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	 *	 Krešimir Filipec, PhD. Archaeological Institute of the Faculty of Humanities and Social Sciences, 
University of Zagreb (the Republic of Croatia).

Krešimir Filipec*

Editorial
Úvodník / Uvodnik

It is our great pleasure to present the 
third volume of the journal Studia Car-

pathico-Adriatica to all the readers, scien-
tists and other interested professionals. 
This volume is the result of the cooper-
ation of the Croatian-Slovak Committee 
for the Humanities, and the published 
papers were presented at the scientific 
conference “From the Carpathians to the 
Adriatic: the Archeology of the Migration 
Period and the Middle Ages” from June 
15th to 18th, 2022 at the University of Trnava 
in Slovakia. At the opening of the confer-
ence, the following spoke: University of 
Trnava Provost Miloš Lachner and Croa-
tian Ambassador in Slovakia Aleksandar 
Heina, together with Martina Klofáčova 
from The Ministry of Education, Science, 
Research and Sport of the Slovak Repub-
lic and Staša Skenžić from The Ministry 
of Science and Education of the Republic 
of Croatia. The Croatian-Slovak commit-
tee is active at both ministries and led 
by Prof. Martin Homza from The Faculty 
of Philosophy of Comenius University in 
Bratislava and Prof. Željko Holjevac from 
The Institute of Social Sciences Ivo Pilar 
in Zagreb, who bear the greatest credit 
for the continuation of this fruitful col-
laboration and that the fourth meeting of 
the Committee was held. Archaeologists 
from Slovak and Croatian institutions 
participated in the scientific conference. 
The lectures aimed to raise awareness of 
everything that unites these two Central 

European countries positioned along 
the northern and southern sides of the 
Pannonian Plain, along the Carpathian 
Mountains and the Adriatic Sea, from 
Late Antiquity through the Middle and 
Modern Ages. The presentations cov-
ered a wide variety of topics related to 
various aspects of our history, the time 
before the great waves of migration, the 
period in which various Slavic peoples, 
including the Croats, came to their new 
residences and occupied their new land, 
which they have as a heritage to this day. 
Similarities, but also differences, experi-
ences and similar and different processes 
were emphasized because life in a new 
space was not always the same. Finally, 
from the end of the 11th and the begin-
ning of the 12th century, both peoples 
found themselves under the rule of the 
same common rulers – the experiences 
are different.

The papers cover a wide variety of 
topics. Jana Škrgulja‘s paper researches 
issues of identity and ethnicity during the 
5th century, deals with the southern part 
of Pannonia, but also with general issues 
of the role of identity in society and draws 
parallels with today‘s society, and the 
conclusions from the present are trans-
ferred to events from the past. In her pa-
per, Petra Nikšić also deals with the Late 
Antiquity period and tries to determine 
the distribution pattern of Mediterranean 
imported tableware in the southern part 
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of the Noric-Pannonian border area and 
to assess to what extent these findings 
serve as an indicator of the preservation 
of communications and trade until the 
end of Late Antiquity in that area, includ-
ing the time of Slavic migrations.

Tomáš König deals with the oldest 
Slavic history and the time of the con-
quest of the new homeland, and at the 
center of his research is the questioning 
of an archaeological phenomenon known 
throughout the researched area: flat buri-
als, including isolated graves, with traces 
of burning, which are closely associated 
in the literature with the oldest archae-
ological cultures characteristic of early 
Slavic, and somewhat younger burials 
under mounds are also processed. North 
of the Sava River, Slavs, whose migration 
started from the middle Danube, settled 
in the early Slavic period. The occupa-
tion of the area, which is located in the 
south, by the Slavs, happened probably 
after the middle of the 7th century, and it 
cannot be ruled out that it was in connec-
tion with the Avar Kaganate, its strong 
influence and interests. The image we 
have speaks of the different genesis of 
the two ecumene they represent, which 
are still clearly separated spatially. In the 
area north of the Danube, the appearance 
of the early Slavs is correlated with the 
border line of expansion of the late Avar 
Kaganate. This topic, about the Slavs and 
early Slavic history, was also touched 
upon in the Reviews by the eminent 
Czech archaeologist Naďa Profantová.

Ante Alajbeg’s paper is in search of the 
7th and early 8th centuries in Dalmatia. He 
deals with kinship and funeral practices 
in early medieval Dalmatia. It opens many 
questions, such as the origin of elites and 
explains the appearance of new, different 
phenomena. New forms begin to appear 
along the eastern borders of the Frankish 
Kingdom and Empire, and some show 

very great similarities between Croatia in 
the Mediterranean and Great Moravia in 
the northern part of the Carpathian Ba-
sin. No area in this part of Europe has so 
many Frankish imports, so much quality 
material, as Croatia and Great Moravia. 
Undoubtedly there must be a causal link, 
connections and influences, but also peo-
ple and nobility who reacted in a similar 
way at that time. In this sense, the pa-
per of Petra Jeršek, who singled out mi-
crounits that reflect the grouping of early 
medieval cemeteries in northern Dalma-
tia, continues. By mapping early medieval 
cemeteries in that area, the author sug-
gests that the question of the lower limit 
of the older or “pagan” horizon of early 
medieval cemeteries in Dalmatia (older or 
early Croatian period I) is still relevant, as 
is the question of dating graves to the 7th 
century on the basis of material culture.

Tomáš König and Natália Gerthofer-
ová deal with biritual cemeteries from 
the early Middle Ages that were found 
between the Western Carpathians and 
the Adriatic. Such cemeteries are often 
viewed as unique phenomena, but ac-
cording to the authors, their burial mod-
el is still not comparable. Avar-era ceme-
teries show that both funeral rites were 
a common practice during a long peri-
od, and it is assumed that this feature 
is most likely the result of the common 
coexistence of peoples with different cul-
tural manifestations on the periphery of 
the Avar cultural sphere.

