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Ni kontinuitet ni katastrofa:
postimperijalna transformacija

u Dalmaciji tijekom

7.1 8. stoljeca

Polazeci od cinjenice da se oskudica arheoloskih nalaza podudara s
oskudicom povijesnih izvora, clanak razmatra drustvene i gospodarske
procese koji stoje u pozadini slabe vidljivosti 7.1 8. stolje¢a u dalmatinskom
zaobalju. Posebna se pozornost posvecuje socijalnoj fragmentaciji,
decentralizaciji pogrebnog prostora i lokalizaciji proizvodnje kao
kljucnim pokazateljima postimperijalne transformacije.

Kljuéne rijeci: rani srednji vijek, kontinuitet, diskontinuitet, socijalna
fragmentacija, postimperijalna transformacija.

Neither Continuity nor Catastrophe:
Post-Imperial Transformation

in Dalmatia during the

7t and 8" Centuries

Starting from the observation that the scarcity of archaeological finds
coincides with the paucity of historical sources, this article examines the

social and economic processes that account for the diminished visibility of

the 7" and 8" centuries in the Dalmatian hinterland. Particular attention
is devoted to social fragmentation, the decentralisation of burial space,
and the localisation of production as key indicators of post-imperial
transformation.

Keywords: Early Middle Ages, continuity, discontinuity, social
fragmentation, post-imperial transformation.
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Prekid, praznina, mra¢no doba — tek su neki od
pojmova kojima se tradicionalno opisivalo 7. i 8.
stolje¢e u dalmatinskom zaobalju, a iz danasSnje
perspektive djeluju priliéno povrsno i promaseno.
Medutim, likovanje nad pozitivistickim pristupom
starije medievistike, koji valja promatrati kao dio
logi¢ne razvojne putanje humanistickih disciplina,
ve¢ se barem dva desetlje¢a pokazuje epistemolos-
ki suvisnim. Dok se i danas rasprava nerijetko vodi
u bipolarnom registru, izmedu krajnosti apsolutnog
diskontinuiteta i apsolutnog kontinuiteta, treba ista-
knuti da su glavni pokretaci promjena — strukturna
kriza imperijalnog sustava i migracije — ¢esto po-
gre$no poimani kao medusobno iskljucivi.!

Jedan od zanemarenih problema jest ocita raz-
mjernost izmedu arheoloskog i povijesnog zapisa:
razdoblja bogata povijesnim izvorima u pravilu
su bogata i arheoloskim nalazima, dok se oskudi-
ca jednog najces¢e podudara s oskudicom drugog.
Takva sinkronost na pocetku ranog srednjeg vijeka
nije posebnost Dalmacije, ali je u dalmatinskom za-
obalju osobito upadljiva. Ne moze se objasniti samo
nedovoljnom arheoloskom istrazenoséu, pogresnim
datiranjem 1li slu¢ajnom nesacuvanoséu pisanih
izvora. Ona ponajprije upucuje na kontrakciju drus-
tvenog i gospodarskog krajolika, ¢iji je uc¢inak do-
datno pojacan promjenama u materijalnoj kulturi,
demografiji i obrascima naseljavanja.

Zato se arheoloska vidljivost 7. i 8. stoljeca
nece drasticno poboljsati novim iskopavanjima, no
generalni osvrt na ve¢ razmatrane podatke s gos-
podarskog i drustvenog gledista mogao bi ponuditi
uravnotezeniji nacrt postimperijalne transformacije
u dalmatinskom zaobalju.

Raspad distribucijskih mreza

Drasti¢an pad trgovinske razmjene nije nimalo
teSko zamisliti: ¢esto spominjana oskudica arhe-
oloskih nalaza datiranih u 7. i ve¢i dio 8. stoljeca
njegova je zorna posljedica. U kontrastu s obiljem
materijala iz kasnoantickih slojeva nastupaju tek
poneki, beziznimno slu¢ajno nadeni predmeti koji
se tumace dvojako. Glasovite matrice iz Biskupi-

! Napominjem da se zbog ogranienog opsega ovog

¢lanka nije bilo moguée osvrnuti na cjelinu dosadas-
njih tumacenja pocetka ranog srednjeg vijeka u Dal-
maciji. Bibliografski je odabir stoga nuzno selektivan
i podreden problemskom okviru rasprave. Za $iri pre-
gled vidi, medu ostalim: Bilogrivi¢ 2010; Dzino 2010;
Rapanic¢ 2017; Dzino 2020; Basi¢ 2024; Kati¢ 2025.

Interruption, hiatus, dark age—these are but
some of the terms traditionally used to describe the
7" and 8" centuries in the Dalmatian hinterland,
terms that from today’s perspective appear rather
superficial and misleading. The satisfaction once
derived from rejecting the positivist approach of
earlier medieval scholarship, itself properly under-
stood as a stage within the logical development of
the humanities, has for at least two decades ceased
to serve any epistemological purpose. Although the
debate continues to be framed, more often than not,
in bipolar terms, set between the poles of absolu-
te discontinuity and absolute continuity, it must be
emphasised that the two principal drivers of change,
namely the structural crisis of the imperial system
and migration, have too frequently been treated, mi-
stakenly, as mutually exclusive.!

One of the neglected problems is the evident
correspondence between the archaeological and hi-
storical record: periods well documented in histori-
cal sources tend, as a rule, to be equally well repre-
sented through archaeological finds, just as a pau-
city in one sphere is generally matched by a paucity
in the other. This synchronicity at the beginning of
the Early Middle Ages is not peculiar to Dalmatia,
but particularly striking in the Dalmatian hinter-
land. It cannot be explained solely by insufficient
archaeological investigations, erroneous dating, or
the accidental non-preservation of written sources.
What it signals, above all, is a contraction of the
social and economic landscape, the effects of which
were further intensified by changes in material cul-
ture, demography and settlement patterns.

It is for this reason unlikely that new excavati-
ons alone will substantially enhance the archaeolo-
gical visibility of the 7" and 8™ centuries; a renewed
examination of the already-published evidence,
however, undertaken from an economic and social
standpoint, may yield a more balanced picture of
the post-imperial transformation in the Dalmatian
hinterland.

' Given the limited scope of this article, it has not proved

possible to engage with the full range of existing inter-
pretations concerning the beginning of the Early Mid-
dle Ages in Dalmatia. The bibliographical selection is
therefore necessarily selective and subordinated to the
problem-oriented framework of the discussion. For a
broader overview, see, among others: Bilogrivi¢ 2010;
Dzino 2010; Rapani¢ 2017; Dzino 2020; Basi¢ 2024,
Kati¢ 2025.
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Sl. 1 - Bronce iz Pliskova u Biskupiji (foto : Z. Alajbeg)
Fig. I - finds from Pliskovo in Biskupija (photo: Z. Alajbeg)

je (Pliskovo), skupni nalaz imitiranih Heraklijevih
zlatnika iz Potkoma i matrica iz Citluka kod Sinja
najmarkantniji su primjeri. Cinjenica da ni u jed-
nom slucaju nije rije¢ o grobnim nalazima dodatno
otezava interpretaciju, ali i usporedbu s prethodnim
1 kasnijim razdobljima.

Biskupijske se matrice tradicionalno pripisuju
ranoavarsko-slavenskom kulturnom miljeu 1 drze
tragom prisutnosti nove grupacije s podrucja Kar-
patske kotline tijekom 7. stolje¢a.? Jedno od novijih

Korosec 1958. Petrinec i Jurevi¢ biskupijske matrice
stilski povezuju s ¢uvenom ostavom Martynivkom u
srednjem Podnjiprovlju (vidi Jurcevi¢, Petrinec 2022,
str. 155—157 i citiranu literaturu).

