko numiz-
mati¢ko drudtvo, 2011.).

Nadalje, zahvalu dugujemo i kustosici Mu-
zeja Danijeli Grbavac za pomo¢ pri ponov-
nom pregledu analizirane grade u ozujku i
lipnju 2025., a na osobit nacin zahvalni smo
i fra Dariju Dodigu, tadasnjem gvardijanu
samostana u Humecu, na dozvoli za ponovni
pregled i objavu grade. Zahvalni smo na po-
modi i dr. sc. Mirku Rasi¢u te izv. prof. dr.
sc. Mati Ilki¢u na korisnim savjetima.

to 1030 (peaking around 1030)."® The same, or
at least a very similar, pattern applies to the com-
bined area of Dalmatia and Bosnia and Herzego-
vina, and thus also to the small sample from the
Humac collection.

This study offers an analysis of a relatively
small number of coins from the Humac Muse-
um, which in its inventory preserves nearly 2,000
more. Let it therefore serve as a modest incentive
for further scholarly research and appreciation of
this exceptionally important numismatic material.
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KATALOG' / CATALOGUE?

KRATICE / ABBREVIATIONS

BMC 2
Wroth, W. 1908, Catalogue of the Imperial Byzantine Coins in the British Museum, Volume 2, London.

BNP 1
Morrisson, C. 1970, Caralogue des monnaies byzantines de la Bibliothéque nationale, Tome premier: d’Anastase I a Justinien IT
(491-711), Paris: Bibliothéque nationale.

BNP 2
Morrisson, C. 1970, Cazalogue des monnaies byzantines de la Bibliothéque nationale, Tome deuxiéme: de Philippicus a Alexis
III (711-1204), Paris: Bibliothéque nationale.

DOC1

Bellinger, A. R. 1992, Catalogue of the Byzantine coins in the Dumbarton Oaks Collection and in the Whittemore Collection,
Volume 1, Anastasius I to Maurice, 491 — 602, Second Impression, Washington, D.C.: Dumbarton Oaks Research Library
and Collection.

DOC 2.1

Grierson, Ph. 1993, Catalogue of the Byzantine coins in the Dumbarton Oaks Collection and in the Whittemore Collection,
Volume 2, Part 1, Phocas and Heraclius (602—641), Second Impression, Washington, D.C.: Dumbarton Oaks Research
Library and Collection.

DOC 3.2

Grierson, Ph. 1993, Caralogue of the Byzantine coins in the Dumbarton Oaks Collection and in the Whittemore Collection,
Volume 3, Part 2, Basil I to Nicephorus III (867-1081), Second Impression, Washington, D.C.: Dumbarton Oaks Research
Library and Collection.

DOC 4.1
Hendy, H. F. 1999, Catalogue of the Byzantine coins in the Dumbarton Oaks Collection and in the Whittemore Collection, Vo-
lume 4, Part 1, Alexius I to Alexius V (1081—-1204), Washington, D.C.: Dumbarton Oaks Research Library and Collection.

MIB 1
Hahn, W. 1973, Moneta Imperii Byzantini, 1. Teéil, von Anastasius I. bis Justinianus I. (491-565), Wien: Osterreichische
Akademie der Wissenschaften.

MIB 3
Hahn, W. 1981, Moneta Imperii Byzantini, 3. 1éil, von Heraclius bis Leo I1I. (610-720), Wien: Osterreichische Akademie
der Wissenschaften.

! Fotografije: Tomislav Fabijani¢ (osim kat. br. 27: preuzeto iz DRAGICEVIC, ILKIC 2017: 154, kat. br. 10). Natpisi s kovanica
preneseni su uz pomo¢ fonta Athena Ruby koji je za potrebe znanstvenog publiciranja bizantskih natpisa (poglavito za potrebe
numizmatike i epigrafije) razvio institut Dumbarton Oaks (SAD). Font je dostupan u slobodnom pristupu na https://www.do-
aks.org/resources/athena-ruby (pristupljeno 1. ozujka 2025.). Opisi prikaza na kovanicama u skladu su s opisima u DOC. Kao
referentni priru¢nik koristen je DOC, a gdje je bilo moguce i BNP. U slucaju kat. br. 17, za koji nismo nasli referentne primjerke
uDOC i BNP, koristen je BMC i MIB.U izlozbenom postavu Muzeja u Humcu u lipnju 2025. bilo je izloZeno 13 kovanica: kat.
br. 6, 8, 14, 18, 19, 28, 29, 30, 33, 34, 35,361 37.

2 Photographs: Tomislav Fabijani¢ (except Cat. No. 27: taken from DRAGICEVIC, ILKIC 2017: 154, Cat. No. 10). Legends from
the coins are reproduced using the Athena Ruby font, developed by the Dumbarton Oaks Institute (USA) for scholarly publi-
cation of Byzantine inscriptions (especially for numismatics and epigraphy). The font is freely available at https://www.doaks.
org/resources/athena-ruby (1 March 2025). Descriptions of the designs on the coins follow those in DOC. DOC was used as the
principal reference manual, and BNP where possible. For Cat. No. 17, for which no reference specimens were found in DOC or
BNP, BMC and MIB were used. In the exhibition display of the Museum on Humac in June 2025, 13 coins were on display: Cat.
Nos. 6, 8, 14, 18, 19, 28, 29, 30, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37.
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Anastazije I. (491. — 518.), Konstantinopol, tremisa, 13 mm, 1,45 g,
5h; DOC 1: 10a (491. - 518.), BNP 1: 1/Cp/A//22; nepoznato
nalazi$te.

Av. DNANASTA-SIVSPPAV(

Poprsje nadesno, dijadema, oklop, paludamentum.

Rv. VICTORIAAUCVSTORVM
Viktorija hoda nadesno, hiton; u desnoj je ruci vijenac, u lijevoj globus s

krizem. U polju desno osmerokraka zvijezda . U odsje¢ku CONOB.

Literatura: neobjavljeno.

Anastasius I (491-518), Constantinople, tremissis, 13 mm, 1.45 g, 5 h;
DOC 1: 10a (491-518), BNP 1: 1/Cp/A//22; uncertain findspot.

Obv. DNANASTA-SIVSPPAV(

Bust facing right with diadem, cuirass and paludamentum.

Rev. VICTORIAAUCVSTORVM

Victoria walking right, wearing a chiton; holding wreath in right hand
and globus cruciger in left hand. Eight-pointed star in right field. Ex-
ergue: CONOB.