Krešimir Filipec writes that the great 
cultural similarity of the areas of Pan-
nonia separated by the river Drava from 
the 9th to the 11th century is evidenced by 
the results of archaeological research. 
Throughout the area, the same or similar 
processes recognizable in other parts of 
the former Frankish Pannonia are taking 
place, which after the 10th century were 
mostly conditioned by the Hungarian 
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invasions, settlement and formation 
of the Hungarian state, but also by the 
spread of similar fashion. It is an area 
under the strong influence of both Cro-
atia and Hungary. At the end of the 11th 
and the beginning of the 12th century, the 
whole of Croatia was finally more tightly 
connected with Hungary. The processes 
are very similar to those in other areas 
under Hungarian rule.

In the last article, Ana Azinović Bebek 
gives an overview of Croatian pilgrim-
age activity in the post-medieval period 
with special emphasis on pilgrimages 
to more distant places. She emphasizes 
that stronger ties between the north and 

the south never existed before that time, 
when two pilgrimage sites – Remete in 
Croatia and Marianka in Slovakia, in-
spired by the Habsburg dynasty, were 
connected. She concludes that today 
there are not so many pilgrimages of 
Croats to Marianka, but they are still ac-
tive, thanks to the Croats from Gradišće 
living in the vicinity of Bratislava, who 
revived the annual votive pilgrimage of 
Croats to that old Marian shrine.

At the end of the magazine there are 
reviews, various contributions and news.

I believe that everyone will find 
something for themselves in this issue of 
the journal.





From the Carpathians 
to the Adriatic:  
The Archeology 

of the Migration Period 
and the Middle Ages
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	 *	 Mag. archeol. Jana Škrgulja, University of Zagreb, Faculty of Humanities and Social Sciences (the 
Republic of Croatia).

Jana Škrgulja*

Uncovering of Ethnic Identities in 
Southern Panonnia during the 5th 

Century
Razotkrivanje etničkih identiteta u Južnoj Panoniji tijekom 5. stoljeća / 

Odhaľovanie etnických identít v južnej Panónii v 5. storočí

Rad istražuje pitanja identiteta i etniciteta tijekom 5. stoljeća. Sukladno naslovu, odnosi se na 
južnu Panoniju, ali se bavi i općim pitanjima uloge identiteta u društvu. Povlače se paralele 
s današnjim društvom, a zaključci iz sadašnjosti prenose se na događaje iz prošlosti. Propituju 
se arheološke metode s obzirom na korištenje narativnih izvora u svrhu arheološke interpretacije 
kao i postmodernističke hiperkritičnosti i potpunog odbacivanja kulturno-historijske metode.

Ključne riječi: identiteti, etnicitet, Južna Panonija

Identity is a grouping of qualities, at-
tributes and values that define how 

we view ourselves, and how we think 
other people see us. Every person has 
lot ś of varies of their own identity, and 
that parts of inner self help each person 
to connect with other people, to feel in-
ner sense of self and our core. People can 
lose their identity, too. When that hap-
pens, we can follow different changes in 
a life of a person. We can observe chang-
es in the workplace, loss of profession, 
loss of a role in the society. This kind of 
personal loss creates an empty space.

Identity should not come from what 
others think about certain person. On the 
other hand, we should include personal 
worry about being judged by others in the 
society. The result is creation of the image 
or presentation to the others. Sometimes 
it is different what one could feel inside 

and what the same person shows on the 
outside. This could be a problem.

In 5th century Southern Panonnia it 
could have been an often problem with 
various people who changed their loy-
alty to certain tribe, depending on what 
the current political circumstances were 
and what was better for the individual at 
the certain moment. As we know, people 
at that time no longer based their affil-
iation on inheritance alone, but instead 
sided with the stronger leader. During 
the period of the great migrations, due to 
large migrations that took place in a rel-
atively short time, belonging to a certain 
group was not based solely on inher-
itance, but it was also subject to change, 
so sometimes people knew how to side 
with the group from which they could 
have more benefits, meaning they would 
go where they saw better predispositions 
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for creating a better quality of life. This 
is especially visible in the attempt to co-
operate and integrate the newly arrived 
population among the Romans. In order 
for the newly arrived population to suc-
cessfully integrate into the new commu-
nity, they had to receive a certain level 
of external confirmation and acceptance 
by the community they enter or become 
a member of. The level of external con-
firmation is very important because 
dependence on it prevents the truth of 
a person or community from presenting 
itself freely. Such types of integration 
limitations affect personal development 
and the opportunity to spend life in per-
sonal satisfaction. Dissatisfaction accom-
panied by a low level of self-confidence 
stands in contrast to personal satisfac-
tion. Low self-esteem can be related to 
past problems, from childhood, parental 
neglect, abuse and trauma. These factors 
often shape the way we look at ourselves, 
and also affect our communication with 
others and this often shapes the inner 
view and interaction with others. There 
is no doubt that the rapid changes in the 
environment, places of residence, adap-
tation to a different social structure, lan-
guage, religion and culture during the 
great migrations of the population nec-
essarily caused great stress for individu-
als, but also for entire groups during the 
5th century. The quick ability to adapt en-
abled greater success for survival in new 
circumstances, but it also influenced the 
change in identity determinants.