The breakdown of distribution networks

A drastic decline in trade is not difficult to envi-
sage: its clearest consequence is the frequently no-
ted scarcity of archaeological finds datable to the 7™
and much of the 8" century. Set against the abun-
dance characteristic of late antique layers, only a
small number of objects has survived, all of them
chance finds, and these have been interpreted in
different ways. Among the most striking examples
are the famous matrices from Biskupija (Pliskovo),
the hoard of imitated Heraclian gold coins from
Potkom, and the matrix from Citluk near Sinj. The
fact that none of these are grave finds further com-
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misljenja naglasava srodnost nekih predmeta iz tog
skupnog nalaza s ostavom iz Velestina u Tesaliji,
datiranom oko 700. godine.’ U inventaru biskupij-
ske ostave dominiraju predmeti ukraSeni geometrij-
skim 1 biljnim motivima, dok su figuralni prikazi
zastupljeni tek na nekoliko od 25 nalaza — rijec je
o glasovitom konji¢u, tzv. ljudskoj masci te viso-
ko stiliziranim prikazima kukca i pti¢jih protoma.
Skupni nalaz iz Pliskova zapravo je tipoloski i stil-
ski idiosinkrati¢an, bez izravnih analogija, kako je
davno zakljucio Josip Korosec, a poveznice u Sirem
smislu najbrojnije su na podrucju Karpatske kotli-
ne, odnosno na avarsko-slavenskom prostoru.*

Pet imitacija Heraklijevih solida pronadeno je u
Potkomu kod Zrmanje prije gotovo stotinu godina.
Oponasaju serije iz konstantinopolske kovnice emi-
tirane izmedu 613. 1 629. godine, a zanimljivo je
da se, prema Somogyijevoj analizi, Cetiri primjer-
ka mogu pripisati pretpostavljenoj isto¢nojadran-
skoj kovnici, dok je jedan najvjerojatnije kovan na
podru¢ju pod avarskom kontrolom.’ Legenda na

3 Curta i Szmoniewski matricu iz Citluka kod Sinja

upotrebljavaju za povezivanje dalmatinskih nalaza s
pretpostavljenom enklavom autohtonog stanovniStva
na sinjskom podru¢ju (prema Milosevicu), koja je,
kako tvrde, bila dobro povezana s vanjskim svijetom,
a osobito otvorena bizantskim utjecajima (Curta, Sz-
moniewski 2019, str. 199—200). Njihovo misljenje pri-
hvaca Dzino (Dzino 2021, str. 121-122). Ipak, nijedna
od biskupijskih bronci nimalo ne nalikuje lavolikoj
matrici iz Citluka, pa ¢ak ni figura konji¢a (o matrici
iz Citluka vidi Miloevi¢ 2017, str. 84-92).

Nesto Sire analogije mogu se pronaci u krizolikom
okovu iz Felnaca (Racz 2014, T. 9, 16; u starijoj lite-
raturi navoden kao Fonlak, selo u rumunjskom dijelu
Banata), okovima iz groba 1 s lokaliteta Kunszentmar-
ton-Habranyi-Telep (Racz 2014, T. 46.6-7), okovi-
ma iz Szentesa i Zselickislaka (Racz 2014, T. 78.1,
4) i antropomorfnoj figurici s lokaliteta Paks-Gyapa
(Racz 2014, T. 79.1). Takoder, sli¢nosti se naziru i
medu Zabojnikovim tipovima 178 (2), 179, 1821 197
(Zébojnik 1991). Chausidis kritizira pripisivanje bron-
ci iz Velestina bizantskom i krS¢anskom kulturnom
krugu kod Curte i Szmoniewskog. Tvrdi da se njihovi
zakljucci baziraju tek na olakom odbacivanju dosadas-
njih pretpostavki, povrsnim analogijama i pogreSnom
reinterpretiranju ikonografije (Chausidis 2019).
Somogyi pretpostavlja da je u jednom od dalmatinskih
obalnih gradova postojala kovnica koja je djelovala
bez ovlastenja bizantske financijske vlasti, a ¢ije imita-
cije nisu bile namijenjene internom prometu. Postujuci
normative dimenzija i teZine, zanemarivalo se to¢no
prikazivanje legendi i likova na solidima, §to bi trebalo
znaciti da su kovanice bile namijenjene nekome izvan
Carstva — u ovom slucaju Slavenima u zaobalju, koji

plicates both their interpretation and any compari-
son with the preceding and subsequent periods.

The matrices from Biskupija have traditionally
been assigned to an early Avar-Slavic cultural mili-
eu and taken as evidence for the presence of a new
population group that had arrived from the Carpat-
hian Basin during the 7" century.? One of the more
recent views has stressed the similarity between
certain objects from this hoard and the assemblage
from Velestino in Thessaly, dated to around 700.
Within the Biskupija hoard, objects decorated with
geometric and vegetal motifs predominate, whereas
figural representations are confined to only a few
of the twenty-five finds, namely the famous horse
figurine, the so-called human mask, and the highly
stylised depictions of an insect and avian protomes.
The Pliskovo assemblage is, in fact, typologically
and stylistically idiosyncratic and lacks direct ana-
logies, as Josip Korosec observed long ago, while
its broader connections are most numerous in the
Carpathian Basin, that is, within the Avar-Slavic
world.*

2

Korosec 1958. Petrinec and Jurcevi¢ stylistically as-
sociate the Biskupija matrices with the famous Mar-
tynivka hoard from the Middle Dnieper region (see
Jurcevi¢, Petrinec 2022, pp. 155-157 and the literature
cited there).

Curta and Szmoniewski use the matrix from Citluk
near Sinj to connect the Dalmatian finds with a pre-
sumed enclave of the indigenous population in the Sinj
area (following Milosevic¢), an enclave which, in their
view, remained well connected to the outside world
and particularly receptive to Byzantine influence (Cur-
ta, Szmoniewski 2019, pp. 199-200). Their view is
accepted by Dzino (Dzino 2021, pp. 121-122). Even
so, none of the bronzes from Biskupija bears any re-
semblance to the lion-shaped matrix from Citluk, not
even the horse figure (for the matrix from Citluk, see
Milosevi¢ 2017, pp. 84-92).

Somewhat broader analogies may be found in the
cross-shaped mount from Felnac (referred to in older
literature as Fonlak, a village in the Romanian part of
the Banat) (Racz 2014, P1. 9, 16), in the mounts from
grave | at the site of Kunszentmarton-Habranyi-Telep
(Racz 2014, P1. 46, 6-7), in the mounts from Szentes
and Zselickislak (Racz 2014, P1. 78, 1, 4), and in the
anthropomorphic figurine from the site of Paks-Gyapa
(Racz 2014, PL. 79, 1). Similarities can also be dis-
cerned among Zabojnik’s types 178 (2), 179, 182, and
197 (Zabojnik 1991). Chausidis, for his part, criticises
Curta and Szmoniewski’s attribution of the Velestino
bronzes to the Byzantine and Christian cultural sphere.
He argues that their conclusions rest on little more
than a hasty rejection of earlier assumptions, super-
ficial analogies, and a mistaken reinterpretation of the
iconography (Chausidis 2019).
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potonjoj imitaciji, tvrdi Somogyi, stilski je neobic-
na, izvedena nezgrapno i jedva da prenosi izvorni
sadrzaj. Takva neformalna transformacija teksta i
drugih identifikacijskih detalja mogla je biti iteka-
ko prikladna na podru¢ju izvan Carstva, i to bas u
vremenu kada je, uslijed smanjenog priljeva bizant-
skog novca, simbolika carskih solida ve¢ blijedjela.®

Imitacije su, jasno je, najocitije na numizma-
tickim nalazima, ali postojanje takvih proizvoda
upucuje i na moguénost proizvodnje imitacija naki-
ta bizantskog stila diljem srednje 1 jugoisto¢ne Eu-
rope. Upravo bi takvo §to bilo prikladno razdoblju
atrofirane trgovine, u kojem je potraznja, premda u
strmoglavom padu, uvijek veca od ponude, pa se
pribjegavalo vise ili manje vjeStom imitiranju ne-
dostupnih uzora. Imitacije iz Potkoma javljaju se,
dakle, kao rezultat disolucije carskog gospodarskog
sustava u dalmatinskom zaobalju, a usto i kao nago-
vjestaj dugog perioda nemonetarne ekonomije.

Analiziraju¢i tehnicke karakteristike biskupij-
skih matrica, Korosec je prepoznao najmanje tri
skupine srodnih radioni¢kih obiljezja.” Premda ta-
kav zakljucak ne djeluje nimalo iznenadujuce, u
literaturi je Cesto bio zanemaren, zbog Cega je ovaj
skupni nalaz promatran kao monolit. Poput soli-
da iz Potkoma, moguce je i da ova ostava sadrzi
predmete nastale ne samo u razli¢itim radionicama
nego i u razli¢itim kulturnim sredinama. U svakom
slucaju, lokalno otiskivanje nakita pomocu matrica,
medu kojima barem neke nisu lokalnog podrijetla,
jos je jedan od simptoma trziSne disrupcije. Uru-
Savanje regularne distribucijske mreze krajem 6. ili
pocetkom 7. stoljeca rezultiralo je ne samo redukci-
jom nego i lokalizacijom proizvodnje, a time i loka-
lizacijom stila. Upravo u tim procesima treba traziti
razloge nedostatka direktnih analogija biskupijskim
matricama.

S tim u bliskoj vezi javlja se i problem datiranja.
Dok ostava iz Potkoma vrlo vjerojatno datira u kraj
Heraklijeve vladavine ili nedugo poslije, dakle oko
sredine 7. stolje¢a, matrice su teze odredive. Koro-
SCeva datacija u 7. stoljece definitivno ostaje valid-
na, cemu mozemo tek nadodati pretpostavku da je
nesto veca vjerojatnost datiranja u drugu polovinu
7. stoljeca.

su ih primali kao poklon ili danak. Jedini primjerak
analogan zlatnim imitacijama nastalim na avarskom
podrucju posebno je znacajan, jer ukazuje na bilate-
ralne kontakte vlasnika ovih pet kovanica (Somogyi
2010, str. 446). Vidi i Separovié 2021, str. 42-44.

¢ Somogyi 2010, str. 445.