Literature: unpublished.

Anastazije I. (491. - 518.), Konstantinopol, folis, 30 mm, 16,76 g, 6 h;
DOC 1: 23¢ (498. — 518.), BNP 1: 1/Cp/A/68; nepoznato nalaziste.

Av. DNANASTA-[SIVSPPAVC]

Poprsje nadesno, dijadema, oklop, paludamentum.

Rv. U sredistu veliko slovo M. Gore kriz. Lijevo $esterokraka zvijezda,
iznad koje je to¢ka, dolje B. U odsjecku CON.

Literatura: neobjavljeno.

Anastasius I (491-518), Constantinople, follis, 30 mm, 16.76 g, 6 h;
DOC 1: 23¢ (498-518), BNP 1: 1/Cp/A/68; uncertain findspot.

Obv. DNANASTA-[SIVSPPAVC]

Bust facing right with diadem, cuirass and paludamentum.

Rev. Capital letter M in centre with cross above. Six-pointed star with

dot above in left field, B below. Exergue: CON.

Literature: unpublished.
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Anastazije I. (491. — 518.), Konstantinopol, folis, 30 mm, 15,95 g,
6 h; DOC 1: 23j.2-k (498. — 518.), BNP 1: 1/Cp/A/76-80; nepoznato
nalaziste.

Av. [DNANASTA]-[SIVSPP]AV[C]

Poprsje nadesno, dijadema, oklop, paludamentum.

Rv. U sredistu veliko slovo M. Gore kriz. Lijevo i desno osmerokraka
zvijezda, dolje €. U odsjecku CON.
Literatura: neobjavljeno.

Anastasius I (491-518), Constantinople, follis, 30 mm, 15.95 g, 6
h; DOC 1: 23j.2-k (498-518), BNP 1: 1/Cp/A/76-80; uncertain
findspot.

Obv. [DNANASTA]-[SIVSPP]AVI[C]

Bust facing right with diadem, cuirass and paludamentum.

Rev. Capital letter M in centre with cross above. Eight-pointed star left
and right, € below. Exergue: CON.

Literature: unpublished

Justinijan I. (527. — 565.), Konstantinopol, folis, 29 mm, 16 g, 12 h;
DOC 29a (527. - 538.), BNP 1: 4/Cp//&/12; nepoznato nalaziste.

Av. [DN]IVSTINI-ANVSPP[AVC]

Poprsje okrenuto nadesno, dijadema.
Rv. U sredistu veliko slovo M. Gore, lijevo i desno kriz. Dolje €.

Literatura: neobjavljeno.

Justinian I (527-565), Constantinople, follis, 29 mm, 16 g, 12 h; DOC
29a (527-538), BNP 1: 4/Cp/Z/12; uncertain findspot.

Obv. [DN]IVSTINI-ANVSPP[AVC]
Bust facing right with diadem.

Rev. Capital letter M in centre. Cross above, left and right, € below.

Literature: unpublished.
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Justinijan I. (527. — 565.), Konstantinopol, folis, 41 mm, 23,47 g, 6 h;
DOC 1: 39d (540./541.), BNP 1: 4/Cp/&/52-53; nepoznato nalaziste.

Av. DNIVSTINI-ANVSPPAVI

Poprsje okrenuto frontalno, s kacigom i dijademom, u oklopu, na
lijevom ramenu Stit na kojem je konjanik. Lijevo u ruci kriz na globusu.
Desno u polju kriz.

Rwv. U sredistu veliko slovo M. Lijevo
A/N/N/O, desno X/1I/1l. Gore kriz, dolje A. U odsje¢ku CON.

Literatura: VASIL], CULJAK, PAPONJA 2012: 105; DRAGICEVIC,
ILKIC 2017: 153, kat. br. 9.

5. .......................................................................................
Justinian I (527-565), Constantinople, follis, 41 mm, 23.47 g, 6 h;
DOC 1: 39d (540/541), BNP 1: 1/Cp/A/52-53; uncertain findspot.
Obv. DNIVSTINI-ANVSPPAVI
Frontal bust in helmet with diadem and cuirass; shield with horseman
device on left shoulder. Holding globus cruciger in left hand. Cross in
right field.
Rev. Capital letter M in centre. A/N/N/O in left field, X/1I/1l in right
field. Cross above, A below. Exergue: CON.
Bibliography: VASIL], CULJAK, PAPONJA 2012: 105;
DRAGICEVIC, ILKIC 2017: 153, Cat. No. 9.
Justinijan I. (527. — 565.), Konstantinopol, folis, 39 mm, 23,8 g, 6 h;
DOC 1: 40a (541./542.), BNP 1: 4/Cp/A/58-59; nepoznato nalaziste.
Av. DNIVSTINI-ANVSPPAV(
Poprsje okrenuto frontalno, s kacigom s dijademom, u oklopu, na li-
jevom ramenu §tit s prikazom konjanika. U desnoj ruci kriz na globusu.
Desno u polju kriz.
Rv. U sredistu veliko slovo M. Lijevo A/N/N/O, desno X/Y. Gore kriz,
dolje A. U odsjecku CON.
Literatura: neobjavljeno.

B |

Justinian I (527-565), Constantinople, follis, 39 mm, 23.8 g, 6 h;
DOC 1: 40a (541/542), BNP 1: 4/Cp/A/58-59; uncertain findspot.

Obv. DNIVSTINI-ANVSPPAV(
Frontal bust in helmet with diadem and cuirass; shield with horseman

device on left shoulder. Holding globus cruciger in right hand. Cross in
right field.

Rev. Capital letter M in centre. A/N/N/O in left field X/ in right field.
Exergue: CON.

Literature: unpublished.
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Justinijan I. (527. — 565.), Nikomedija, folis, 28 mm, 13,48 g,
5h; DOC 1: 109 (527. - 538.), BNP 1: 4/Ni/A£/01-03; nepoznato
nalaziste.

Av. DNIVS[TINI]-[ANVSPPAVC]

Poprsje okrenuto nadesno, dijadema.

Rv. U sredistu veliko slovo M. Gore kriz. Lijevo Sesterokraka zvijezda,

dolje A. U odsjecku NIKM.

Literatura: neobjavljeno.