Relations to archaeology

Archaeologists have much to contribute 
to our understanding of ethnicity. In par-
ticular, processes of ethnogenesis-that is, 
the creation of ethnicity and the long-
term persistence and disappearance of 
ethnic groups often are accessible using 
archaeological data provided by archae-
ological material. This review emphasiz-
es the potential for archaeological study 
of ethnicity to contribute to questions of 
ethnic dynamics. We begin by discuss-
ing the background of anthropological 
approaches to group identities leading 
up to the work of Barth, summarizing 
common usage of „ethnicity“ and re-
lated terms, and outlining their seman-
tic range while comparing ethnicity to 
other important group identities. Thus, 
Geoff Emberling describes the dynamics 
associated with ethnicity in early states, 
as well as the importance of ethnic iden-
tity in these societies. Finally, we con-
sider steps involved in identifying eth-
nic groups in the archaeological record. 
There is limited discussion of ethnicity 
in modern nation-states, where process-
es of ethnic differentiation are dissimilar 
not only in scale (migration and colonial-
ism), but also in kind (the ubiquitous im-
portance of racial differences).1 Interrela-
tionships, with regard to identity, range 
from individual identity to cultural iden-
tity, within which we consider issues of 
social identity. The bond that connects 
identity and ethnicity is unbreakable. 
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The concept of ethnic identity or ethnic-
ity can mean different things to differ-
ent people, and its validation in terms 
of a theoretical construct is often ques-
tionable, especially when we talk about 
ethnicity in the context of prehistory. 
In historical periods, validation is more 
strongly justified. Ethnic attributions, 
like areas of culture, may have descrip-
tive value, but their potential remains to 
be determined. In the context of the anal-
ysis of archaeological material, the iden-
tification of an ethnic group is often chal-
lenging and demanding, but archeology 
can nevertheless contribute significantly 
to the understanding of the long-term so-
cial and political dynamics of ethnicity.2

The study of ethnicity marks a para-
digm shift in anthropology: from view-
ing culture as a whole to focusing on sub-
groups of people. Work on the subject has 
even been dated B.B. (before Barth) and 
A.B. (after Barth), according to its rela-
tionship to the founding work of the new 
paradigm3. Ethnicity has been a topic of 
renewed interest since then, and recent-
ly elements of consensus over definitions 
and delineations of ethnic processes have 

begun to emerge. With some exceptions, 
anthropological treatments of ethnici-
ty increasingly have the appearance of 
“normal science”, articulating the theory 
and exploring its ramifications.4

In spite of great archaeological inter-
est in ethnicity earlier 20th century, ar-
chaeologists have only recently begun 
to consider ethnicity within Barth‘s par-
adigm.5 Such delayed reactions are not 
uncommon in communication between 
the subfields, as continued archaeologi-
cal interest in cultural evolution shows, 
but there are other reasons for the delay. 
Thus, advocates of the cultural-historical 
method believed that identity markers 
are clearly reflected in archaeological 
cultures.6 Studies by Kramer and others 
suggested, quite rightly, that inferring 
ethnic difference from archaeological ev-
idence was difficult.7 In addition, archae-
ologists have been wary of studying eth-
nicity because of the ends to which such 
studies have been put. Kossinna‘s work 
in identifying “Germans” in prehisto-
ry is only one wellknown example.8 As 
Rowlands points out, however, archaeo-
logical studies of ethnicity also can assist 
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in providing identities for local groups, 
and so politically empower them; iden-
tifying ethnic groups in archaeological 
remains can have positive consequenc-
es.9 The work of social anthropologists 
on ethnicity gives archaeologists an 
opportunity to understand more clear-
ly and accurately the dynamics of past 
societies. Understanding ethnicity, then, 
is a necessary precondition to adequate 
understanding of the past, in spite of 
Kramer‘s doubts.10

We should also mention differences 
between race, ethincity and nationallity. 
The term race implies biological differ-
ences, linked to phenotypes and eno-
types. Iti s also an outdated concept. The 
term ethnicity implies groups within 
society that share cuture, tradition, reli-
gion, language, ancestry and much more. 
Nationality implies a sense to belonging 
to a certain nation through origin, birth 
or naturalization. Ethnic identity shows 
extent to which one identifies with a par-
ticular ethnic group or more groups. It 
refers to individual sense of belonging to 
an ethnic group and the part of individ-
uals‘s thinking perceptions, inner feel-
ings, and behavior according to ethnic 
group membership. Ethnic identities can 
be based on our biological past, they can 
be influenced by it, but that is also not 
necessary. Person can also choose to em-
phasize certain identities in certain times 
or places. If we observe of ethnic identity 
today, we can see how compex this sub-
ject is and conclude tat it is very hard to 
discover ethnicity trough archaeological 
excavations. Ethnicity in the discipline 

can be defined in a number of ways, 
though it is often implicit. It can be bio-
logically determined, based primarily on 
genetic relatedness, functional based on 
shared cultural behavior, or interpreted 
solely on similar types of artifacts as was 
done in early archaeological studies. Eth-
nicity, as defined by Jones is “identification 
with a broader group in opposition to others 
on the basis of perceived cultural differenti-
ation and/or common descent”.11 Determin-
ing this archaeologically is tricky since 
it requires finding material correlates 
and biological indicators that suffice. It 
is further complicated since individuals 
can have layers of ethnicity expressed in 
different contexts, and ethnic affiliations 
can vary in strength of expression over 
time. Early studies assumed that cultur-
al groups were bounded and homoge-
nous entities that would correlate with 
distinct archaeological typologies and 
artifacts. While certain types of artifacts 
may signal ethnic affiliations, these must 
be separated from those that signal other 
group associations or identities.