7 Korosec 1958, str. 34-35.

Almost a century ago, five imitations of Heracli-
us’ solidi were found at Potkom, near the Zrmanja,
copying issues struck at the Constantinopolitan
mint between 613 and 629. According to Somogy’s
analysis, four of these specimens can be attributed
to a presumed eastern Adriatic mint, while the fifth
was in all likelihood struck within territory under
Avar control.’> Somogy further argues that the le-
gend on this last imitation is of an unusual style,
clumsily rendered and barely conveying its original
content. Such an informal transformation of the text
and other identifying details would have been en-
tirely fitting for a region beyond the Empire’s bor-
ders, at a time when the symbolism of the imperial
solidi was already beginning to fade due to the di-
minished influx of Byzantine coins.®

Imitations are, of course, most clearly visible
in numismatic finds, yet its presence also raises
the possibility that imitations of Byzantine-style
jewellery were being produced too across central
and south-eastern Europe. Such a development wo-
uld have been entirely appropriate to a period of
atrophied trade, in which demand, though in steep
decline, still exceeded supply, leading to the more
or less skilful imitation of unattainable models. The
imitations from Potkom thus appear as a result of
the dissolution of the imperial economic system in
the Dalmatian hinterland, even as they foreshadow
the long non-monetary economy that was to follow.

When examining the technical properties of the
Biskupija matrices, KoroSec distinguished at least
three groups sharing related workshop features.’
Unsurprising as this finding is, it has been largely
disregarded in the literature, with the consequence
that the assemblage has come to be treated as a sin-

Somogy assumes that one of the Dalmatian coastal cit-
ies housed a mint operating without the authorisation
of the Byzantine fiscal authorities, and that its imita-
tions were not intended for internal circulation. While
adhering to the standard norms of size and weight, the
precise rendering of the legends and imperial imag-
es on the solidi was neglected, which would suggest
that the coins were intended for recipients outside the
Empire—in this case, for the Slavs in the hinterland,
who received them as gifts or tribute. The single spec-
imen analogous to the gold imitations produced in the
Avar sphere is of particular importance, as it points
to bilateral contacts maintained by the owner of these
five coins (Somogy 2010, p. 446). See also Separovié¢
2021, pp. 42-44.

¢ Somogy 2010, p. 445.

7 Korosec 1958, pp. 34-35.
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Socijalna fragmentacija

Prema onome $to znamo iz arheoloskog zapisa,
gospodarski krah potkraj 6. i tijekom prve polovi-
ne 7. stolje¢a pomeo je protagoniste kasnoantickog
ustrojstva u dalmatinskom zaobalju s povijesne po-
zornice. Sekularne i crkvene elite u tom ruralnom
krajoliku nisu pronasle nacin prilagodbe na nove
okolnosti, o ¢emu nedvosmisleno svjedoci infor-
macijska praznina koja se tradicionalno nazivala
mrac¢nim dobom. Za ocekivati je znacajniju depo-
pulaciju, koja je nastupila kao logi¢na posljedica
sveobuhvatnih promjena, i to prvenstveno medu
pripadnicima lokalnih elita — najve¢im gubitnicima
novog poretka. No, kako se danas zapravo svi slazu,
dio stanovniStva sasvim je sigurno ostao. Kako su
se oni prilagodili novonastalim okolnostima?

U novom necentraliziranom politickom ustroj-
stvu nije postojala formalno definirana vlast, $to
opet ne podrazumijeva zivot u bezvlaséu i neredu.
Istrazujuci oblike vodstva u sli¢nim, segmentiranim
ili multicentriénim sustavima, Marshall D. Sahlins
razvio je koncept ,,Velikog Covjeka“ (Big Man).
Rije¢ je o vodi regionalne rodovske skupine koji
na polozaj ne dolazi nasljedivanjem, izborom ili
nekim drugim formalnim naéinom, ve¢ svoj auto-
ritet i polozaj u zajednici gradi djelima kojima se
izdvaja od veéine pripadnika skupine.® Njegovo je
vodstvo u pravilu privremeno 1 javlja se u slucaju
potrebe za politickom integracijom nekoliko grupa,
poput obrane, pljackaskih pohoda, suradnje nakon
elementarnih nepogoda i preraspodjele eventualnih
viskova. Budu¢i da moé ,,Velikog Covijeka“ ne pro-
izlazi iz materijalnog, nije ni za ocekivati da bi se
takvi pojedinci mogli registrirati na temelju grobnih
nalaza.

Budu¢i da su nalazi bez konteksta od nevelike
pomo¢i, preostaje tek pogled na kronoloski najbli-
zi skup podataka — prvu fazu ranosrednjovjekovnih
groblja. Prisjetimo se stoga temeljnih odlika ro-
dovskih groblja i grobnih tumula, dakle lokaliteta
na kojima je pocetak pokapanja mogucée datirati u

8 Sahlins 1963; Haviland 2004, str. 320. Prihvacajuéi
Sahlinsov model, DZino zakljuCuje da se dalmatinski
Big Men javljaju kao prilagodba stanovnisStva na kri-
zne situacije potaknute politickim promjenama, blizi-
nom Avara i militarizacijom drustva (Dzino 2014). Uz
vaznu Evansovu raspravu (Evans 1989, str. 159-204),
Dzino donosi najdetaljniju analizu drustvenog ustroj-
stva u poslijerimskoj Dalmaciji (vidi i Dzino 2021).
U domacoj literaturi Sahlinsov koncept primjenjuje i
Bilogrivi¢ (Bilogrivi¢ 2018).

gle, undifferentiated whole. As was the case with
the solidi from Potkom, it is possible that this hoard,
too, contains objects produced not only in different
workshops but also in different cultural milieux. In
any case, the local production of jewellery by me-
ans of matrices, at least some of which were not
of local origin, is yet another symptom of market
disruption. The collapse of the regular distribution
network at the end of the 6™ or the beginning of the
7" century resulted not only in the reduction in pro-
duction, but its localisation, and with it in the locali-
sation of style. It is precisely within these processes
that the reasons for the lack of direct analogies for
the Biskupija matrices should be sought.

Closely related to this is the problem of dating.
While the Potkom hoard very probably dates to the
end of Heraclius’ reign or shortly thereafter, that is,
to around the mid-7" century, the matrices are more
difficult to place. KoroSec’s dating to the 7™ century
certainly remains valid, to which one may only add
the supposition that they are somewhat more likely
to belong to the second half of the 7™ century.

Social fragmentation

On the basis of what we know from the archae-
ological record, the economic collapse during the
closing decades of the 6™ century and the first half
of the 7" century removed the protagonists of the
late antique order in the Dalmatian hinterland from
the historical stage altogether. Neither the secular
nor the ecclesiastical elites of this rural landscape
found a means of adapting to the altered circum-
stances, a fact unmistakably attested by the infor-
mational void conventionally termed the Dark Age.
One may reasonably expect a more substantial de-
population as a logical consequence of these far-re-
aching changes, affecting above all the members of
the local elites—the greatest losers under the new
order. Yet there is today broad agreement that a por-
tion of the population did in fact remain. The que-
stion, then, is how those who stayed adapted to their
new circumstances.

Within the new non-centralised political order,
no formally defined authority existed, though this
is not to say that its absence entailed lawlessness or
disorder. Examining forms of leadership in compa-
rably segmented or multicentred systems, Marshall
D. Sahlins formulated the concept of the ‘Big Man’:
the leader of a regional kin-based group, who arri-
ved at his position neither through inheritance
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STANKOVCI~ KLARICA KUCE
Spaseni dio starohrvatske nekropole

MJ. 1:100

S1. 2 - Tlocrt groblja Stankovei — Klari¢a kuce / (preuzeto iz: Belosevi¢ 1975, str. 192)
Fig. 2 - Ground plan of the Stankovci — Klarica kuce cemetery (after: Belosevi¢ 1975, str. 192)

prvu polovinu 8. stolje¢a: Nin — Materiza, Krneza
— DusSevic¢a glavica, Kasi¢ — Razbojine, Smil¢i¢ —
Kulica, Biljane Donje / Trljuge — Przine, Stankovci
— Klari¢a kuce, Orli¢ — Zadruga, LuCane — Bare te
Glavice (Gluvine kuée I i II, Jojine kuée).” Rijeé
je o grobljima s ne viSe od tridesetak pokojnika,
uglavnom i znatno manje, na kojima gotovo da
nema dijagnosti¢kih nalaza. Karakterizira ih ekstre-
mno nizak udio djecjih grobova, a posebna su i po
posudama s ¢esljastim ukrasom, registriranima na
vedini groblja, te tragovima paljenja vatre u svoj-
stvu pogrebnog obreda. Te poveznice sugeriraju da
nije rije¢ o gotovo potpuno devastiranim grobljima
koja su izvorno mogla brojiti viSe od stotinu gro-
bova, poput Zdrijaca ili Velima, ve¢ da se radi o
kronoloski ogranicenom kulturnom fenomenu pro-
uzro¢enom socioekonomskim promjenama u tadas-