7
Justinian I (527-565), Nicomedeia, follis, 28 mm, 13.48 g, 5 h; DOC
1: 109 (527-538), BNP 1: 4/Ni/A/01-03; uncertain findspot.
Obv. DNIVS[TINI]-[ANVSPPAVC(]
Bust facing right with diadem.
Rev. Capital letter M in centre, cross above. Six-pointed star in left field,
A below. Exergue: NIKM.
Literature: unpublished.
Justinijan I. (527. — 565.), Kizik, folis, 33 mm, 15,72 g, 12 h;
DOC 1: 177b (551./552.), BNP 1: 4/Cy/A/23 (var. officina); nepozna-
to nalaziste.
Av. [DNIV]STINI-[ANVS]PPAVI
Poprsje okrenuto frontalno, s kacigom, dijademom i u oklopu.
Na lijevom je ramenu §tit s prikazom konjanika. Lijevo u ruci kriz
na globusu. Desno u polju kriz.
Rv. U sredistu veliko slovo M. Lijevo A/N/N/O, desno X/X/Y. Gore kriz,
dolje B. U odsjecku KYZ.
Literatura: neobjavljeno.
8.

Justinian I (527-565), Cyzicus, follis, 33 mm, 15.72 g, 12 h; DOC 1:
177b (551/552), BNP 1: 4/Cy/A/23 (var. officina); uncertain findspot.

Obv. [DNIV]STINI-[ANVS]PPAVI
Frontal bust wearing helmet, diadem and cuirass. Shield with horseman
device on left shoulder. Holding globus cruciger in left hand. Cross in

right field.

Rev. Capital letter M in centre. A/N/N/O in left field, X/X/Y in right
field. Cross above, B below. Exergue: KYZ.

Literature: unpublished.
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Justinijan I. (527. — 565.), Salona (?), polufolis, 15 mm, 1,8 g, 6 h;
DOC 1: 360 (552./553.), BNP 1: 4/X/A/02-06; nepoznato nalaziste.

Av. DNIVS[TINI]-[ANVS]PPAVI

Poprsje okrenuto nadesno, dijadema, oklop i paludamentum.
Rv. Veliko slovo K.

Literatura: neobjavljeno.

Justinian I (527-565), Salona (?), half-follis, 15 mm, 1.8 g, 6 h; DOC 1:
360 (552/553), BNP 1: 4/X/A/02-06; uncertain findspot.

Obv. DNIVS[TINI]-[ANVS]PPAVI

Bust facing right, diadem, cuirass and paludamentum.
Rev. Capital letter K.

Literature: unpublished.

Justin II. (565. — 578.), Konstantinopol, folis, 31 mm, 15,20 g, 6 h;
DOC 1: (33e), BNP 1: 5/Cp/&E/47; (571./572.); nepoznato nalaziste.

Av. [DN]IVS[TI]-NVSPPAV
Justin I1. lijevo i Sofija desno, sjede na prijestolju, kruna, aureola, duga
odjeda, Justin drzi globus s krizem, carica Zezlo s krizem.

Rv. U sredistu veliko slovo M. Lijevo A/N/N/O, desno §l. Gore kristo-
gram, dolje €. U odsje¢ku CON.

Literatura: neobjavljeno.

10. Justin IT (565-578), Constantinople, follis, 31 mm, 15.20 g, 6 h;

DOC 1: (33¢), BNP 1: 5/Cp/AE/47; (571/572);

uncertain findspot.

Obv. [DN]IVS[TI]-NVSPPAV:

Justin IT on left and Sophia on right, enthroned, crowned, nimbate and
wearing long garments; Justin holding globus cruciger, the empress hold-
ing cruciform scepter.

Rev. Capital letter M in centre. A/N/N/O in left field, Gl in right field.
Christogram above, € below. Exergue: CON.

Literature: unpublished.
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Justin II. (565. — 578.), Nikomedija, folis, 29 mm, 13,90 g, 6 h;
DOC 1: 99, BNP 1: 5/Ni/A/25-26; 573./574.; nepoznato nalaziste.

Av. DNIVST[1]-NVSPPAV[(]
Justin II. lijevo i Sofija desno, sjede na prijestolju bez naslona, kruna,
aureola, duga odjeca, Justin drzi globus s krizem, carica Zezlo s krizem.

Rv. U sredistu veliko slovo M. Lijevo A/N/N/O, desno Gl/Il. Gore kriz,
dolje B. U odsjecku NIKO.

Literatura: neobjavljeno.

11.
Justin I (565-578), Nicomedia, follis, 29 mm, 13.90 g, 6 h; DOC 1:
99, BNP 1: 5/Ni/A/25-26; 573/574; uncertain findspot.
Obv. DNIVST[I]-NVSPPAV[C]
Justin II on left and Sophia on right, seated upon backless throne,
crowned, nimbate and wearing long garments; Justin holding globus
cruciger, the empress holding cruciform scepter.
Rev. Centre: capital lecter M. A/N/N/O in left field, SI/II right field.
Cross above, B below. Exergue: NIKO.
Literature: unpublished.
Justin II. (565. — 578.), Solun, polufolis, 20 mm, 4,92 g, 6 h; DOC 1:
65, 568./569.; nepoznato nalazite.
Av. DNIV[STI-NVSPPAV]
Justin II. lijevo i Sofija desno.
Rv. U sredistu veliko slovo K. Lijevo A/N/ [N/O], desno A. Gore kriz.
Literatura: neobjavljeno.

b Justin II (565-578), Thessaloniki, half-follis, 20 mm, 4.92 g, 6 h;

DOC 1: 65, 568/569; uncertain findspot.

Obv. DNIV[STI-NVSPPAV]
Justin II on left and Sophia on right.

Rev. Capital letter K in center. A/N/N/O in left field, Gl in right field,

cross above.

Literature: unpublished.
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Justin II. (565. — 578.), Solun, polufolis, 20 mm, 6,35 g, 6 h; DOC 1:
67, 569./570.; nepoznato nalazite.

Av. DNIV[ST-INVSPPAVI]
Justin I1. lijevo i Sofija desno s aureolom, kruna, duga odjeéa, Justin drZi
globus s krizem, carica zezlo s krizem.

Rv. U sredistu veliko slovo K. Lijevo A/N/N/O, desno €. Gore OKS,
dolje TES.

Literatura: neobjavljeno.