We could also mention the division of 
identity into self identification (respond-
ers: identification with the country of the 
origin and identification of the country 
of the settlement) and opinions of others 
(responders: actual acceptance by the na-
tional majority, perceived acceptance by 
national majority, public opinion: posi-
tive or negative score on claims in public, 
tendency to generalize in public), which 
should be taken into account when har-
monizing data provided by historical 
sources, i.e. archaeology.12
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The Migration Period and 
southern Pannonia
During The Migration Period, there was 
a major change in cultural material and 
funerary practices associated with the 
migration of the barbarians into the Ro-
man Emire. Goths, Gepids, Lombards, 
Angles, Saxons, and Franks became the 
dominant cultural groups at the conti-
nent following the collapse of the Roman 
Empire in today‘s Europe. One of the ma-
jor ways of identifying this change and 
their spread is the use of specific types 
of brooches and buckles in graves. This 
single artifact was seen as an indicator of 
ethnic identity. While this direct associ-
ation between artifact and ethnicity has 
been proved false, it is still used due to 
a lack of alternative methods. Primary 
sources are analysed, specifically, Pro-
copius’ Gothic War and the chancellery 
documents of Cassiodorus’ Variae.

This study aims to defend a middle 
ground within the historiographical de-
bate. As we said, ethnic identity is fluid 
and situational: it is hard to see clear 
distinction between Roman and Goth/
Gepid (German), but that does not mean 
there was no Gothic/Gepidic etc. identity 
at all. In the early Empire age, Germans 
were a collective term of Roman writ-
ers for the inhabitans of the area east of 
Rhine.13 For our understanding today is 
challenging that ancient authors used 
the term Germans in different way than 
many 19th and 20th century researchers. 
Thus, not all groups that spoke German 
according to today‘s criteria were Ger-
mans for people in Late Antiquity. The 
Goths, for example, were not considered 

as Germans but, like the Huns, to the 
Scythian peoples. Also, the inhabitants 
of Scandinavia at that time was not con-
sidered Germans since in the eyes of 
ancient geographers Scandinavia was 
not part of Germania. In theory, the line 
between barbaric and Roman was clear 
and strict. In practice, however, these cat-
egories were constantly changing, they 
depended on the situation and, above 
all, they were constantly flexible. Bar-
baric could signify the greatest possible 
contrast to Roman, but it could simply be 
distinctly Roman.14

Science has ascribed to German groups 
a multifaceted important role during 5th 
century. But also, non-Germanic groups 
played an important role during that 
time, starting with Huns, especially in 
time of Attila. Ethnic groups in 5th centu-
ry were diverse. They included people of 
very different backgrounds and languag-
es – multilingualism was the rule rather 
than the exception. Language in Antiqui-
ty and in the early Middle Ages played 
a generally subordinate role as a sign of 
group affiliation. Foreign groups crossed 
Roman borders not only in the North Sea, 
the Rhine and the Danube, but also in the 
north and west of Britain, in North Afri-
ca, Egypt and Asia Minor.

When it comes to the archaeology of 
the so-called Migration Period in South-
ern Panonnia, there are several debilitat-
ing factors that make the research and 
interpretation extremely challenging. 
We may start with the very term Great 
Migration, which is still prevalent in 
Croatian archaeology. The same goes for 
the periodization, since it can be effec-
tively argued that the Great Migration 
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Period cannot be limited to only the 4th 
to 6th centuries, as it is usually taken.15 
The first step towards a possible solution 
of the problems here presented is a nec-
essary acceptance of interdisciplinary 
approach to the research and the coop-
eration of cognate academic disciplines. 
This bearly has to be emphasized now-
days, since such an approach to the study 
of the past and the present has become 
a commonplace. In our case, the synergy 
of two disciplines, history and archae-
ology, seems to be self-evident.16 The 
main issue is how to integrate the histor-
ical and archaeological evidence, which 
opens the questions whether such an 
integration is possibile in the first place 
and whether it is necessary to keep the 
approaches of historical and archaeolog-
ical analyses apart for better understand-
ing. However, we have to bear in mind, 
given their fragmentary nature and, in 
many cases, chronological distance from 
the events they describe – the latter in 
itself posing a significant problem since 
it reduces subtantially the relevance and 

trustworthiness of the historical record – 
their limitations when we analyze them 
and use them for reaching conclusions. 
Moreover, we have to be aware that his-
torical texts were written with certain 
purposes and goals, and that they reflect 
the background, interests and preferenc-
es of their authors as well as the audienc-
es to which they are directed.17

That is to say, the historical texts are 
themselves constructions that offer par-
ticular views on the past and present 
reality and strive, in political terms, to 
convince readers in veracity and reli-
bility of the written. When there is no 
comporative narrative material, which 
is mostly the case for late antiquity, the 
information derived from literary sourc-
es must not be taken at face value and 
be accepted as absolutely truthful. As 
for archaeology, the discrepancy in ap-
proaches between traditional archaeol-
ogy and post-processual archaeology 
is something that also has to be taken 
into account. Indeed, the post-proces-
sualist idea that the material culture is 
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meaningfully constituted and that the 
material evidence functions as a form 
of language, which can be read, under-
stood, dissolved into its components and 
used to access the author, has improved 
the research possibilities of the archae-
ological record.18 However, at the same 
time, the post-processualist approach 
has imposed serious limitations with the 
notion that the understanding of ethnic 
identity is beyond the reach of archaeol-
ogy because the material culture is a re-
sult of the archaeological investigations 
offering only the artifact itself and not its 
explanation or its symbolical meaning.19 
In other words, the archeology cannot 
decipher the ethnic signs because they 
are not mentioned in the literary sourc-
es and thus the translation is lacking, i.e. 
there is no confirmed meaning for the 
discovered artifact. Hence, the archae-
ological evidence would only be indica-
tive of social and not ethnic identity. This 
has led to the post-processualist dismisal 
of the culture-history approach in anal-
ysis of the material evidence as obsolete 
or outdated. To be sure, the ethnocentric 
interpretation of the archeological evi-
dence, which has spawned from the old 
culture-history paradigm embedded in 
the notion that the ethnicity can be rec-
ognized and identified exclusively on the 
basis of the typology of archaeological 
artifacts, is no longer tenable. Therefore, 
the question is whether a person buried 

