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Objavljivanje prvih krajobraznih monogra-
fija u hrvatskoj arheologiji predstavlja mo-
ment dovoljno zanimljiv za usporedni osvrt.
Pisan za arheolosku periodiku od jednog
etnologa, naravno da ¢e se zadrzati na tom
samom ulasku u krajolik, ostavljajuéi speci-
fi¢no arheoloski sadrzaj (poput analize lokali-
teta ili povijesnih vrela) tome vi¢nim rukama.
Starija je monografija prilagodeni doktorski
rad Sare Popovi¢ koji je 2016. obranila pod
mentorstvom Predraga Novakovica, renomi-
ranoga krajobraznog arheologa koji je ovoj
knjizi i jedan od recenzenata. Knjiga se dijeli
na analiticki (str. 7-167) i kartografski dio
(str. 169-255). Uvod je razdijeljen u dijelo-
ve o kulturnim krajolicima i njihovoj zastiti,
zastiti Starogradskoga polja, sazetku povijesti
Polja i dosadasnjim istrazivanjima Staroga
Grada i Polja. Kao predmet istrazivanja de-
klarira se arheoloska bastina ruralnog prosto-

The publication of the first landscape mono-
graphs in Croatian archaeology is a development
interesting enough to warrant a comparative re-
flection. Written for an archacological journal
by an ethnologist, this review naturally restricts
itself to being an entrée into the concept of
landscape, leaving the specifically archaeologi-
cal aspects (such as the analysis of sites or histor-
ical sources) to more specialised authors. The
earlier monograph is an adaptation of a doctoral
dissertation by Sara Popovi¢, defended in 2016
under the supervision of Predrag Novakovi¢,
a respected landscape archaeologist who also
served as one of the booK’s reviewers. The book
is divided into an analytical (pp. 7-167), and a
cartographic section (pp. 169-255). The intro-
duction is structured into chapters on cultural
landscapes and their protection, the protection
of Starogradsko Polje (the Stari Grad Plain), a