13.
Justin IT (565-578), Thessalonika, half-follis, 20 mm, 6.35 g, 6 h;
DOC 1: 67, 569/570; uncertain findspot.
Obv. DNIV[ST-INVSPPAVI]
Justin II on left and Sophia on right, nimbate, crowned and wearing
long garments; Justin holding globus cruciger, and the empress holding
cruciform sceptre
Rev. Capital letter K in centre. _
A/N/N/O in left field, € in right field. ©KS above, TES below.
Literature: unpublished.
Mauricije (582. — 602.), Nikomedija, folis, bakar, 35 mm, 13,35 g, 6 h;
DOC 1: 98a, 589./590.; nepoznato nalaziste.
Av. ONMAV[--]-[---]
Poprsje okrenuto frontalno, u oklopu, s kacigom, na lijevom ramenu
stit. Lijevo u ruci kriz na globusu.
Rv. U sredistu veliko slovo M. Lijevo A/N/N/O, desno G/1l. Gore kriz,
dolje A. U odsjecku NIKO.
Literatura: neobjavljeno.

T4 |

Maurice (582-602), Nicomedia, follis, copper, 35 mm, 13.35 g, 6 h;
DOC 1: 98a, 589/590; uncertain findspot.

Obv. ONMAV[--]-[---]
Frontal bust with cuirass and helmet, shield on left shoulder. Holding
globus cruciger in left hand.

Rev. Capital letter M in centre. A/N/N/O in left field, G/11 in right field.
Cross above, A below. Exergue: NIKO.

Literature: unpublished.
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Mauricije (582. — 602.), Antiohija, folis, 27 mm, 11,4 g, 6 h; DOC 1:
167b, 596./597 .; nepoznato nalaziste.

Av. [ANM]AYTI-CNPAYTI
Poprsje okrenuto frontalno, kruna s ukrasom u obliku tri tocke, konzu-
larna odje¢a, u desnoj je ruci mapa, u lijevoj Zezlo s orlom na vrhu.

Rv. U sredistu veliko slovo M. Lijevo A/N/N/e, desno X/U. Gore kriz,
dolje I'. U odsje¢ku THEUP'.

Literatura: neobjavljeno.

15, | e
Maurice (582-602), Antioch, follis, 27 mm, 11.4 g, 6 h; DOC 1: 167b,
596/597; uncertain findspot.

Obv. [ANM]AYTI-CNPAYTI
Frontal bust with crown with trefoil ornament and in consular robes;
mappa in right hand, eagle-topped sceptre in left hand.
Rev. Capital letter M in centre. A/N/N/® in left field, X/WU in right field.
Cross above, I below. Exergue: CHEUP'.
Literature: unpublished.
Foka (602. — 610.), Konstantinopol, folis, bakar, 31 mm, 10 g, 7 h;
DOC 2.1: 29¢, 606./607.; nepoznato nalaziste.
Av. [dMFOC]AS-[PERPAVC]
Poprsje okrenuto frontalno, kruna s krizem, konzularna odjeca, u desnoj
je ruci mapa, u lijevoj kriz.
Rv. ANNO/XXXY
U odsjecku CONA.
Literatura: neobjavljeno.
16, | e

Phocas (602-610), Constantinople, follis, copper, 31 mm, 10 g, 7 h;
DOC 2.1: 29¢, 606/607; uncertain findspot.

Obv. [dMFOC]AS-[PERPAVC(]
Frontal bust, crown with cross, consular robes, mappa in right hand,
cross in left hand.

Rev. ANNO/XXXY.
Exergue: CONA.

Literature: unpublished.
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Konstantin IV. (668. — 685.), Italija (nepoznata kovnica), tremisa, zlato,
18 mm, 2,7 g, 6 h; BMC 2: 86 (Rim, oko 670. — 680.); MIB 3: X10
(Italija); nepoznato nalaziste.

Av. ONCON[---]-[---]pP

Poprsje okrenuto nadesno, dijadema, paludamentum i oklop.

Rv. VICTOR-IAVSY
Kriz na ravnom postolju. U polju desno . U odsje¢ku CONOB.

Literatura: neobjavljeno.

17, | oo
Constantine IV (668-685), Italy (uncertain mint), tremissis, gold,
18 mm, 2.7 g, 6 h; BMC 2: 86 (Rome, circa 670-680); MIB 3: X10
(Italy); uncertain findspot.
Obv. 3NCON[---]-[---]PP
Bust facing right and wearing diadem, paludamentum and cuirass.
Rev. VICTOR-IAVSY.
Cross potent on base. & in right field. Exergue: CONOB.
Literature: unpublished.
Lav VI. (886. — 912.), Konstantinopol, miliaresij, srebro, 21 mm, 2
g, 12 h; DOC 3.2: 3, 886. — 908., BNP 2: 35/Cp/AR/02; nepoznato
nalaziste.
Av. +LEWN/ENXWEV/SELHSASI/LEVSRU/MAIUIN
Trostruki obod od to¢kica (vanjski nije sacuvan), sredisnji s osam
globula.
Rv. ThSYSXRI-STYShICA
Kriz na postolju, tri stepenice i globusu.

18 Literatura: neobjavljeno.

Leo VI (886-912), Constantinople, miliaresion, silver, 21 mm, 2 g,
12 h; DOC 3.2: 3, 886-908, BNP 2: 35/Cp/AR/02; uncertain findspot.

Obv. Triple circle of dots (the outer unpreserved), the middle with eight
pellets.

+LEWN/ENXWEV/SEbHSBASI/LEVSRUW/MAIWN

Rev. Cross potent on base, three steps and globus. IhNSYSXRI-SCHYShICA

Literature: unpublished.
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19.

Lav V1. (886. — 912.), Konstantinopol, folis, bakar, 28 mm, 6,8 g,
6 h; DOC 3. 2: 5, (886. - 912.), BNP 2: 35/Cp//&/14-55; nepoznato

nalaziste.

Av. +LEONDbA-S-ILEVSROM*
Car sjedi na tronu s naslonom u obliku lire, loros, kruna s krizem.
U desnoj ruci labarum, lijeva na krilu.

Rv. +LEON/ENOEObLA/SILEVSR/OMEON

Literatura: neobjavljeno.

Leo VI (886-912), Constantinople, follis, copper, 28 mm, 6.8 g, 6 h;
DOC 3. 2: 5, 886-912, BNP 2: 35/Cp/A/14-55; uncertain findspot.

Obv. +LEONbA-S-ILEVSROM’*
Emperor seated on lyre-backed throne, wearing loros and crown with
cross. Labarum in right hand, left hand resting on lap.