in a “Germanic-style” dress is neces-
sarily of a “Germanic” ethnic identity. 
Furthermore, how much can the literary 
sources be used for the determination of 
ethnic identity, since they primarily re-
veal the standpoint of their authors, i.e. 
they are ideologically or politically mo-
tivated? What the outside observers saw 
as an ethnically defined group may have 
only been a community of people unit-
ed by the area they inhabited, goals they 
pursued, religion they shared, class in-
terests they stood for or profession they 
practiced, without need to feel any bond 
based on belief in common descent and 
a shared past. Thus, we must not assume 
that ethnicity is the paramount concern 
of any given group identified by the liter-
ary sources, even if it is decribed in eth-
nographic terms.20

On the other hand, this does not ex-
clude the possiblity that the members of 
group desribed in sources as the Goths 
or the Gepids really identified them-
selves in terms of such ethnic designa-
tions. On balance, we believe that we are 
not utterly lost in an attempt to translate 
the archaeological evidence into a mean-
ingful historical construct.21 Archaeol-
ogy can provide, in cooperation with 
other academic disciplines, answers to 
various questions, even those regarding 
the ethnic identity. Thus, the culture-his-
tory methodology, improved with new 
theoretical approaches, maintains its 
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validity and usefulness for an attempt 
to determine the ethnic identity in the 
archaeological material. The preference 
of an ethnic group for certain artifacts 
or the manner in which they were used 
by them may serve in defining the eth-
nic boundaries, which means that the 
material culture takes on an active role 
in formation of a distinct ethnic identity. 
To summarize, it is necessary to look ob-
jectively, as much as it is possible, on the 
previous and current research approach-
es, to detect and compare their strengths 
and weaknesses and to extract and com-
bine the positive conclusions of the two 
opposed schools of thoughts. The defini-
tion of a certain artifact depends on the 
context of the find. If the archaeological 
context is unknown and not clear (which 
is the case with the finds from the area 
taken into consideration here), we can 
agree that it is impossible to ascribe 
a certain find to a certain ethnic group. 
However, if the archaeological context 
is clear and complete, if what is known 
from literary sources offers a firm basis, 
and if complementary archaeological, 
anthropological and various others anal-
ysis can be adduced to corroborate this, 
then the culture-history interpretation 
of archaeological material is possible. 
Translated into an example, if all indi-
viduals buried in a graveyard are found 
dressed in dresses with shared features, 
we can assume with a high degree of 
certainty that they are all members of 
one ethnic identity group which we can 
name, whether they were the Huns, the 
Goths, the Gepids or someone else. One 
further point not to be omitted: although 
the importance of archaeology that has 
been stressed here may seem flattering 
for the discipline, it cannot be taken in 
absolute terms, because the archaeologi-
cal method is often inapplicable when it 
comes to The Migration Period.

Southern Pannonia

The finds from the area of southern Pan-
nonia adting back to 5th century period 
are most often found outside the clear 
archaeological context, they were dis-
covered a century or so ago, and their 
are small in number. As objects, they 
are mostly very impressive. However, 
given the mentioned deficiences, they 
cannot be considered as reliable testimo-
nies of a particular historical situation, 
but offer the possibility of various in-
terpretations that often go beyond what 
can be proved. To interpret these finds 
with the main purpose of establishing 
one‘s shaky hypotheses is something 
that does not belong to the scientific dis-
course nor, however such hypotheses 
may seem interesting, it contributes to 
better understanding of historical events 
or processes. This is especially danger-
ous if the conclusions reached by renown 
researchers, whose personal vanity may 
have influenced their train of thoughts 
and induced them to adjust their find-
ings to the notions that they had formed 
beforehand, are taken as absolutely au-
thoritative and merely repeated in the 
scientific literature withouth re-exami-
nation. It is not the intention here to ac-
cuse or offend, but to stress the necessity 
of following the positive examples of re-
search work done by our contemporar-
ies and predecessors and avoiding the 
mistakes that can be recognized in the 
scientific literature. To add to the point, 
the practice of investigating the archaeo-
logical sites and witholding the finds or 
not publishing the results of the research 
is something that must not be condoled, 
since it prevents the development of ar-
chaeological and historical knowledge.

Having all these deficiences and pit-
falls in mind, it is clear that the area be-
tween the Drava, the Danube and the 
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Slika I. – IV.: Baldenheim type helmet from the vicinity of Batajnica, Archaeological Museum in Zagreb, 
drawing: Krešimir Rončević.
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Slika VI.: Umbo of a shield, spearhead, horse tack from the vicinity of Batajnica, Archaeological Museum 
in Zagreb, drawing: Krešimir Rončević.

Slika V.: Vessel, chainmail from the vicinity of Batajnica, Archaeological Museum in Zagreb, drawing: 
Krešimir Rončević.
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Sava river is still more or less an archaeo-
logical tabula rasa for the period in ques-
tion and it craves for new archaeological 
investigations. Only if we have method-
ologically soundly conducted excava-
tions and clear archaeological contexts, 
especially when it comes to graves, the 
archaeological evidence may be used to 
establish the picture of the time and peo-
ple that are subject of the research.