®  Vidi Alajbeg 2022 i citiranu literaturu.

nor election nor any other formal mechanism, but
rather earned his authority and standing within the
community through deeds that distinguished him
from the majority of its members.® Such leadership
tended to be temporary in character, arising where-
ver several groups required political integration —
for defence, raiding expeditions, cooperation in the
wake of natural disasters, or for the redistribution
of any surplus. Since the power of the “Big Man”

8 Sahlins 1963; Haviland 2004, p. 320. Adopting Sahl-
ins’s model, Dzino argues that Dalmatian Big Men
emerged as an adaptation by the population to crisis
situations brought about by political change, the prox-
imity of the Avars, and the militarisation of society
(Dzino 2014). Alongside Evans’s important discussion
(Evans 1989, pp. 159-204), Dzino offers the most de-
tailed analysis of social organisation in post-Roman
Dalmatia (see also Dzino 2021). Within Croatian
scholarship, Sahlins’s concept has also been applied
by Bilogrivi¢ (Bilogrivi¢ 2018).
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S1. 3 - Stankovei — Klari¢a kuce, djecji grob 10,
jedan od rijetkih ukopa djece na grobljima ove faze
(preuzeto iz: Belosevi¢ 1975, str. 195)

Fig. 3 — Klarica kuce, child’s Grave 10, one of the few
child burials in cemeteries of this phase
(taken from: Belosevi¢ 1975, str. 195)

njoj Dalmaciji. Broj ranosrednjovjekovnih grobova
u nevelikim i osamljenim prapovijesnim tumulima
nije ni mogao biti visok, stoga sdm odabir takve lo-
kacije za groblje potvrduje inicijalnu namjeru uka-
panja malog broja ljudi.

Vrlo nizak broj pokojnika na tim grobljima pr-
venstveno je rezultat pucanja dotadasnjih ¢imbe-
nika socijalne kohezije: administrativnog aparata,
crkvene organizacije i gospodarstva ¢iji su nositelji
bili krupni zemljoposjednici. Raspad sustava zato je
mogao biti vrlo brz i temeljit, kao Sto se i nazire iz
arheoloskog zapisa, jer nijedna od tih triju sastav-
nica nije mogla samostalno nastaviti funkcionirati.
Logican refleks medu preostalim stanovniStvom
bilo je socijalno fragmentiranje, pri ¢emu glav-
ni oblici drustvene organizacije postaju srodstvo i

did not derive from material wealth, one would not
expect such individuals to be identifiable on the ba-
sis of grave finds.

Since finds without context are of limited use,
attention must instead turn to the chronologically
closest body of evidence: the first phase of early
medieval cemeteries. It is therefore worth recalling
the defining characteristics of clan cemeteries and
burial tumuli whose initial use can be dated to the
first half of the 8" century: Nin—Materiza, Krneza—
Dusevica glavica, Kasi¢c—Razbojine, Smil¢i¢—Kuli-
ca, Biljane Donje/Trljuge—Przine, Stankovci—Klari-
¢a kuce, Orlic—Zadruga, Lu¢ane—Bare, and Glavice
(Gluvine kuc¢e T and II, Jojine kuce).” These are
cemeteries with no more than roughly thirty buri-
als, and in most cases considerably fewer, in which
diagnostic finds are almost entirely absent. They
are also characterised by an extremely low propor-
tion of children’s graves, while most of them are
further distinguished by vessels with combed deco-
ration and by traces of fire as part of the funerary
rite. These shared features suggest that we are not
dealing with almost completely devastated cemete-
ries that may originally have contained more than a
hundred graves, such as Zdrijac or Velim, but rather
with a chronologically limited cultural phenome-
non brought about by the socio-economic changes
affecting Dalmatia at the time. The number of early
medieval burials in small and isolated prehistoric
tumuli could in any case never have been great; the
very choice of such locations for burial confirms an
original intention to inter only a small number of
people there.

The very low number of burials in these ceme-
teries was primarily the result of the breakdown of
the earlier factors of social cohesion: the admini-
strative apparatus, the ecclesiastical organisation
and the economy sustained by large landowners.
The collapse of the system may therefore have
been both rapid and thorough, as the archaeological
record indeed suggests, since none of these three
components could have continued to function inde-
pendently. The logical response among the remai-
ning population was social fragmentation, in which
kinship and marriage became the principal forms of
social organisation,'* and the effects of this change

% See Alajbeg 2022 and the references cited there.

10 These were, in fact, the fundamental units of com-
munities within non-centralised political systems. On
this, see Haviland 2004, pp. 317-324.
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brak,!® a odjek promjene jasno se ocrtava u pogreb-
noj praksi: decentralizacija pokapanja nastupa kao
zrcalni odraz decentralizacije politickog sustava.

Cini se da je groblje Kasi¢ — Razbojine jedini
lokalitet ove skupine na kojem je registrirana zna-
¢ajnija destrukcija, no treba podsjetiti na Jelovinin
zakljucak, koji nije primio dovoljno pozornosti:
grobovi su pronalazeni u skupinama medusobne
razdaljine od desetak metara,'' za $to je pak izgled-
no da nije rije¢ o posljedici devastacije. RasprSenost
grobova na tako velikoj povrsini donekle podsjeca
na situaciju u Glavicama, gdje su skupine grobova
ili, bolje re¢i, groblja registrirana u duljini od neko-
liko stotina metara.'? Prostorni odnos glavickih gro-
blja upuéuje na mogucnost da se u blizini preostalih
registriranih groblja ove skupine nalazi jo$ pokoje
istodobno groblje sli¢nih karakteristika, $to ujedno
implicira njihovo tesko detektiranje.!* Barem se za
groblja na gredi u Glavicama moze zakljuciti da se
radi o stanovnicima istog sela koji se pokapaju raz-
dvojeni prema rodovskoj, mozda ¢ak i obiteljskoj
osnovi — temeljnim jedinicama novog drustvenog
poretka. Stanovnistvo dalmatinskog zaobalja diso-
zemlji, na svojevrsnom brisanom prostoru izmedu
bizantske obale i avarske Panonije. Budu¢i da ni
u arheoloskom ni u povijesnom zapisu ne postoje
nikakve indicije o stvaranju novog drzavnog ure-
denja, moze se zakljuciti da je drustvo u zaobalju
u ovakvom obliku — bez centralne vlasti, odsjeceno
od globalne trgovacke mreze i rasprSeno na male
rodovske zajednice — docekalo velike promjene oko
800. godine.

Vazno je i pitanje postoji li konkretna relacija
izmedu kremacijskih i rodovskih inhumacijskih
groblja. Od problema nedovoljne istrazenosti i
objavljenosti ne moze se pobjeéi, no ipak je mogu-
¢e upozoriti na odredene okolnosti koje bi mogle
barem malo razjasniti situaciju. Nijedno kremacij-
sko groblje do danas nije radiokarbonski datirano i

1% To su zapravo temeljne jedinice zajednica unutar ne-

centraliziranih politickih sustava. O tome vidi Havi-
land 2004, str. 317-324.
" Jelovina 1968, str. 24.
12 Petrinec 2002, str. 205-206.
Naravno, takva bi situacija zahtijevala pretrazivanje
vrlo velikih povrSina, Sto je prakticki nemoguce kla-
si¢nim iskopavanjima, no zato bi vrlo korisne bile ge-
ofizicke prospekcije, koje se u Hrvatskoj, a pogotovo
u Dalmaciji, jo$ nedovoljno primjenjuju.

are clearly visible in funerary practice: the decen-
tralisation of burial emerged as a mirror image of
the decentralisation of the political order.

It seems that the cemetery at KaSi¢—Razbojine
is the only site of this group where more substan-
tial destruction has actually been recorded, yet one
should recall Jelovina’s conclusion, which has not
received sufficient attention: graves were found in
clusters set some ten metres apart,!! which strongly
suggests that this was not the result of devastation.
The dispersal of graves across such a wide area so-
mewhat recalls the situation at Glavice, where gro-
ups of graves—or rather cemeteries—were recor-
ded along a stretch of several hundred metres.'? The
spatial relationship between the Glavice cemeteries
suggests that, close to the other recorded cemeteries
of this group, further contemporary burial grounds
of similar character may once have existed, which
would in turn account for their being difficult to
detect.’® At least in the case of the cemeteries on
the ridge at Glavice, it may be concluded that these
were the inhabitants of the same village, burying
their dead separately on a kin-based, perhaps even
family-based, basis—the fundamental units of the
new social order. With the dissolution of imperial
administration, the population of the Dalmatian
hinterland effectively found itself in no man’s land,
in a kind of open space between the Byzantine coast
and Avar Pannonia. Since neither the archaeologi-
cal nor the historical record contains any indication
whatsoever of the emergence of a new state order,
it may be concluded that society in the hinterland,
in this form—without central authority, cut off from
the global trade network, and dispersed into small
kin communities—encountered the major changes
around the year 800 in precisely such a condition.