Rev. +LEON/ENOGEObLA/SILEVSR/OMEON

Literature: unpublished.

20.

Roman I. Lekapen (920. — 944.), Konstantinopol, folis, bakar, 27 mm,
8,2 g, 5 h; DOC 3.2: 252, 931. — 944., BNP 2: 37/Cp/£/31-47;

nepoznato nalaziste.

Av. +RWMANbASILEVSRWM’
Poprsje okrenuto frontalno, s krunom, hlamida, u desnoj je ruci motka
labaruma s trolisnim ukrasom, a u lijevoj globus s krizem.

Rv. *RUMA/hEROEWDBA/SILEVSRW/MAIWh

Literatura: neobjavljeno.

Romanos I Lekapenos (920-944), Constantinople, follis, copper,
27 mm, 8.2 g, 5 h; DOC 3.2: 25a, 931-944, BNP 2: 37/Cp/AE/31-47;

uncertain findspot.

Obv. +RWMAN bASILEVSRWM’
Frontal bust, crown, chlamys, in right hand holding, by its shaft, labar-
um with trefoil ornament, globus cruciger in left.

Rev. +RWMA/hERBEWDA/SILEVSRW/MAIWh

Literature: unpublished.
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Anonimni folis, tip A2 (976.(?) — oko 1030./1035.), Konstantinopol,
folis, bakar, 29 mm, 10,5 g, 6 h; DOC 3.2: A2.24; nepoznato nalaziste.

Av. [+€EMMA]-NOVHA
Poprsje Krista s aureolom, tunika i himation, desnom rukom blagos-
livlja, a u lijevoj drzi knjigu. U krakovima kriza po dvije tocke. U polju

TC-XC.

Rv. +IHSYS/XRISTYS/bASILEY’/bASILE
Ukras iznad i ispod natpisa.

Literatura: neobjavljeno.

75
Anonymous follis, class A2 (976?—circa 1030/1035), Constantinople,
follis, copper, 29 mm, 10.5 g, 6 h; DOC 3.2: A2.24; uncertain findspot.
Obv. [+EMMA]-NOVHA
Bust of Christ, nimbate, wearing tunic and himation, blessing with right
hand and holding book in left hand. Two pellets in each arm of the
cross. IC-XC. in field.
Rev. *IHSYS/XRISTHS/bASILEY’/bASILE. Decorations above and below
the inscription.
Literature: unpublished.
Anonimni folis, tip A2 (976.(2) — 1030./1035.), Konstantinopol, folis,
bakar, 28 mm, 12,1 g, 6 h; DOC 3.2: A2.40b; nepoznato nalaziste.
Av. [+€EMMA]-NOVHA
Poprsje Krista s aureolom, tunika i himation, desnom rukom blagos-
livlja, a u lijevoj drzi knjigu. U krakovima kriZa pet tocaka, od kojih je
sredi$nja najveéa. U polju [IC]-XC.
Rv. +IHSYS/XRISTHS/bASILEY/bASILE
Gore i dolje florealni ukras.
Literatura: neobjavljeno.

7

Anonymous follis, class A2 (976?—1030/1035), Constantinople, follis,
copper, 28 mm, 12.1 g, 6 h; DOC 3.2: A2.40b; uncertain findspot.

Obv. [+€EMMA]-NOVHA

Bust of Christ, nimbate, wearing tunic and himation, blessing with
right hand and holding book in left hand. Five pellets in each arm of the
cross, the central one being the largest. [IC]-XC in field.

Rev. #IHSYS/XRISTYS/bASILEY/bASILE. Floral ornament above and

below.

Literature: unpublished.
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Anonimni folis, tip A2 (976.(2) — 1030./1035.), Konstantinopol, folis,
bakar, 29 mm, 9,9 g, 6 h; DOC 3.2: A2.47; nepoznato nalaziste.

Av. [+*€EMMA-NOVHA]
Poprsje Krista s aureolom s krizem u ¢ijim su krakovima kvadrati, tunika
i himation, desnom rukom blagoslivlja, a u lijevoj drzi knjigu. U polju

[iC-Xcl.

Rv. +IHSYS/XRISTYS/bASILEY/bASILE
Gore i dolje kvadrat.

Literatura: neobjavljeno.

03 |
Anonymous follis, class A2 (976?—1030/1035), Constantinople, follis,
copper, 29 mm, 9.9 g, 6 h; DOC 3.2: A2.47; uncertain findspot.

Obv. [+EMMA-NOVHA]
Bust of Christ with nimbus cruciger with squares in arms, wearing tunic
and himation, blessing with right hand and holding book in left hand.
[IC-XC] in field.
Rev. +IHSYS/XRISTHS/bASILEY/bASILE
Square above and beneath.
Literature: unpublished.
Anonimni folis, tip A2 (976.(2) — 1030./1035.), Konstantinopol, folis,
bakar, 31 mm, 10,5 g, 6 h; DOC 3.2: A2.24; nepoznato nalaziste.
Av. +€MMA-[NOVHA]
Poprsje Krista s aureolom i krizem, u krakovima kriza po dvije tocke,
tunika i himation, desnom rukom blagoslivlja, a u lijevoj drzi knjigu.
U polju IC-XC.
Rv. #+IHSYS/XRISTHUS/bASILEH/bASILE
Gore i dolje ukras.
Literatura: neobjavljeno.
24, |

Anonymous follis, class A2 (9762—1030/1035), Constantinople, follis,
copper, 31 mm, 10.5 g, 6 h; DOC 3.2: A2.24; uncertain findspot.

Obv. +€MMA-[NOVHA]
Bust of Christ, nimbate, with a cross with two pellets in each arm,
wearing tunic and himation, blessing with right hand and holding book

in left hand. TC-XC in field.

Rev. +IHSHYS/XRISTHYS/bASILEY/bASILE

Decoration above and beneath.

Literature: unpublished.
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25.

Anonimni folis, tip A2 (976.(?) — 1030./1035.), Konstantinopol, folis,
bakar, 31 mm, 9,9 g, 6 h; DOC 3.2: (A2.22); nepoznato nalaziste.

Av. +€EMMA-[NOVHA]
Poprsje Krista s aureolom s krizem, u krakovima kriza po dvije tocke,
tunika i himation, desnom rukom blagoslivlja, a u lijevoj drzi knjigu. U

polju IC-XC.

Rv. +IHSYS/XRISTYS/bASILEY/bASILE

Gore i dolje romb izmedu dvije crtice.