summary of the Polje’s history, and previous re-
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ra, napose od naselja i zidanih lokaliteta (str.
8). Historijat konzervacije, gotovo je preu-
zetno redi ,zastite” Polja, ved i zbog konstati-
ranih razdoblja izvan registriranog statusa ili
nepopracenosti mjerama strucnog postupa-
nja (str. 17), zbog unikatne naravi podrudja
pripada u domacu hrestomatiju strukovne
prakse. U pregledu dosadasnjih istrazivanja
istaknuta je vaznost prikljucivanja engleskih
arheologa, jer dolaze iz akademske tradicije u
kojoj je krajobrazna arheologija i nastala (str.
29). U poglavlju ,Dokumentiranje razli¢itih
vrsta arheoloske bastine” (str. 37-65) pred-
stavlja se metodologija istrazivanja, krenuvsi
od ,povijesnog krajolika” (str. 39) u kakvom
se razgranicavaju prostori naselja i poljopri-
vrednih povr$ina. Uz otprije raspolozive po-
datke geoinformaticki su razvrstani rezultati
projektnih biljezenja krajobraznog stanja, iz
ega proizlaze klasifikacije i tipologije zatece-
nih oblika (str. 57-65). Glavni dio monogra-
fije predstavlja poglavlje ,Retrogradna analiza
stanja o¢uvanosti bastine” (str. 67-115), gdje
se primjenom izlozene metodologije utvr-
duju promjene u krajoliku kako u recentno
vrijeme fotografskih dokumentiranja tako i
u duzem dosegu omoguéenom povijesnim i
kartografskim dokumentima. Za tim rezulta-
tima slijede poglavlja ,,Vrednovanje o¢uvano-
sti bastine na osnovi retrogradne analize” (str.
117-129), ,Rezultati studije i moguénosti za
bududa istrazivanja” (str. 131-143) i zaklju-
Cak (str. 145-150), prije kartografske polovi-
ce potankih izlaganja krajobraznih sekcija jos
popradenih sazetkom na engleskom jeziku i
bibliografijom. U tim su poglavljima rezul-
tati izloZeni kronoloski i statisticki. Izgledni
smjerovi bududih istrazivanja razdijeljeni su
na smjestaj lokaliteta unutar glavnog feno-
mena, podjelu suhozidnim medama, kao i na
samu strukturu podjele. Kartografski pregled
sekcija rezimiran je istom vrstom analize,
koncipirane po popre¢nim i uzduznim osima
Starogradskoga polja (str. 233-255).
Monografija o ,kulturnom krajoliku Bio-
kova” rezultat je istrazivackog projekta i prak-
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search on Stari Grad and the Polje. The declared
subject of study is the archaeological heritage of
this rural environment, particularly settlements
and built sites (p. 8). The history of conserva-
tion here — perhaps overconfidently referred to
as the “protection” of Polje, given that for sig-
nificant periods it lacked registered status or ex-
pert professional oversight (p. 17) — has, owing
to the area’s unique character, formed a part of
the established canon of Croatian conservation
literature. The author highlights the impor-
tance of including English archaeologists in
the review of previous research, as they proceed
from the academic tradition in which landscape
archaeology first developed (p. 29). The chapter
“Documenting Different Types of Archaeologi-
cal Heritage” (pp. 37—65) presents the research
methodology, beginning with the concept of
the “historic landscape” (p. 39), within which
a distinction between settlement areas and ag-
ricultural zones is made. Alongside previously
available data, the results of project-based re-
cords of landscape conditions have been clas-
sified using geographic information systems,
resulting in typologies and classifications of the
observed forms (pp. 57-65). The main part of
the monograph is the chapter “Retrograde Anal-
ysis of the State of Heritage Preservation” (pp.
67-115), where the proposed methodology is
applied to identify landscape changes — both in
the recent period covered by photographic doc-
umentation and over a longer timespan tracea-
ble through historical and cartographic sources.
This is followed by the chapters “Evaluation
of Heritage Preservation Based on Retrograde
Analysis” (pp. 117-129), “Results of the Study
and Possibilities for Future Research” (pp. 131—
143), and the conclusion (pp. 145-150). Then
comes a cartographic section, which occupies
roughly half of the monograph and includes
detailed presentations of landscape sections,
accompanied by a summary in English and a
bibliography. In these chapters, the results are
presented both chronologically and statistically.
Proposed future research should be focused on
the location of individual sites within the main
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ticirane nastave eksperimentalne arheologije
s yelementima preliminarnog izvjestaja” (str.
9-10). Nakon predgovora (str. 7-10) pred-
stavlja se istrazivani prostor Podglogovika na
Biokovu (str. 13-27), prapovijesno polje hu-
maka (str. 28—49), lokalitet tumula na Lokvi
(str. 51-67), eksperimentalna obnova tumula
(str. 69-79), poglavlje ,Nestejci” (str. 80-89),
,Od Peruna do Sv. Ilije” (str. 91-103), po-
glavlje posveéeno napustenom selu Podglo-
govik (str. 104—121), ,,Stari putevi i Rodiceva
cesta’ (str. 123-135), , Topnicki put i Prvi
svjetski rat” (str. 137-151) te zakljucak (str.
152—154). Sadrzaj je popraden bibliografijom
(str. 155-160) i fotografskim ilustracijama
(str. 162-210), koje uz naslove poglavlja aso-
cirane poznatim pjesmama popularne glazbe
pridonose lezernijem dojmu izdanja. Uspr-
kos opazanim promjenama krajolika uslijed
stolarskog koriStenja, istrazivani se teren ka-
rakterizira kao ,djevicanska kulturna basti-
na’ (str. 7), a podruéje kao ,bogati kulturni
krajolik s fosiliziranim tragovima raznovrsnih
aktivnosti” (str. 28). U takvom se krajoliku
tumuli nacelno zoniraju (str. 29), predstavlja-
ju¢i metodologiju kao rekognosciranje i ma-
piranje svih vidljivih arheoloskih struktura u
kulturnom krajoliku, uz iskapanja pojedinih
,dijagnosti¢kih tumula” (str. 33). Ovakvo
~praenje stratigrafije nataloZenih kulturnih
slojeva s ciljem utvrdivanja njihovih medu-
sobnih odnosa” (str. 35) dovodi i do opazanja
zanimljivosti tumula zbog ,mogudih rjesenja
o samom prostiranju i kretanjima stocarskih
zajednica na Biokovu tijekom pretpovijesnih
razdoblja” (str. 51), no usporedba s recen-
tnim transhumantnim stodarstvom ostaje na
pretpostavci (str. 65). lako se povijesno kon-
statira utjecaj krupnih drzavnih promjena na
stocarstvo (str. 99), u etnografskom je srazu
s jedinim spomenom aktualnog stocara rije¢
o ,bitno drugacijoj” privredi zbog danasnjih
poljoprivrednih poticaja (str. 119). Iako su
raniji prinosi utvrdili hvarski utjecaj na grad-
nju poljskih pseudokupola u makarskom kra-