An important question is whether there was any
concrete relationship between cremation cemeteri-
es and clan-based inhumation cemeteries. The pro-
blems posed by insufficient investigation and pu-
blication cannot be avoided, yet certain circumstan-
ces may nonetheless be identified that shed at least
partial light on the matter. No cremation cemetery

' Jelovina 1968, p. 24.

12 Petrinec 2002, pp. 205-206.

Confirming such a situation would naturally require
the investigation of very large areas, which is practi-
cally impossible by means of conventional excavation.
All the more useful, therefore, would be geophysical
prospection, still insufficiently used in Croatia, and es-
pecially in Dalmatia.
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ni na jednom nisu pronadeni dijagnosticki nalazi.'
Najévrséi kronoloski pokazatelj je stratigrafska se-
kvenca u Dubravicama, gdje je horizont s urnama
djelomicno unisten ukapanjem kosturnih grobova, i
to onih u kojima su pronadeni solid Konstantina V. i
LavalV. (760.—775.) te zvjezdolike nausnice. Mali
broj ukopa na kremacijskim grobljima i izostanak
dijagnostickih nalaza definitivno nalikuju rodov-
skim grobljima, $to je jo$ jedan od razloga zasto bi
pojavu obicaja spaljivanja pokojnika trebalo datira-
ti u razdoblje prije socijalnih preslagivanja krajem
8. stoljeca.

Nedostatak dijagnosti¢kih nalaza ujedno je i po-
sljedica ekonomske prilagodbe stanovnistva, to jest
zaokreta prema osiguravanju opstanka. Ekonomski
kapital, koji je u kasnoanticko doba bio temelj hije-
rarhijskog, institucionalnog i redistributivnog pore-
tka, u postimperijalnom razdoblju gubi sposobnost
konverzije u trajnu druStvenu i simbolicku nadmo¢
te se svodi na neposredni resurs reprodukcije za-
jednice. Proizvodnja viSe ne generira akumulativ-
ne viskove koji bi se mogli institucionalizirati, ve¢
osigurava minimalne materijalne uvjete opstanka
lokalnih skupina.'® Lokalna je razmjena svakako
postojala i bila je prvenstveno potaknuta visokim ili
niskim poljoprivrednim prinosima, a mijenjalo se
za druge prehrambene proizvode ili obrtni¢ke ruko-
tvorine.'® Trampa je tako mogla omoguciti i kolanje
jedinih stilski senzitivnih lokalnih proizvoda u on-
dasnjem zaobalju — keramickih posuda.

Doba lokalizacije

Da su keramicke posude i predmeti dnevne upo-
trebe na rodovskim grobljima mahom proizvode-
ni lokalno i nije neka novost. Pucanje trgovackih
mreza rezultiralo je gotovo pa potpunim prestan-
kom dotoka nakita, novca ali i ostalih dobara. No
to nije moglo prouzrociti potpuni nestanak specija-
liziranog rada. Lokalne zajednice imale su loncare,
kovace i druge obrtnike. Dok su gliniSta temeljni
zivotni resurs koji je i najmanja zajednica ima-
la u neposrednom okruzenju, bas kao izvore vode
ili plodnu zemlju, nabava metala za izradu oruda
ili nakita iziskivala je kontakt s nesSto udaljenijim
zajednicama. Priobalni pojas prili¢no je siromaSan
metalnim rudama, a najbliza lezista zeljeza, bakra i

4O ranosrednjovjekovnim kremacijskim grobljima u

Dalmaciji vidi Bilogrivi¢ 2018.
15 Alajbeg 2014, str. 158.
16 Loseby 2008, str. 619.

has yet been radiocarbon dated, nor have diagnostic
finds been recovered from any of them.' The most
reliable chronological indicator remains the strati-
graphic sequence at Dubravice, where the urn hori-
zon was partially destroyed by later skeletal burials,
including those in which a solidus of Constantine
V and Leo IV (760-775) and star-shaped earrings
were found. The small number of burials within
cremation cemeteries and the absence of diagnostic
finds certainly resemble the clan cemeteries, which
is a further reason to date the emergence of crema-
tion as a funerary rite to the period preceding the
social realignments at the end of the 8" century.

At the same time, the absence of diagnostic fin-
ds is a consequence of the population’s economic
adaptation, that is, of a turn towards the mere ma-
intenance of subsistence. Economic capital, which
in the late antique period had formed the basis of
a hierarchical, institutional and redistributive order,
lost in the post-imperial period its capacity to be
converted into lasting social and symbolic domi-
nance, and was reduced instead to the immediate
resource of communal reproduction. Production ce-
ased to generate cumulative surpluses that could be
institutionalised, but secured instead merely the mi-
nimum material conditions required for local grou-
ps to survive.'® Local exchange certainly continued,
driven above all by variations in agricultural yield,
whether high or low, and goods were exchanged for
other foodstuffs or for craft products.'® Barter thus
may have enabled the circulation of the only styli-
stically sensitive local products in the hinterland at
that time—ceramic vessels.

The age of localisation

It is hardly a new observation that ceramic ve-
ssels and everyday objects found in kin cemeteries
were, for the most part, produced locally. The bre-
akdown of trade networks resulted in the near-com-
plete cessation of the influx of jewellery, coinage
and other goods. Yet this could not have caused the
complete disappearance of specialised labour. Local
communities retained their potters, smiths and other
craftsmen. Clay deposits, much like water sources
or fertile land, formed a basic resource available
even to the smallest community in its immediate

4 For early medieval cremation cemeteries in Dalmatia,

see Bilogrivi¢ 2018.
15 Alajbeg 2014, p. 158.
16 Loseby 2008, p. 619.
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srebra nalazila su se u Bosni i na Baniji.!” Potraznja
za metalom bila je mozda i najsnazniji pokretac
razmjene, koja je ¢ak i u doba nerazvijene trgovi-
ne pridonosila kolikoj-tolikoj razmjeni kulturnih
obrazaca. No prvo ¢emo se nakratko osvrnuti na, uz
zeljezne nozeve, najbrojnije nalaze na rodovskim
grobljima — keramicke posude.

Proucavanje ranosrednjovjekovne grobne kera-
mike u domacoj je arheologiji uglavnom zanema-
reno, vjerojatno zbog stava da ne nosi kronoloski
osjetljiva obiljezja."® Jedan od najrelevantnijih
osvrta na tu problematiku, premda prilicno opcenit,
i dalje ostaje poglavlje o keramici u Belosevic¢evoj
Materijalnoj kulturi, danas gotovo pola stoljeca sta-
roj publikaciji. Njegovu se pregledu nema §to za-
mjeriti, tim viSe $to je u tom trenutku takav osvrt
bio nemali korak prema konkretnijoj sistematizaciji
1 tipoloskoj klasifikaciji keramic¢kog fundusa. Doi-
ma se da je nedovoljan napredak u analizi keramike
posljedica drastiénog pada broja novootkrivenih, a
pogotovo objavljenih ranosrednjovjekovnih groblja
tijekom posljednjih Cetiriju desetljeca."

Imajuéi u vidu prethodno receno, potrebno se
detaljnije osvrnuti na BeloSevi¢eva razmatranja. On
naglaSava da ranosrednjovjekovna grobna kerami-
ka u Dalmaciji nosi sve bitne tehnolosko-tipoloske
karakteristike slavenskog loncarstva. Tehnoloske
razlike medu posudama ponajvise ovise o sastavu
gline 1 nacinu pecenja, a morfoloski je Citav fun-
dus posuda podijelio u dvije temeljne skupine.
Prvu tvore lonci jajolikog, trbusastog ili blago bi-
koni¢nog oblika, kratkog vrata i Sirokog oboda te
najcesce asimetricnog tijela, a odredio ju je kao ke-
ramiku tipicno slavenskih oblika.*® Drugoj, znatno
malobrojnijoj skupini, pribraja posude s ru¢icama,

17" Lazi¢, Zovko Brodarac 2019.

18 Vidi Fabijani¢ 2008, str. 162—163, 169.

Y Glede materijala s relativno novijih istrazivanja, zna-
¢ajan doprinos predstavljaju radovi o keramici iz Pod-
vr$ja i Krneze, s tim da je na Glav¢inama rije¢ o na-
seobinskoj keramici — kategoriji koja je bila prakticki
nepoznata (Gusar 2009; Gusar 2012; Gusar, Vujevic¢
2012). Vidi jos i: Beki¢ 2016; Fabijani¢, Karadole,
Krncevic¢ 2025; JerSek 2025.

Beki¢ istice da su dalmatinski lonci znatno manji nego
na sjevernijim slavenskim podrucjima, $to objasnjava
jednostavnom ¢injenicom da iz Dalmacije poznajemo
samo grobnu keramiku. Usto dalmatinsku keramiku
izdvaja i po morfoloskim karakteristikama, s obzirom
na to da je najSira u donjem ili srednjem dijelu lonca,
dok su tipi¢ni srednjoeuropski primjerci najsiri u gor-
njem dijelu posude (Bekic¢ 2016, str. 168).