Anonymous follis, class A2 (9762—1030/1035), Constantinople, follis,
copper, 31 mm, 9.9 g, 6 h; DOC 3.2: (A2.22); uncertain findspot.

Obv. +€MMA-[NOVHA]

Bust of Christ, nimbate, with a cross with two pellets in each arm,
wearing tunic and himation, blessing with right hand and holding book
in left hand. IC-XC in field.

Rev. +IHSYS/XRISTYS/bASILEY/bASILE
Above and beneath, a thombus-shaped ornament between two dashes.

26.

Roman III. Argir (1028. — 1034.), Konstantinopol, nomisma histamenon, zlato,
24 mm, 4,28 g, 6 h; DOC 3.2: 1d, BNP 43/Cp/A//01-02; nepoznato nalaziste

Av. +IhSXISREX-RESNANTIAM

Kirist sjedi na prijestolju s pravokutnim naslonom, frontalno, tunika i
himation, desnom rukom blagoslivlja, a u lijevoj za gornji rub drZi knjigu
poloZenu na koljeno. Dvostruki obrub od tockica. Urezani grafit u obliku
osmerokrake zvijezde u polju lijevo.

Rv. 8CEbOHB-MB-RWMANW

Roman III. (lijevo) i Bogorodica (desno) koja ga kruni desnom rukom,
stoje, car ima krunu s krizem i globus s krizem u lijevoj ruci, desna mu je na
prsima, loros s ¢etiri tocke i krizem na kraju; Bogorodica s aureolom, tunika
i maforion, lijeva je ruka na prsima.

Literatura: neobjavljeno.

Romanos IIT Argyros (1028-1034), Constantinople, nomisma histamenon, gold,
24 mm, 4.28 g, 6 h; DOC 3.2: 1d, BNP 43/Cp/A//01-02; uncertain findspot.

Obv. +IhSXISREX-RESNANTIAM

Christ seated on throne with square back, facing, wearing tunic and hima-
tion, blessing with right hand and holding book by its upper rim in left
hand, the book resting on knee. Double circle of dots. Incised graffito of an
eight-pointed star in left field.

Rev. ©CEbOHO-MB-RWMANW

Standing figures of Romanos III on left and Virgin nimbate on right crown-
ing emperor with right hand, emperor wearing crown with cross and holding
globus cruciger in left hand, right hand resting on chest, loros with four
pellets and cross at the end; Virgin nimbate, wearing tunic and maphorion,
left hand resting on chest.

Literature: unpublished.
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27.

Roman III. Argir (1028. — 1034.), Konstantinopol, nomisma histamenon,
zlato, 24 mm, 4,36 g, 6 h; DOC 3.2: 1d, BNP 43/Cp/A7/01-02; nepoznato

nalaziste.

Av. +IhSXISREX-RESNANTIAM

Kirist sjedi na prijestolju s pravokutnim naslonom, tunika i himation, desnom
rukom blagoslivlja, a u lijevoj za gornji rub drZi knjigu polozenu na koljeno. Dv-
ostruki obrub od tockica. U polju lijevo urezani grafit u obliku slova X.

Rv. 8CEbOHB-MB-RWMANW

Roman III. (lijevo) i Bogorodica (desno) s koja ga kruni desnom rukom, stoje,
car ima krunu s krizem i globus s krizem u lijevoj ruci, desna mu je na prsima,
loros s ¢etiri tocke; Bogorodica s aureolom, tunika i maforion.

Literatura: DRAGICEVIC, ILKIC 2017: 154, kat. br. 10.

Romanos III Argyros (1028-1034), Constantinople, nomisma histamenon,
gold, 24 mm, 4.36 g, 6 h; DOC 3.2: 1d, BNP 43/Cp/A//01-02; uncertain
findspot.

Obv. +IhSXISREX-RESNANTIRM

Christ seated on throne with square back, wearing tunic and himation,
blessing with right hand and holding book by its upper rim in left hand, the
book resting on knee. Double circle of dots. Engraved graffito in form of
letter X in left field.

Rev. ©CEBOHO-MB-RWMANW

Standing figures of Romanos III on left and Virgin nimbate on right crown-
ing emperor with right hand, emperor wearing crown with cross and holding
globus cruciger in left hand, right hand resting on chest, loros with four
pellets; Virgin nimbate, wearing tunic and maphorion.

Bibliography: DRAGICEVIC, ILKIC 2017: 154, Cat. No. 10.

28.

Anonimni folis, tip B (oko 1030./1035 — 1042.(?)), Konstantinopol, folis, bakar,
31 mm, 8,8 g, 6 h; DOC 3.2: B, BNP 2: 41/Cp/AE/80%; nepoznato nalaziste.

Av. [+EMMA]-NOV[HA]
Poprsje Krista s aureolom frontalno, aureola s kvadratom u hastama kriza
i tockom u gornjim meduprostorima, tunika i himation, desnom rukom

blagoslivlja, a u lijevoj drzi knjigu s pet to¢aka. U polju I_I_C—m

Rv. [+]1S-XS/BAS-ILE/BAS-ILE

Kriz na dvije stepenice. S tockama na krajevima vodoravnih hasti.

Literatura: neobjavljeno.

Anonymous follis, class B (circa 1030/1035-1042?), Constantinople, follis,
copper, 31 mm, 8.8 g, 6 h; DOC 3.2: B, BNP 2: 41/Cp/AE/80%; uncertain
findspot.

Obv. [+EMMA]-NOV[HA]
Bust of Christ, nimbate, facing, nimbus cruciger with squares in arms and pel-
lets in upper interstices, wearing tunic and himation, blessing with right hand

and holding book with five pellets in left hand. [IC-XC] in field.

Rev. [+]1S-XS/BAS-ILE/BAS-ILE
Cross on two steps. With dots at ends of horizontal arms.

Literature: unpublished.
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29.

Anonimni folis, tip C (1042.(?) — oko 1050.), Konstantinopol, folis,
bakar, 30 mm, 8 g, 6 h; DOC 3.2: C, BNP 2: 41/Cp/A/95; nepoznato
nalaziste.

Prekov preko anonimnog folisa tipa B (?).

Av. [+EMM]A-N[OV]HA
Figura Krista (3/4) s aureolom frontalno, aureola ima to¢ku u svakom
kraku, tunika i himation, desnom rukom blagoslivlja, a u lijevoj drzi

knjigu. U polju [IC-XC].