ju, uklju¢ujuéi i sam naziv ,trim”, ocjenjuje

landscape complex, the division of space by dry-
stone walls and the structure of that division.
The cartographic overview of sections is sum-
marised through the same analytical approach,
structured along the transverse and longitudi-
nal axes of Starogradsko Polje (pp. 233-255).
The monograph on the cultural landscape of
Biokovo is the result of a research project and
practical teaching in experimental archaeolo-
gy, presented with “elements of a preliminary
report” (pp. 9-10). Following the preface (pp.
7-10), the study presents the research area of
Podglogovik on Biokovo (pp. 13-27); the pre-
historic field of burial mounds (pp. 28-49); the
tumulus site at Lokva (pp. 51-67); the exper-
imental reconstruction of a tumulus (pp. 69—
79); the chapter “The Nesti” (translator’s note:
an Illyrian people, mentioned by Scylax as the
Néoror) (pp. 80-89); “From Perun to St. Elias”
(pp- 91-103); a chapter devoted to the aban-
doned village of Podglogovik (pp. 104-121);
“Old Roads and Rodi¢’s Road” (pp. 123-135);
“The Artillery Road and the First World War”
(pp. 137-151); and the conclusion (pp. 152—
154). The contents are supplemented by a bib-
liography (pp. 155-160) and photographic il-
lustrations (pp. 162-210), which, together with
chapter titles inspired by well-known popular
songs, lend this publication a somewhat lighter
tone. Despite the observed landscape changes
resulting from pastoral activity, the study area is
described as “virginal cultural heritage” (p. 7),
and the broader region as a “rich cultural land-
scape with fossilised traces of diverse activities”
(p- 28). Within such a landscape, tumuli are
roughly zoned (p. 29), with the applied meth-
odology defined as the reconnaissance and map-
ping of all visible archaeological structures in
the cultural landscape, alongside the excavation
of selected “diagnostic tumuli” (p. 33). This
“observation of the stratigraphy of deposited
cultural layers to determine their mutual rela-
tionships” (p. 35) has also led to findings high-
lighting the particular relevance of the tumuli
for understanding “possible patterns of move-
ment and distribution of pastoral communities
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se kako je njihova gradnja povezana s biokov-
skim stocarskim selima (str. 118). Stocarsko
se koriStenje smatra prekinutim (str. 28 i dr.),
proturjeéno konstatiranjima prisutnosti stoke
na pasi (str. 119). U nacelnim spominjanjima
uc¢inaka turizma takav se krajolik pojavljuje
i kao ,djelomice obnovljen stari artificijelni
pastirski pejsaz” (str. 120), a zaboravljeni put
koji upotrebljava stoka i dalje je ,neka vrsta
muzejskog eksponata na otvorenom” (str.
132), s arheoloskom ocjenom nastanka pret-
povijesne staze radi pogreba (str. 154). Za-
klju¢no se rezimiraju milenijske identi¢nosti
zateCenih uvjeta, kao i vrijednost ,definira-
nja oblikovnih elemenata vernakularne arhi-
tekture staja”, s istrazivatkom perspektivom
analize sakralnih mjesta.