20

vicinity, whereas the acquisition of metal for tools
or jewellery required contact with somewhat more
distant communities. The coastal belt is rather poor
in metal ores, and the nearest deposits of iron, co-
pper, and silver lay in Bosnia and Banija.!” Demand
for metal was perhaps the single strongest driver of
exchange, which, even in a period of underdevelo-
ped trade, still contributed to at least some degree
of cultural exchange. Before pursuing that point
further, however, it is worth pausing briefly to con-
sider the most common finds in clan cemeteries af-
ter iron knives—ceramic vessels.

Croatian archaeology has largely neglected the
study of early medieval grave pottery, presumably
on the assumption that it bears no chronologically
sensitive features.'® One of the most relevant discu-
ssions of the issue, though rather general in charac-
ter, remains the chapter on pottery in BeloSevi¢’s
Materijalna kultura, a publication now almost half
a century old. Little can be held against his survey,
not least because it marked, in its day, a conside-
rable advance towards a more concrete systemati-
sation and typological classification of the ceramic
assemblage. It would seem that the limited progress
in the analysis of pottery is a consequence of the
drastic decline in the number of newly discovered,
and especially newly published, early medieval ce-
meteries over the last four decades."

With this in mind, it is necessary to look more
closely at BeloSevi¢’s observations. He emphasised
that early medieval grave pottery in Dalmatia dis-
plays all the principal technological and typological
characteristics associated with Slavic pottery. The
technological differences between vessels depend
chiefly on the composition of the clay and the fi-
ring process, while morphologically he divided the
entire assemblage into two basic groups. The first
consists of pots of ovoid, globular or slightly bico-
nical form, with a short neck and broad rim, most
often with an asymmetrical body; he defined these

17" Lazi¢, Zovko Brodarac 2019.

'8 See Fabijani¢ 2008, pp. 162—163, 169.

9 In terms of material from more recent excavations,
an important contribution is provided by the studies
of pottery from Podvrsje and Krneza, although in the
case of Glavcine the material in question is settlement
pottery—a category that had previously been virtual-
ly unknown (Gusar 2009; Gusar 2012; Gusar, Vuje-
vi¢ 2012). See also Beki¢ 2016; Fabijani¢, Karadole,
Krncevi¢ 2025; Jersek 2025.
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oblika vr¢a i cilindri¢ne posude te je naziva kerami-
kom osobitih oblika. Za potonju skupinu drzi da se
razvila kulturnim kontaktima novodoseljenih Hrva-
ta s autohtonim stanovniStvom. Istie i specifi¢nu
pojavu urezivanja znakova u obliku grancice, slova
X ili monograma. Dvoji radi li se o lon¢arskim pot-
pisima ili ti znakovi nose neko drugo znacenje, no
zakljucuje da je glavna karakteristika ranosrednjo-
vjekovne grobne keramike upravo njezina lokalna
proizvodnja, u kojoj svako selo ima loncara ili ¢ak
nekoliko njih.?!

Posebno je zanimljiva BeloSevi¢eva keramika
osobitih oblika, za koju, kako tvrdi, nema morfolos-
kih analogija u ranosrednjovjekovnom slavenskom
krajoliku.?? Beki¢ taj zakljucak ispravlja i upucuje
na nezanemariv broj poveznica medu posudama s
jednom ili dvjema ru¢kama na podrucju srednje Eu-
rope, koje se ¢ak i1 u avarsko-slavenskom kontekstu
pripisuju ,,utjecajima starosjedilackog romanskog
stanovnistva i Bizanta.*? No obojica su suglasni da
je ova skupina keramike tehnoloski potpuno podu-
darna ostatku keramickog fundusa s dalmatinskih
groblja,”* $to bi ujedno sugeriralo i da, naprimjer,
vréevi sa Zdrijaca i Klari¢a kuca nisu pristigli raz-
mjenom.

Razmatraju¢i keramiku osobitih oblika sa Zdri-
jaca u Sirem kontekstu, Milosevi¢ ju je povezao s
posudom s dvjema ru¢kama pronadenom zajedno s
polukruznim privjeskom u unistenom grobu u Dr-
veniku kod Makarske. Uvjerljive analogije zdrijac-
kim posudama pronasao je i u dvjema posudama s
nekropole u Dokleji. Zakljucuje da je takva kerami-
ka izravni pokazatelj kasnoanti¢kog kontinuiteta te
dokaz sudjelovanja autohtonog stanovnistva u ,,for-
miranju nove etni¢ke slike ranosrednjovjekovne
Dalmacije®, pri ¢emu odbacuje moguénost utjecaja
kao uzro¢nika pojave ovih posuda na Zdrijacu.?

2 Belosevi¢ 1980, str. 112—113.

2 S tim se zaklju¢kom slaze i Milosevi¢ (MiloSevi¢
1989, str. 356). Belosevicev prijedlog kronoloskog
slijeda, prema kojem najstariju slavensku keramiku u
Dalmaciji predstavljaju urne iz Kasica (7. st.), zatim
slijedi keramika osobitih oblika (8. st.) i na kraju ke-
ramika tipi¢no slavenskih oblika (druga polovina 8. i
prva polovina 9. st.), nije odrziv, jer i sam naglasava
da se posude potonjih dvaju tipova pronalaze kako na
istim lokalitetima tako i u istim grobovima (npr. Nin —
Zdrijac, grob 197).

2 Beki¢ 2016, str. 170.

24 Belosevi¢ 1980, str. 114; Beki¢ 2016, str. 170.

2 Milosevicev je zakljucak i znatno izravniji, jer tvrdi da
se takve posude trebaju datirati u 7. stoljece, ukljucu-

as pottery of typically Slavic forms.?® To the second,
considerably smaller group, he assigned handled
vessels, jug-shaped vessels and cylindrical vessels,
calling it pottery of distinctive forms. He held that
this latter group developed through cultural contact
between the newly settled Croats and the indigeno-
us population. He also drew attention to the speci-
fic phenomenon of incised marks in the shape of a
twig, the letter X or a monogram, uncertain whether
these functioned as potters’ marks or carried some
other significance, yet concluding that the defining
feature of early medieval grave pottery lay precise-
ly in its local production, with every village having
one potter, or even several.?!

Particularly interesting is BeloSevi¢’s pottery of
distinctive forms, for which, in his own view, no
morphological parallels exist within the early me-
dieval Slavic world.??> Beki¢ revises this conclusion,
pointing to a not inconsiderable number of parallels
among one- and two-handled vessels from central
Europe which, even within an Avar-Slavic context,
have been attributed to what has been termed “the
influence of the indigenous Romance population
and Byzantium”.* Yet both scholars agree that this
group of pottery is technologically entirely consi-
stent with the rest of the ceramic assemblage from
Dalmatian cemeteries,*
ggest that, for example, the jugs from Zdrijac and
Klari¢a kuce were not obtained through exchange.

which in turn would su-

20 Bekic¢ points out that Dalmatian pots are considerably

smaller than those from more northerly Slavic regions,
a difference he attributes simply to the fact that only
grave pottery is known from Dalmatia. In addition,
he distinguishes Dalmatian pottery on morphological
grounds, since its widest point lies in the lower or mid-
dle part of the pot, whereas typical central European
examples are widest in the upper part of the vessel
(Beki¢ 2016, p. 168).

2 Belosevi¢ 1980, pp. 112—-113.

2 Milosevi¢ agrees with this conclusion (MiloSevié
1989, p. 356). Belosevi¢’s proposed chronological
sequence—according to which the earliest Slavic pot-
tery in Dalmatia is represented by the urns from Kasgi¢
(7™ century), followed by pottery of distinctive forms
(8™ century), and finally by pottery of typically Slavic
forms (second half of the 8" and first half of the 9™
century)—is not tenable, since he himself emphasises
that vessels of the latter two types are found both at the
same sites and within the same graves (e.g. Nin—Zdri-
jac, grave 197).

2 Beki¢ 2016, p. 170.

2 Belosevi¢ 1980, p. 114; Beki¢ 2016, p. 170.
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Sl. 4 - Keramika s nekropole u Dokleji (1-2) i groblja
Nin — Zdrijac (3-7)
(preuzeto iz: Milosevi¢ 1996, str. 275)
Fig. 4 - Pottery from the necropolis at Doclea (1-2)
and the Nin — Zdrijac cemetery (3—7)
(taken from.: Milosevic 1996, str. 275)
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Dakle, i Belosevi¢ i Milosevi¢ suglasni su gle-
de posuda kasnoanti¢kih obiljezja, no razilaze se u
njihovoj etnic¢koj atribuciji i dataciji: prvi drzi da su
ih proizvodili Slaveni tijekom 8. stolje¢a, a drugi,
jasno je, da pripadaju ,,prezivjelim ostacima kasno-
anti¢kog stanovnistva na tom podrucju® i datiraju u
7. stoljece. Posude s ruckama pronadene su u zdri-
jackim grobovima 3, 23,72, 204 1262, od kojih ni u
jednom nije bilo databilnih nalaza. Stovise, indicija
o pocetku koristenja zdrijackog groblja tijekom 7.
stolje¢a nema, koliko god to bilo primamljivo zbog
premoséivanja kronoloske praznine.?® Datiranje na-
stanka groblja u 8. stolje¢e dosta je izglednije, no

juéi i one sa Zdrijaca, te da su pripadale autohtonom
stanovnistvu (MiloSevi¢ 1989, str. 356).
% Alajbeg 2014, str. 154.