Rv. +IS-XS/NI-KA

Kriz ukrasen dragim kamenjem, s tockom na krajevima hasti.

Literatura: neobjavljeno.

Anonymous follis, class C (1042?—circa 1050), Constantinople, follis,
copper, 30 mm, 8 g, 6 h; DOC 3.2: C, BNP 2: 41/Cp//&/95; uncertain
findspot.

Overstrike of anonymous follis of class B (?).

Obv. [+EMM]A-N[OV]HA
Three-quarter figure of Christ nimbate, facing, nimbus cruciger with
pellet in each arm, wearing tunic and himation, blessing with right hand

and holding book in left hand. [IC-XC] in field.

Rev. #IS-XS/NI-KA
Jeweled cross with pellets at arm ends.

Literature: unpublished.

30.

Anonimni folis, tip C (1042.(?) — oko 1050.), Konstantinopol, folis,
bakar, 28 mm, 7,2 g, 6 h; DOC 3.2: C; nepoznato nalaziste.

Av. [+EMMA]-NOVHA
Figura Krista (3/4) s aureolom frontalno, aureola ima to¢ku u svakom
kraku, tunika i himation, desnom rukom blagoslivlja, a u lijevoj drzi

knjigu. U polju IC-XC.

Rv. +IS-XS/NI-KA

Kriz ukraSen dragim kamenjem, s to¢kom na krajevima hasti.

Literatura: neobjavljeno.

Anonymous follis, class C (1042?—circa 1050), Constantinople, follis,
copper, 28 mm, 7.2 g, 6 h; DOC 3.2: C; uncertain findspot.

Obv. [+EMMA]-NOVHA
Three-quarter figure of Christ nimbate, facing, nimbus cruciger with
pellet in each arm, wearing tunic and himation, blessing with right hand

and holding book in left hand. IC-XC in field.

Rev. +IS-XS/NI-KA

Jeweled cross with pellets at arm ends.

Literature: unpublished.
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Konstantin X. Duka (1059. — 1067.), Konstantinopol, folis, bakar, 29 mm,
9 g, 6 h; DOC 3.2: 8; nepoznato nalaziste.
Prekov preko anonimnog folisa.

Av. [+EM]MA-[NOVHA]
Krist s aureolom stoji na supedaneumu, frontalno, aureola s krizem na ¢ijim
je hastama po jedna tocka, tunika i himation, desnom rukom blagoslivlja, u_

lijevoj dr7i knjigu na donjem rubu. Ispod Krist na prijestolju. U polju IC-XC.

Rv. [--]
Eudoksija lijevo, stoji frontalno, loros, kriz; Konstantin Duka desno, stoji frontal-
no, loros i kruna, oboje drze ruku na labarumu koji stoji na tri stepenice.

Literatura: neobjavljeno.

31.
Constantine X Doukas (1059-1067), Constantinople, follis, copper, 29
mm, 9 g, 6 h; DOC 3.2: 8 uncertain findspot.
Overstrike of anonymous follis.
Obv. [+EM]MA-[NOVHA]
Bust of Christ nimbate standing on suppedaneum, facing, nimbus cruciger with
one pellet in each arm, wearing tunic and himation, blessing with right hand,
holding book at lower rim in left hand. Christ enthroned below. IC-XC in field.
Rev. [--]
Eudokia to left, standing facing, wearing loros, holding cross; Constantine
Doukas to right, standing facing, wearing loros and crown; both resting
hand on labarum set on three steps.
Literature: unpublished.
Konstantin X. Duka (1059. — 1067.), Konstantinopol, folis, bakar, 28 mm,
6,6 g, 7 h; DOC 3.2: 8; nepoznato nalaziste.
Prekov preko anonimnog folisa (?).
Av. *€EMMA-[NOVHA]
Krist s aureolom stoji na supedaneumu, frontalno, aureola s krizem na ¢ijim
je hastama po jedna to¢ka, tunika i himation, desnom rukom blagoslivlja, u
lijevoj drzi knjigu na donjem rubu. U polju IC-XC.
Rv. EVAK[---]-+KWNTAK
Eudoksija lijevo, stoji frontalno, loros, kriz; Konstantin Duka desno, stoji fron-
talno, loros i kruna, oboje drze ruku na labarumu koji stoji na tri stepenice.
Literatura: neobjavljeno.

g, | e

Constantine X Doukas (1059-1067), Constantinople, follis, copper, 28
mm, 6.6 g, 7 h; DOC 3.2: 8; uncertain findspot.

Opverstrike of anonymous follis (?).

Obv. +EMMA-[NOVHA]
Bust of Christ nimbate standing on suppedaneum, facing, nimbus cruciger
with one pellet in each arm, wearing tunic and himation, blessing with right

hand, holding book at lower rim in left hand. IC-XC in field.

Rev. EVAK[---]-+KWNTAK

Eudokia to left, standing facing, wearing loros, holding cross; Constantine
Doukas to right, standing facing, wearing loros and crown; both resting
hand on labarum set on three steps.

Literature: unpublished.
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Anonimni folis, tip G (oko 1065. — oko 1070.), Konstantinopol, folis,
bakar, 27 mm, 5 g, 6 h; DOC 3.2: G; nepoznato nalaziste.

Av. Nema natpisa. Krist s aureolom frontalno, brada, tunika i himation,

desnom rukom blagoslivlja, u lijevoj je ruci svitak. U polju [IC-XC].

Rv. Nema natpisa. Bogorodica orans, aureola, tunika i maforion. U polju

okruzenom velikim to¢kama [MP]-6V.

Literatura: neobjavljeno.

33. Anonymous follis, class G (circa 1065—circa 1070), Constantinople,

follis, copper, 27 mm, 5 g, 6 h; DOC 3.2: G uncertain findspot.

Obv. No inscription. Christ nimbate, facing, bearded, wearing tunic and
himation, blessing with right hand, holding scroll in left hand. [IC-XC]
in field.

Rev. No inscription. Virgin orans, nimbate, wearing tunic and maphori-
on. [MP]-8V in field surrounded by large pellets.

Literature: unpublished.

Anonimni folis, tip G (oko 1065. — oko 1070.), Konstantinopol, folis,
bakar, 34 mm, 13,3 g, 6 h; DOC 3.2: G; nepoznato nalaziste.

Av. Nema natpisa. Krist s aureolom frontalno, brada, tunikﬂ hiimtion,
desnom rukom blagoslivlja, u lijevoj je ruci svitak. U polju IC-XC.