I now intend to present and discuss 
the concrete examples of finds from Syr-
mia and Dalmatia as instructive for what 
we have been talking about so far. First, 
there is a problem of the Baldenheim 
type helmets. Especially interesting is 
the case of the Baldenheim type helmet 
from Batajnica.22

A find found in the vicinity of Bata-
jnica, which is connected with The Mi-
gration Period and the question of the 
ethnicity of the find, was published by 
Zdenko Vinski in Situla 2, 1957. The find 
is mostly dated to the 6th century, but it 
credibly shows the problem of making 
archaeological conclusions regarding 
ethnicity for the 5th century. It is a grave 
that, according to the grave inventory, 
is attributed to the Germans. A Balden-
heim-type helmet, a spata, a spearhead, 
a checkered armor protection, an umbo 
of a shield, horse‘s bit and a small biconi-
cal clay vessel, decorated with a stamped 
ornament, were found in the grave.

The ethnic affiliation of the person 
that wore the helmet is still an unresolved 
issue. The helmet was found in 1939. The 
information that it was discovered in 
a grave with other artifacts is dubious 
and conflicting. The data about the grave 
from the inventory book in the Archae-
ological Museum in Zagreb are lacking. 
The grave is mentioned by Zdenko Vin-
ski, but the inventory book records only 
the vicinity of Batajnica, which means 
that event the site of the find is not clearly 
known. With all due respect for Zden-
ko Vinski, we cannot disregard the fact 
that there is a trend of accepting at face 
value the conclusions of researchers who 
are seen as authorities. Even Vinski him-
self, in his 1957 study where he had pub-
lished the find, was not sure any longer 
whether there were one or two graves.23 
Thus it may have not even been a grave. 
It is equally possible that the items were 
collected from different spots. Some arti-
facts indeed suggest that they may have 
belonged to a Gepid (sword, a vessel 
with stamped ornament), whereas others 
rather indicate that they may have been 
in possession of an Ostrogoth (helmet, 
umbo). The alleged grave also contained 
fragments of a horse‘s bit and fragmennt 
of a chained armor protection with metal 
rings. On balance, since there is no realia-
ble inventory record, the helmet that is, by 
its feature, definitely a product of Gothic 
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workshops of northern Italy should not 
been ascribed to a Gepid who had alleg-
edly obtained it as a spoil of war. How-
ever, this is the current interpretation, 
which is repeated in the literature. We 
believe that there are not enough indi-
cations on the basis of which the helmet 
could be ethnically attributed to Gepid, 
who could have obtained it in the sense 
of war prey. Also, it is almost unbeliev-
able that the community that buried the 
deceased, a prominent member of one 
army, would bury him with the ethnic 
markings of another army. If we imagine 
similar parallels in the present, they are 
almost unimaginable. The questions of 
the findings from the vicinity of Batajni-
ca do not stop there because, on the basis 
of them, other identity markers brought 
by these findings can also be discussed. 
In the case of a helmet, a spade, an umbo, 
a spearhead, chained armor protection 
and horse bit, we can clearly recognize 
the military character, that is, the offi-
cial identity of the deceased. The helmet 
and the vessel also reveal something 
about the status identity of the deceased. 
The helmet reveals a higher social posi-
tion, while the vessel, which is small in 
size and completely average, within the 
framework of that period, does not neces-
sarily speak in favor of a high social sta-
tus. If it really belonged to the grave, it re-
veals more about the religious identity of 
the deceased and points to paganism and 
the period before the Christianization of 
the Germans in southern Pannonia.

Furthermore, the finds of the Bald-
enheim type helmet from Dalmatia (one 
specimen from Salona, two specimens 
from Narona) are explained as originally 

belonging to the Ostrogoths but, during 
the Ostrogothic-Byzantine war, ending 
up in the hands of Byzantine soldiers.24

There is also the question of the justi-
fication of the thesis according to which 
the Ostrogoths are regularly buried 
without placing weapons in the graves. 
Vinski believed that the helmet belonged 
to Gepidus, which he received after the 
Ostrogoths left Sirmium in 535. Relying 
on Werner, he considered it a work of the 
Ravenna workshops. The question of the 
exact location of the find and its context, 
as well as the absolute interpretation of 
the find itself, remains open. According 
to the finder, all objects (except for the 
vessel, for which it is not certain) are from 
the same grave. This very conclusion 
gave birth to a handful of new questions 
that can be applied to this find, but also to 
almost all the findings that we date to the 
5th century, which were found on the soil 
of the former southern Pannonia. Name-
ly, most of these findings are individual 
and found outside of a clear archaeolog-
ical context and are not accompanied by 
detailed archaeological documentation. 
The best examples for comparison and 
analysis of such findings are provided by 
rare sites that have been archaeologically 
investigated and documented following 
the methodology.25

Concluding remarks
Archeology is a science that studies 
people, their behavior, civilizational 
achievements, traditions, ritual issues, 
costumes and other elements of life in 
the past. Questions of identity, including 
social, cultural, ethnic identity, as well 
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as other identity determinants, are thus 
not only interesting, but become inevita-
ble. The problem, but also the strength of 
archeology lies in creating conclusions 
based on material evidence, which often 
cannot describe every segment of the life 
of a group or an individual. The mate-
rial part should be a clear reflection of 
the spiritual, as well as our assumptions 
about how and why people made certain 
decisions, rejected or accepted certain 
attitudes and changed their identity de-
terminants. The question arises whether 
such complete conclusions can be made 
solely on the basis of the remains of ma-
terial culture. Following the principles 
of interdisciplinarity, we believe that no 
single discipline should independently 
provide far-reaching conclusions. The 
importance of archaeological material 
as historical evidence, even if it has been 

found outside the archaeological context, 
cannot be neglected, nor it can be re-
duced to a mere social identity function. 
However, if the archaeological context is 
not clear, the evidential strength of the 
material is strongly diminished and the 
interpretation must be very cautious. The 
automatism in reaching conclusions that 
cannot be substiantiated is best avoided. 
Futhermore, it is necessary to be pre-
pared not only to re-examine, re-evalu-
ate and re-interpret the material but also 
to inspect and verify the record concern-
ing the circumstances of the find. Such 
an approach, along with new systematic 
field research, will help to assemble re-
search puzzles into a coherent and more 
plausible historical picture of the events 
and research of the population of south-
ern Pannonia during the period of The 
Migration Period.
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Imported Pottery as an Indicator of the 
Preservation of Communications and 
Trade in the Noric-Pannonian Area in 