Discussing the pottery of distinctive forms from
Zdrijac in a broader context, Milosevi¢ linked it
with a two-handled vessel found together with a
semi-circular pendant in a destroyed grave at Dr-
venik near Makarska. He also identified convincing
analogies to the Zdrijac vessels in two vessels from
the necropolis at Doclea. He concludes that such
pottery is a direct indicator of late antique continu-
ity and proof of the participation of the indigeno-
us population in the “formation of the new ethnic
picture of early medieval Dalmatia”, rejecting the
possibility that influence might have been the cause
of the appearance of these vessels at Zdrijac.2

Belosevi¢ and Milosevi¢ thus concur on the late
antique character of these vessels while diverging
sharply in their ethnic attribution and dating: the for-
mer holds that they were produced by Slavs during
the 8™ century, while the latter, unambiguously, be-
lieves that they belonged to the “surviving remnants
of the late antique population in that area” and dates
them to the 7" century. Handled vessels were found
in graves 3, 23, 72, 204 and 262 at Zdrijac, none
of which contained datable finds. Indeed, there is
no indication that the use of the Zdrijac cemetery
began in the 7" century, however tempting such a
conclusion might be for the purpose of bridging
the chronological gap.?® A dating of the cemetery’s
beginnings to the 8" century is considerably more
plausible, yet on the basis of the grave inventories
it cannot be claimed that such pottery was not also
used throughout much of the 9" century. Indeed,
a handled vessel, albeit of a somewhat different,
globular form, was also found in one of the rare
excavated early medieval settlement layers, east of
the Church of the Holy Cross in Nin. In that same
layer, the only diagnostic find is a strap-end akin to
specimens of the Hohenberg type, dated to around
the year 800.2” Whether the proportion of pottery
of distinctive forms to pottery of typically Slavic
forms—to use BeloSevi¢’s classification—reflects
their actual ratio in everyday life cannot be said
without a detailed understanding of the settlements

% MiloSevi¢’s conclusion is considerably more direct,
since he argues that such vessels should be dated to
the 7™ century—including those from Zdrijac—and
that they belonged to the indigenous population (Mi-
losevi¢ 1989, p. 356).

%6 Alajbeg 2014, p. 154.

27 Belosevi¢ 1969, 210; Belosevi¢ 1980, P1. LXXXIII.
For the dating, see Petrinec 2007, 81; Petrinec 2009,
158 and the references cited there.
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prema grobnim inventarima ne moze se tvrditi da
takva keramika nije bila koristena i tijekom dobrog
dijela 9. stolje¢a. Dapace, posuda s ru¢kom, premda
nesto drukcijeg, loptastog oblika, pronadena je i u
jednom od rijetkih istrazenih ranosrednjovjekovnih
naseobinskih slojeva — isto¢no od crkve Sv. Kriza
u Ninu. U tom istom sloju jedini dijagnosticki na-
laz predstavlja pojasni jezi¢ac blizak primjercima
tipa Hohenberg, koji se datiraju oko 800. godine.?’
Predstavlja li takav omjer keramike osobitih obli-
ka naspram keramike tipi¢no slavenskih oblika, da
upotrijebimo BeloSevi¢evu podjelu, stvarni odnos
zastupljenosti tih dvaju tipova u svakodnevnom
zivotu, nemoguce je re¢i bez detaljnog poznavanja
naselja. Iz grobnih inventara poznajemo mahom
malene lonce, dok ostali oblici, kojih je sasvim si-
gurno bilo, nedostaju. To nas upozorava da na ovom
stupnju istrazenosti ne bismo smjeli olako izjedna-
Cavati grobnu s naseobinskom keramikom, jer su
u grobovima mogli biti prilagani tek najprikladniji
oblici manjih dimenzija.

Nije znakovito samo to $to se stanovni$tvo Nina
tijekom 8. i 9. stolje¢a ukapa s keramikom dviju
razli¢itih tradicija, ve¢ i ukupni keramicki fundus
groblja ovog perioda djeluje kao hibrid slavenskog
1 autohtonog loncarstva. Do takvog se zakljucka
moze do¢i trazenjem analogija tehnologiji, pojedi-
nim ukrasima i oblicima, ali jo§ i viSe promatranjem
u cjelini: usporedimo li je sa srednjoeuropskom sla-
venskom keramikom, zakljucit ¢emo da je kerami-
ka dalmatinskog zaobalja u dobroj mjeri drukdija.
S druge strane, usporedba s keramikom autohtonog
stanovniStva na obali u razdoblju 8. 1 9. stolje¢a po-
kazala bi u najmanju ruku sli¢nu razliku. Na tom
tragu treba istaknuti i jednu znakovitu razliku iz-
medu keramike iz Dokleje i Drvenika s jedne strane
te Zdrijaca s druge. Usporedujuéi morfologiju svih
ovih posuda s ruckama, moze se primijetiti jedna
bitna razlika: promjer zdrijackih posuda najveci je u
njihovu donjem dijelu, dok su preostale posude naj-
Sire u gornjem dijelu. Podsjetimo da je Beki¢ upra-
vo najveci promjer u donjoj polovini posude odre-
dio kao jednu od klju¢nih karakteristika slavenske
keramike u Dalmaciji.?® Posebnost ove keramike
nastala je proZzimanjem razlicitih praksi i kontinu-
iranim lokalnim razvojem tijekom 7. i 8. stoljeca,
lisenim utjecaja serijski proizvodene uvozne robe.

27 BeloSevi¢ 1969, str. 210; Belosevié¢ 1980, T. LXXXIII.
Za datiranje vidi: Petrinec 2007, str. 81; Petrinec 2009,
str. 158 1 citiranu literaturu.

2 Beki¢ 2016, str. 168.

themselves. From grave inventories we know chie-
fly small pots, while other forms, which certainly
did exist, are absent. This should caution against
too readily equating grave pottery with settlement
pottery at the current state of research, since only
the smaller, more suitable forms are likely to have
been placed in graves.

It is not only significant that the population of
Nin was buried during the 8" and 9* centuries with
pottery belonging to two different traditions, but
that the ceramic assemblage of cemeteries from
this period as a whole appears as a hybrid of Slavic
and indigenous pottery traditions. Such a conclu-
sion may be reached by seeking analogies in tech-
nology, certain decorations and forms, but even
more by considering the assemblage as a whole: if
compared with Slavic pottery from central Europe,
one must conclude that the pottery of the Dalmatian
hinterland differs from it to a considerable degree.
On the other hand, a comparison with the pottery of
the indigenous coastal population in the 8" and 9*
centuries would reveal at least a similar degree of
difference. In this connection, one notable distinc-
tion should be stressed between the pottery from
Doclea and Drvenik, on the one hand, and that from
Zdrijac, on the other. Comparing the morphology
of all these handled vessels, one may observe one
significant difference: the widest diameter of the
Zdrijac vessels lies in their lower half, whereas the
other vessels are widest in the upper half. It should
be recalled that Beki¢ identified the widest diame-
ter in the lower half of the vessel precisely as one
of the key features of Slavic pottery in Dalmatia.”®
The distinctiveness of this pottery arose through the
interpenetration of different practices and through
continuous local development during the 7" and 8™
centuries, free from the influence of serially produ-
ced imported goods.

While analogies for pottery of distinctive forms
can certainly be found at sites belonging to the early
Byzantine cultural sphere, and parallels for pottery
of typically Slavic forms are readily found deeper
inland, the only area in which their coexistence is
encountered is precisely that of the Dalmatian hin-
terland. Yet in the cemeteries of the hinterland one
does not find raw, unchanged prototypes, but rather
their derivatives. Amalgamation, i.e. the fusion of
different traditions, is in fact the most logical expla-
nation, and the cemeteries of the 8" century point to

% Bekic¢ 2016, p. 168.
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Dok se analogije za keramiku osobitih oblika
itekako mogu pronac¢i na lokalitetima ranobizant-
skog kulturnog kruga, a poveznica s keramikom
tipicno slavenskih oblika ne nedostaje dublje u
kontinentu, jedino podruc¢je na kojem susrecemo
njihovu koegzistenciju jest upravo dalmatinsko za-
obalje. No na grobljima u zaobalju nisu pronadeni
sirovi, nepromijenjeni prototipovi, ve¢ njihovi deri-
vati. Amalgamacija, odnosno stapanje razlicitih tra-
dicija, zapravo je najlogi¢nije rjeSenje, a groblja 8.
stolje¢a ukazuju na poodmakli stupanj oblikovanja
nove kulturne konfiguracije.