Prve monografske studije krajobrazne arhe-
ologije predstavljaju dobrodo$ao domacti po-
Cetak inovativne disciplinarne prakse. U skla-
du sa svjetskom praksom, koja $iri arheolosku
ekspertizu s nalazista i lokaliteta na prostor
i krajolik kakav je novim tehnologijama po-
stao evidencijski dohvatan, a geoinformaticki
pregledan, korisno je istaknuti neka obiljezja
pristupa i prostora za dorade. Najkrupnije
se, ve¢ od samih naslova ovih knjiga, odno-
si na sam pojam kulturnog krajolika — dakle,
bilo kultiviranog bilo kulturno vainog zbog
pridavanih znadenja. U obje su studije pro-
tagonisti takvih kultivacija prisutni tek inci-
dentno, $to napose upada u o¢i kad je izri¢ito
rije¢ o nastavi eksperimentalne arheologije.
Nadovezana je arheoloska karakterizacija
krajolika iza kakve ostaje nejasno pripada li
i npr. obnova stare sekcije suhozida primje-
nom istog nacina slaganja u promijenjeni ar-
heoloski krajolik, ako bi se takav postupak na
zidanoj arhitekturi ve¢ drzalo konzervacijom.
Pitanje Lkontinuirane prisutnosti éovjekovog
djelovanja” (Bekavac i Mileti¢, str. 35) moze
pripadati u devastaciju arheoloskog lokaliteta
ili u srz fenomena kulturnog krajolika, no i
uz Novakovi¢evu eklekti¢nu tolerantnost ne
daje ploda pokusava li se u isti mah raspore-
diti u oba kosa. Perspektivnosti pristupa sva-
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on Biokovo during prehistoric periods” (p. 51),
while the comparison with recent transhumant
herding remains hypothetical (p. 65). Although
the historical overview recognises the influ-
ence of major political changes on pastoralism
(p- 99), the ethnographic encounter with the
only contemporary herder mentioned describes
a “fundamentally different” economy shaped
by today’s agricultural subsidies (p. 119). While
earlier research established the influence of Hvar
on the construction of field pseudo-domed huts
in the Makarska area — including the very term
trim (translator’s note: a local Dalmatian word
of likely Romance origin, denoting a small cor-
belled dry-stone hut similar to the Istrian kazun
or the Apulian #7ullo) — the authors argue that
their construction is linked to Biokovo's pas-
toral settlements (p. 118). Pastoral use of the
landscape is generally considered discontinued
(p- 28 and elsewhere), which contradicts the
noted presence of grazing livestock (p. 119). In
general remarks on the impact of tourism, such
terrain is described as a “partially restored old
artificial pastoral landscape” (p. 120), while an
abandoned path still used by livestock is charac-
terised as “a kind of open-air museum exhibit”
(p. 132), accompanied by an archaeological in-
terpretation of a prehistoric path built for burial
purposes (p. 154). The conclusion summarises
the millennial continuity of environmental
conditions and highlights the value of “defining
the formal elements of the vernacular architec-
ture of cattle sheds”, with a research outlook di-
rected toward the analysis of sacral sites.

These first monographic studies in Croatian
landscape archaeology represent a welcome be-
ginning for this innovative disciplinary prac-
tice. In line with international trends that have
extended archaeological expertise from sites and
finds to the broader landscape — now accessi-
ble through new documentation technologies
and geoinformatics — it is useful to point out
certain characteristics of approach and areas
for refinement. The most fundamental issue,
already evident from the titles of these books,
concerns the very notion of the “cultural land-
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kako ¢e doprinijeti usvajanje sistematizacije
vrela i drugih globalno usvojenih metodolo-
gija, ve¢ dovoljno predstavljenih u relevan-
tnoj literaturi.

Prve se hrvatske monografije krajobrazne
arheologije mogu shvatiti kao jedan od obli-
ka antropologiziranja domace postprocesne
arheologije. Za razliku od kontinentalnih
akademskih tradicija, usvajanje takvih teorij-
skih obrazaca cesto je segmentarno. U koli-
jevci krajobrazne arheologije, uostalom, kao
i krajobrazne arhitekture — Engleskoj, ova je
metodologija stasala u poslijeratnim okolno-
stima industrijskog pritiska na poljoprivred-
ne povrdine. Otprije snazna kulturnoj bastini
posvecena civilna scena utjecala je na oblike
istrazivanja prostranstava nedohvatnih ika-
kvoj konzervatorskoj sluzbi. Kad se pri tome
kolektivna masta zanijela svemirskim dobom
i komputacijskim uvjerljivostima, kao po-
pratni uc¢inak nastao je fenomen Stonehen-
gea kakav danas poznajemo, tek tada posta-
ju¢i najvaznijim nacionalnim spomenikom.
S druge strane disciplinarnog plota u istoj su
sredini nastali i poljoprivredni poticaji, obe-
ste¢enja poljoprivrednika zbog trzisnih zaki-
nutosti uslijed njihovih dugoro¢no vrijednih
obzira. Segmentiranost krajobraznih mjera
mogla se raspoznati nedavnim uvodenjem
konzervatorskih obeste¢enja vlasnika poljo-
privrednih zemljiSta s arheolo$ki vaznim na-
laziStima, ignorirajudi ostale relevantne vrste
registriranih kulturnih dobara poput samih
kulturnih krajolika ili klju¢nih ambijenata
prakticiranja odredenih vrsta nematerijalnih
kulturnih dobara.