Late Antiquity
Importovaná keramika ako indikátor zachovania komunikácií 

a obchodu v noricko-panónskej oblasti v neskorej antike / Uvozno 
keramičko posuđe kao pokazatelj očuvanja komunikacija i trgovine na 

noričko-panonskom prostoru u kasnoj antici

Kasna antika bila je vrijeme unutarnjih nemira i provala barbarskih skupina koji su uzrokovali 
ekonomski pad i smanjenje transporta i uvoza keramičkih i drugih proizvoda prema noričko-
panonskom prostoru. Unatoč tome, komunikacije i trgovačke veze nisu sasvim prekinute ni 
nakon slavenskog osvajanja. Cestovni pravci koje su Rimljani gradili i održavali imali su, između 
ostalog, trgovačku namjenu sve do kraja kasne antike. Osnovni uvozni proizvod nije bilo posuđe 
već prehrambeni proizvodi poput ulja, vina, žitarica, ribljih prerađevina, plodova i dr. Posuđe je 
bilo ambalaža te robe ili sekundarni proizvod koji je dopreman na istim brodovima uz prehrambene 
proizvode, ali u manjim količinama. U uvozno keramičko posuđe ubrajaju se afrička keramika 
s crvenom prevlakom (ARSW), fokejska keramika s crvenom prevlakom (LRCW), sjevernoafričke 
i istočnomediteranske amfore i sjevernoafričke uljanice. Mediteransko uvozno posuđe nije jednako 
zastupljeno na čitavom noričko-panonskom području. Na nekim se lokalitetima pojavljuju sve 
navedene skupine posuđa, dok su na drugima zabilježeni samo pojedinačni primjerci. Cilj ovoga 
rada je utvrditi uzorak rasprostranjenosti mediteranskog uvoznog posuđa na južnom dijelu 
noričko-panonskog graničnog područja i procijeniti do koje mjere ti nalazi služe kao pokazatelj 
očuvanja komunikacija i trgovine sve do kraja kasne antike na tom prostoru.

Ključne riječi: Kasna antika, trgovina, komunikacije, ARSW, LRCW, amfore, uljanice, 
noričko-panonski prostor, Lobor

„The Noric-Pannonian area includes 
large parts of the Alpine and 

pre-Alpine regions, the Danube Valley, 
the Pannonian Plain and smaller moun-
tains located within it. In late antiquity, 
six provinces existed in that area, Nori-
cum Ripense and Mediterraneum and 

Pannonia Prima, Secunda, Savia and Va-
leria. Given that this was a geographical 
area of such size and diversity, the focus 
of this paper is on the southern part of the 
Noric-Pannonian border area in the prov-
inces of Noricum Mediterraneum and 
Pannonia Savia (Map 1). More precisely, it 
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is the area of northeastern part of Slove-
nia and the northwestern part of Croatia. 
As the state of research in these areas is 
not at the same level, the number of exca-
vated and published sites is much small-
er in northwestern Croatia, for the study 
of communications and trade routes in 
late antiquity, more distant sites in the 
remaining parts of continental Croatia, 
Slovenia, southern Austria and north-
eastern Italy were sometimes taken into 
account. Besides that, the port in Aquileia 
or perhaps in the nearby Grado, was the 
main distribution center for the supply 
of the Noric-Pannonian area with Med-
iterranean products until the end of late 
antiquity, or more precisely in the period 
between the beginning of the 4th and the 
beginning of the 7th century. During this 
period, a transformation of the way of 
life occurred. A number of urban centers 
slowly or abruptly ceased to exist in the 
form in which they were in the earlier Ro-
man period, and the population searched 
for protection and security in smaller hill-
fort settlements in the nearby Alpine and 
pre-Alpine areas. Significant settlements 
were not far from the established Roman 
communications, but no longer in their 

immediate vicinity.1 As it seems at the mo-
ment, the import of Mediterranean prod-
ucts by these communications was main-
tained even after the Slavic conquests, 
until the beginning of the 7th century, but 
certainly not with the same intensity as it 
was in the earlier part of late antiquity.

This paper seeks an answer to the 
basic question of the extent to which 
Mediterranean imported pottery2 is an 
indicator of the preservation of communi-
cations and trade in the Noric-Pannonian 
area in late antiquity. At the same time, it 
tries to give answers to the questions that 
arose during the research of Mediterrane-
an pottery in the Noric-Pannonian area. 
It turned out that individual examples 
of one or more groups of Mediterranean 
pottery were found at several sites, so 
the question arises whether such appear-
ance of a certain group of pottery is also 
evidence of communication and trade or 
only personal property of individuals.3 
Given that Mediterranean pottery is di-
vided into groups according to the origin 
of production and its purpose, it is also 
necessary to clarify whether all groups 
of imported pottery are equally valuable 
indicator of trade or whether containers 
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such as amphorae, in which food products 
were actually delivered, have priority.4 
The small amount or complete absence of 
Mediterranean pottery in some parts of 
the studied area is also problematic, so the 
state of research should be taken into ac-
count before excluding the possibility of 
communications and trade where Medi-
terranean pottery has not been found due 
to low level of research. The preservation 
of communications and trade by which 

Mediterranean goods were distributed 
to the Noric-Pannonian area can only be 
equal to or greater than what is known 
from the current state of research.