Rv. Nema natpisa. Bogorodica orans, aureola, tunika i maforion. U polju
okruzenom velikim to¢kama [MP]-6V.

Literatura: neobjavljeno.

34. Anonymous follis, class G (circa 1065—circa 1070), Constantinople,

follis, copper, 34 mm, 13.3 g, 6 h; DOC 3.2: G uncertain findspot.
Obv. No inscription. Christ nimbate, facing, bearded, wearing t_uniﬁnd
himation, blessing with right hand, holding scroll in left hand. IC-XC in
field.

Rev. No inscription. Virgin orans, nimbate, wearing tunic and
maphorion. [MP]-8V in field surrounded by large pellets.

Literature: unpublished.
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35.

Anonimni folis, tip I (oko 1075. — oko 1080.), Konstantinopol, folis,
bakar, 25 mm, 4,2 g, 6 h; DOC 3.2: I; nepoznato nalaziste.

Av. Nema natpisa. Krist s aureolom s po jednim peletom u hastama,
frontalno, duga, pomalo ,kozja” brada, tunika i himation, desion:u—
kom blagoslivlja, u lijevoj je ruci knjiga s pet tocaka. U polju IC-XC.

Rv. Kriz s po jednom velikom i dvije male globule na krajevima hasti,
gore, lijevo i desno polumjesec, dolje florealni ukras lijevo i desno od
tocke.

Literatura: neobjavljeno.

Anonymous follis, class I (circa 1075—circa 1080), Constantinople,
follis, copper, 25 mm, 4.2 g, 6 h; DOC 3.2: [; uncertain findspot.

Obv. No inscription. Christ with nimbus cruciger with a pellet in each
arm, facing, with long pointed beard, wearing tunic and himation, bless-
ing with right hand, holding book with five pellets in left hand. IC-XC
in field.

Rev. Cross with one large and two small pellets at arm ends, crescent left
and right above, floral ornament beneath left and right of pellet.

Literature: unpublished.

36.

Emanuel I. Komnen (1143. — 1180.), Konstantinopol, bilon trahej,
29 mm, 4,2 g, 6 h; DOC 4.1: 13d (1167. - 1183.(?)); nepoznato

nalaziste.

Av. Isus, brada i aureola s krizem, tunika i kolobij, sjedi na prijestolju bez

naslona, dr#i knjigu. U polju [IC-XC].

Rv. [--]-A€Cn[--]

Puna figura cara nalijevo, s bradom, frontalno, u desnoj ruci labarum, u
lijevoj globus s krizem, na pojasu pet to¢aka, ukras vrata ima tri tocke, a
izmedu njega i pojasa nalazi se jedna to¢ka. Bogorodica u tunici i mafo-
rionu kruni cara. U polju M [6V].

Literatura: neobjavljeno.

Manuel I Komnenos (1143-1180), Constantinople, billon trachea,
29 mm, 4.2 g, 6 h; DOC 4.1: 13d (1167-1183); uncertain findspot.

Obv. Christ bearded, with nimbus cruciger, wearing tunic and colobi-

um, seated upon backless throne, holding book. [IC-XC] in field.

Rev. [--]-A€CN[--]

Full-length figure of emperor to left, bearded, facing, labarum in right
hand, globus cruciger in left, five pellets on belt, three pellets on neck-
line, one pellet between neckline and belt. Virgin wearing tunic and
maphorion, crowning emperor. M [6V] in field.

Literature: unpublished.
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37.

Emanuel I. Komnen (1143. — 1180.), Konstantinopol, bilon trahej, 28
mm, 2,9 g, 6 h; DOC 4.1: 13b (1167. — 1183.(?)); nepoznato nalaziste.

Av. Isus, brada i aureola s krizem, tunika i kolobij, sjedi na prijestolju bez
naslona, drzi knjigu. U polju IC-XC.

Rv. [--] A[€CNOT]

Puna figura cara nalijevo, s bradom, frontalno, u desnoj ruci labarum, u
lijevoj globus s krizem, pojas s pet to¢aka, ukras vrata ima pet to¢aka, a
izmedu njega i pojasa nalaze se tri tocke. Bogorodica u tunici i mafori-
onu kruni cara. U polju MP-[eV].

Literatura: neobjavljeno.

Manuel I Komnenos (1143-1180), Constantinople, billon trachea,
28 mm, 2.9 g, 6 h; DOC 4.1: 13b (1167-1183?); uncertain findspot.

Obv. Christ bearded, with nimbus cruciger, wearing tunic and colobi-
um, seated upon backless throne, holding book. IC-XC in field.

Rev. [--] A[ECNOT]

Full-length figure of emperor, bearded, facing, labarum in right hand,
globus cruciger in left, five pellets on belt, five pellets on neckline, three
pellets between neckline and belt. Virgin wearing tunic and maphorion,
crowning emperor. MP-[6V] in field.

Literature: unpublished.

38.

Emanuel I. Komnen (1143. — 1180.), Konstantinopol, bilon trahe;j,
30 mm, 3,8 g, 6 h; DOC 4.1: 13¢ (1167. — 1183.(?)); nepoznato nalaziste.

Av. Isus s bradom i aureolom s krizem, tunika i kolobij, sjedi na pri-
jestolju bez naslona, drzi knjigu. U polju IC-XC.

Rv. MANSHA- AECNT

Puna figura cara nalijevo, s bradom, frontalno, u desnoj ruci labarum,
u lijevoj globus s krizem, pojas s pet tocaka, ukras vrata ima tri tocke, a
izmedu njega i pojasa nalaze se tri toc¢ke. Bogorodica u tunici i mafori-

onu kruni cara. U polju MP-8V.

Literatura: neobjavljeno.

Manuel I Komnenos (1143-1180), Constantinople, billon trachea,
30 mm, 3.8 g, 6 h; DOC 4.1: 13c (1167-1183?); uncertain findspot.

Obv. Christ bearded, with nimbus cruciger, wearing tunic and colobi-
um, seated upon backless throne, holding book. IC-XC in field.

Rev. MANSHA- AECNT

Full-length figure of emperor, bearded, facing, labarum in right hand,
globus cruciger in left, five pellets on belt, three pellets on neckline,
three pellets between neckline and belt. Virgin wearing tunic and ma-
phorion, crowning emperor. MP-8V in field.

Literature: unpublished.
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