S ovim uvodenjem novoga arheoloskog
predmeta istrazivanja, u meduvremenu isku-
$anog i u vise domacih doktorskih radova,
vrijedi rezimirati kako njegovo usvajanje kod
nas nije stiglo naprecac da bi segmentirana
metodologija mogla biti jedini primijenjeni
obrazac. Sjevernodalmatinski su krajolici iz
pera engleskih projektnih suradnika uspore-
divani sa $irokim krc¢evinskim ogradama sje-
veroistoéne Skotske jos 80-ih godina 20. sto-

scape” — that is, whether it refers to cultivated
land or to a landscape that is culturally signifi-
cant due to the meanings ascribed to it. In both
studies, the protagonists in this debate appear
only incidentally — a fact particularly striking
given that one of them explicitly concerns the
teaching of experimental archaeology. The ac-
companying archaeological characterisation
of the landscape leaves open the question of
whether, for instance, the reconstruction of an
old section of dry-stone wall using the same
building technique within a transformed ar-
chaeological landscape should itself be regarded
as part of that landscape, when similar work on
built architecture would already be considered
conservation. The notion of the “continuous
presence of human activity” (Bekavac and Mi-
leti¢, p. 35) could belong either to the category
of archaeological site disturbance or to the very
essence of the cultural landscape phenomenon,
yet — despite Novakovi¢s eclectic openness — it
bears little fruit if one attempts to assign it si-
multaneously to both. The potential of this ap-
proach will certainly benefit from the adoption
of a systematic treatment of sources and other
globally established methodologies, already am-
ply presented in relevant literature.

The first Croatian monographs on land-
scape archaeology can be understood as a form
of integration of anthropological approaches
into domestic post-processual archaeology. In
contrast to continental academic traditions,
the adoption of such theoretical frameworks
has often been fragmentary. In the cradle of
landscape archaeology, as well as of landscape
architecture — England — this methodolo-
gy developed in the post-war circumstances
of industrial pressure on agricultural land. A
long-established civil society movement de-
voted to cultural heritage influenced the forms
of research conducted in areas beyond the
reach of any of conservation service. Hand in
hand with the collective imagination becom-
ing captivated by the space age and the per-
suasive potential of computational modelling,
the phenomenon of Stonehenge as we know it
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lje¢a. I sama je eksperimentalna arheologija
u potrazi za sjevernodalmatinskim lonéarima
stigla sa Sveucilista u Newcastleu, istodobno
s prvim razmatranjima krajobrazne arheolo-
gije. Prva geoinformaticka obrada arheolos-
kog terena tada se zbila u istom ambijentu
Starogradskog polja gdje je prije deset godina
obavljena prva geoinformatizirana evidencija
kulturnog krajolika na narudzbu konzerva-
torskog ureda, koja je polucila i prvi doktor-
ski rad te vrste kod nas. Kulturni su krajolici
stvar kontinuiranoga poljodjelskog kultivira-
nja koliko i njegovanja kulture interdiscipli-
narnosti, ¢emu, nadajmo se, i ove prve mo-
nograﬁje otvaraju vrata.
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today emerged — only then becoming Britain’s
foremost national monument. On the oth-
er side of the disciplinary fence, agricultural
incentives were introduced in the same envi-
ronment — compensation schemes for farmers
disadvantaged by market conditions but rec-
ognised for their long-term, environmentally
valuable practices. The fragmentary nature of
landscape-related measures has become appar-
ent with the recent introduction of conserva-
tion compensations for owners of agricultural
land containing archaeologically significant
sites, while other relevant categories of regis-
tered cultural property — such as cultural land-
scapes themselves or key settings for practising
certain forms of intangible heritage — have
been overlooked.

With the introduction of this new archae-
ological research subject, already explored in
several Croatian doctoral theses, it is worth
summarising that its adoption in Croatia did
not occur abruptly, and therefore a segmented
methodology cannot be seen as the sole appli-
cable model. Northern Dalmatian landscapes
were compared by English project partners in
the 1980s with the extensive enclosure sys-
tems of north-eastern Scotland. Experimental
archaeology itself — seeking traces of northern
Dalmatian pottery production — arrived from
Newcastle University at the same time as the
first considerations of landscape archaeology.
The first geoinformatic processing of an ar-
chaeological area in Croatia took place within
the same setting: Starigradsko Polje, where, a
decade ago, the first GIS-based documentation
of a cultural landscape was carried out under
the commission of the conservation office, re-
sulting in the country’s first doctoral thesis of
this kind. Cultural landscapes are the product
of continuous agricultural cultivation as much
as of nurturing a culture of interdisciplinarity
— something to which, it is to be hoped, these
first monographs have now opened the door.

Translation and proof-reading:
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