Konacno, lokalizacija proizvodnje ne odnosi
se samo na keramiku ve¢ i na nakit. Prisjetimo se
stoga predmeta bez izravnih analogija iz grobova
faze Zdrijac 1 na zapadnom Zdrijakom groblju:
lijevanih pseudogrozdolikih nausnica iz groba 48,
zvjezdolikih nausnica od srebrne zice ukraSenih
tehnikom granulacije iz groba 227 i bron¢anog me-
daljona iz groba 216 s prikazom ljudskih likova.”
Pandan tim nalazima predstavlja tipoloski poseban
zeljezni pojasni okov s bron¢anim alkama iz groba
6 na Maklinovu brdu, a u Glavicama (Gluvine kuce
I) par srebrnih pseudozvjezdolikih nausnica ukrase-
nih granuliranjem. Sav ovaj nakit djeluje kao rudi-
mentarna lokalna produkcija prema ranobizantskim
uzorima, a u sluc¢aju pojasnog okova i prema konti-
nentalnim uzorima. Preostali materijal iz grobova te
faze, uz predmete dnevne upotrebe, ¢ine najjedno-
stavniji tipovi nakita, poput prstenja od raskovanog
lima ili obi¢nih kari¢ica, odnosno nakit kasnoantic-
ke tradicije bez precizne kronoloske vrijednosti.

Lokalizacija proizvodnje stoga nije samo po-
sljedica trgovackog sloma nego i simptom dublje
drustvene transformacije. Keramika i nakit dalma-
tinskog zaobalja tijekom 8. stoljeca ne odrazavaju
ni puki kontinuitet starijih tradicija ni jednostavnu
translaciju doseljenih kulturnih obrazaca, ve¢ pro-
ces njihove lokalne preobrazbe u novim, postimpe-
rijalnim okolnostima.

Zakljucak

Cilj ove rasprave bio je upozoriti da 7. i veci
dio 8. stoljeca u dalmatinskom zaobalju ne treba
razumjeti ni kao razdoblje jednostavne praznine ni
kao tinjajuci nastavak kasnoantickih obrazaca. Ono
Sto se nazire jest drustvo atrofirane institucionalne
gustoce, oslabljenih mreza razmjene i ograni¢enog

2 Alajbeg 2014, str. 149—-152.

an advanced stage in the shaping of a new cultural
configuration.

Finally, the localisation of production was not
restricted to pottery, but also included jewellery.
Let us therefore recall the objects lacking direct
analogies from graves of the Zdrijac I phase in the
western Zdrijac cemetery: the cast pseudo-cluster
earrings from grave 48, the star-shaped earrings of
silver wire decorated in the granulation technique
from grave 227, and the bronze medallion bearing
human figures from grave 216.? Their counterpart
is provided by the typologically distinctive iron belt
fitting with bronze rings from grave 6 at Maklinovo
brdo, and, at Glavice (Gluvine kuce 1), by a pair of
silver pseudo-star-shaped earrings decorated with
granulation. All this jewellery appears to be a rudi-
mentary local production inspired by early Byzan-
tine prototypes, and in the case of the belt fitting
also by continental models. The remaining material
from the graves of this phase, apart from everyday
objects, consisted of the simplest types of jewellery,
such as rings made of hammered sheet metal or pla-
in hoop earrings, in other words, jewellery of late
antique tradition without precise chronological va-
lue.

The localisation of production, therefore, was
not merely a consequence of commercial collapse,
but also a symptom of deeper social transformation.
The pottery and jewellery of the Dalmatian hinter-
land during the 8" century reflect neither the plain
continuation of older traditions nor the straight-
forward transfer of incoming cultural patterns, but
rather a process of their local reworking under new,
post-imperial conditions.

Conclusion

This discussion has sought to establish that the
7" century and much of the 8" in the Dalmatian hin-
terland should be understood neither as a period of
simple emptiness nor as a smouldering continuation
of late antique patterns. What emerges instead is a
society marked by atrophied institutional density,
weakened networks of exchange, and a limited ca-
pacity to generate archaeological and historical vi-
sibility. The scarcity of archaeological data is there-
fore not a consequence of insufficient investigation
or methodological shortcomings, but points above
all to a different logic of social functioning.

2 Alajbeg 2014, pp. 149-152.
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kapaciteta za proizvodnju arheoloSke i povijesne
vidljivosti. Oskudica arheoloskih podataka zato nije
posljedica nedovoljne istrazenosti ili metodoloskih
promasaja, ve¢ ponajprije upuéuje na druk¢iju logi-
ku drustvenog funkcioniranja.

U sredistu te transformacije stajala je socijalna
fragmentacija. UruSavanjem imperijalnog i crkve-
nog aparata, kao i drugih mehanizama socijalne ko-
hezije, dalmatinsko se zaobalje postupno pretvaralo
u krajolik manjih i slabo povezanih lokalnih zajed-
nica. U takvu su poretku srodstvo, lokalna pripad-
nost i prilagodba okoliSu nadomjestili pripadnost
Sirim politickim i gospodarskim strukturama. Upra-
VO se u toj promjeni mogu traziti razlozi decentrali-
zacije pogrebnog prostora, lokalizacije proizvodnje
i ograni¢enog drustvenog znacaja materijalne kul-
ture.

Medutim, najvaznija posljedica tih procesa nije
bio puki prijenos migrantske kulture na jug, ali ni
jednostavni opstanak autohtonih tradicija, ve¢ kul-
turni preokret iz kojeg se postupno oblikovao novi
krajolik ranosrednjovjekovne Dalmacije. Geomor-
foloska razlomljenost zaobalja dodatno je pojaca-
vala lokalne razlike i ostavljala prostor za neujed-
nacene kontakte te razliCite intenzitete integracije.
U nekim je mikroregijama moglo do¢i do dubljeg
stapanja autohtonih i slavenskih skupina, u drugima
do slabije izloZenosti demografskim strujanjima, a
ponegdje i do izrazitog diskontinuiteta i konflikta.
Zajednicki nazivnik tih procesa nije, dakle, jedin-
stveni scenarij, joS manje etni¢ki monolit, nego za-
jednicki postimperijalni okvir unutar kojeg su na-
stajale razlicite lokalne konfiguracije.

Stoga raspad imperijalnog sustava i migracije
nisu medusobno iskljucivi uzrocnici, nego prvotno
neovisni, a zatim isprepleteni procesi koji su otvori-
li prostor za novi drustveni poredak u dalmatinskom
zaobalju. Pritom politicku konfiguraciju 9. stoljeca
ne treba gledati kao svecano finale transformacija 7.
i 8. stoljeca: ti procesi nisu bili linearni, a jo§ manje
usmjereni prema odredenom politiCkom raspletu.
Njihov je dodatni znacaj upravo u tome $to omogu-
¢uju bolje razumijevanje okolnosti u kojima je Kne-
zevina Hrvatska stupila na povijesnu pozornicu kao
jedan od mogucih, ali ne i unaprijed zadanih ishoda
postimperijalne transformacije.

At the centre of this transformation stood so-
cial fragmentation. With the collapse of the impe-
rial and ecclesiastical apparatus, along with other
mechanisms of social cohesion, the Dalmatian hin-
terland was gradually turning into a landscape of
smaller and only loosely connected local commu-
nities. Within such an order, kinship, local belon-
ging, and adaptation to the environment came to
replace attachment to broader political and econo-
mic structures. It is precisely in this shift that one
should seek the reasons for the decentralisation of
burial space, the localisation of production, and the
limited social significance of material culture.

The most important consequence of these pro-
cesses was, however, neither the straightforward
transfer of a migrant culture southwards nor the
plain survival of indigenous traditions, but a cul-
tural turning point out of which a new landscape
of early medieval Dalmatia gradually emerged. The
geomorphological fragmentation of the hinterland
further intensified local differences and left room
for uneven contacts and differing degrees of inte-
gration. In some micro-regions this may have led
to a deeper fusion of indigenous and Slavic groups;
in others, a weaker exposure to demographic cu-
rrents; and in some cases, to marked discontinuity
and conflict. The common denominator of these
processes was therefore not a single scenario, still
less an ethnic monolith, but a shared post-imperial
framework within which different local configurati-
ons emerged.

The collapse of the imperial system and migra-
tion should therefore not be seen as mutually exclu-
sive causes, but as processes that were initially in-
dependent and later became intertwined, opening
space for a new social order in the Dalmatian hin-
terland. The political configuration of the 9™ cen-
tury should not, in turn, be viewed as the solemn
culmination of the transformations of the 7% and 8*
centuries: these processes were not linear, still less
directed towards any predetermined political outco-
me. Their additional significance lies precisely in
the fact that they allow for a better understanding of
the circumstances in which the Principality of Cro-
atia stepped onto the historical stage as one of the
possible, but by no means preordained, outcomes of
post-imperial transformation.
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