The research of Mediterranean im-
ported pottery in the Noric-Pannonian 
area and the site of Lobor – Our Lady of 
the Mountain was conducted as part of 
the project of the Croatian Science Foun-
dation „Lobor – early medieval center of 
power.“5

Map 1.: Relief map with the marked borders of the Noric-Pannonian area with its provinces, the southern 
part of the Noric-Pannonia border area (striped) and the sites from which the text mentiones: 1. Aquilea, 
2. Iovia Botivo, 5. Poetovio, 6. Celeia, 7. Siscia, 11. Emona, 33. Tarsatica, 38. Vranje, 39. Rifnik, 
41. Tinje, 48. Senia, 49. Svete gore, 50. Vipota, 51. Prapretno, 52. Brinjeva gora, 53. Jurišna vas.

(map by: H. Shek Brnardić, modified by: P. Nikšić)
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Communications, trade and finds 
of imported Mediterranean pottery
As mentioned earlier, imported Med-
iterranean pottery includes groups of 
amphorae and tableware, as well as oil 
lamps. These are North African and East-
ern Mediterranean amphorae, African 
(hereinafter: ARSW) and Phocaean red 
slip ware, also called Late Roman C ware 
(hereinafter: LRCW), and North African 
oil lamps. Amphorae were used mainly 
for the transport of olive oil and wine, 
but also fish products, various fruits and 
cereals. The transport of oil to Noricum 
Ripense is mentioned in Eugippius‘ biog-
raphy of St. Severinus.6 The stages of the 
trade route from the countries of origin of 
agricultural and other products to their 
final destination in the Noric-Pannonian 
area included origin ports in North Af-
rica and the Eastern Mediterranean, the 
main port and distribution center in the 
Adriatic (Aquileia), road and river routes 
through Noric and Pannonian provinces, 
urban and rural settlements, villae rus-
ticae, military forts and hillforts of the 
Noric-Pannonian area.

Agricultural and other products from 
North Africa and the Eastern Mediterra-
nean were imported into Pannonia via 
Italy, Dalmatia and Noricum.7 The port at 
Aquileia was the most important empori-
um for the distribution of Mediterranean 

products to Noricum, Pannonia, Moesia 
and Dacia, for which the Sava, Drava and 
Danube river routes was of key impor-
tance. The main road to the Noric-Panno-
nian area led through Emona, from which 
the road to Celeia, Poetovio, Iovia Botivo 
and Mursa and the one to Neviodunum, 
Andautonia, Siscia and Sirmium separat-
ed (Map 2). Alternative roads led from the 
Adriatic ports to the eastern part of Pan-
nonia, as well as from Senia via Romula or 
Quadrata to Siscia.8 Mediterranean goods 
could have reached the Lobor area from 
two directions, through Noricum Medi-
terraneum or Pannonia Savia. This may 
have changed over time, especially after 
the invasion of the Huns in which Po-
etovio was destroyed and no late forms of 
Mediterranean pottery were found there, 
those that existed, for example, in Siscia. 
The security of communications has cer-
tainly conditioned and determined the 
trade routes by which Mediterranean and 
other goods were distributed. Although 
Tarsatica is not mentioned as a port 
through which Mediterranean pottery 
was distributed further inland, given the 
quantity and variety of North African 
dishes found there, this possibility cannot 
be discarded.9 Tarsatica was a part of the 
Claustra Alpium Iuliarum fortification 
system and as such shows a similar spec-
tre of imported Mediterranean pottery as 
other sites from that system, primarily 
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Map 1. The authors listed the Pannonian sites where ARSW, African oil lamps and African and 

Ajdovščina and Hrušica.10 It is assumed 
that the imitations of North African and 
Eastern Mediterranean dishes were dis-
tributed through Aquileia, and their pro-
duction is located in the area of Caput 
Adriae, Ravenna and Aquileia itself.11

Although urban and other settlements 
and road stations in the lowlands are al-
most always mentioned along road and 
river routes, life in late antiquity con-
tinued in hillfort settlements in isolat-
ed, inaccessible places. Urban and rural 
settlements, as well as villae rusticae in 
the lowlands were dying out under the 
constant threat of internal unrests and 
attacks of the barbarians. Mediterranean 
pottery is one of the rare pieces of evi-
dence for maintaining communications 
and trade links between the hillfort settle-
ments of the Noric-Pannonian area and 
other remote provinces. The cessation 
of imports of Mediterranean and other 
goods into Pannonia, especially Valeria, 
occurred in the first decades of the 5th cen-
tury, and after 380 AD the circulation of 
coins had ceased. Mediterranean pottery 
reached many sites when the circulation 
of coins no longer existed or there is no 
evidence for it, and so it was in Lobor.12 
In Pannonia Prima, Secunda and Savia, 
the cessation of imports is dated to the 
time of the Hun invasion.13 Although this 

data refers to the entire Pannonia, i.e. all 
four Pannonian provinces, the data on 
the southern parts of Pannonia and the 
southern part of the Noricum-Pannoni-
an border area are somewhat lacking. 
Examples of ARSW dated from the 5th to 
the 7th century have been found in Siscia, 
and a LRCW bowl and African oil lamp 
dated to the last quarter of the 5th and 
first quarters of the 6th century have been 
found in Lobor.14 Mediterranean pottery 
dated until the end of the 6th or the be-
ginning of the 7th century was found in 
several sites in the Slovenian part of the 
studied area as well. It can therefore be 
said that the attacks of barbarian groups 
did not completely stop imports into the 
Noric-Pannonian border area, but also 
into southern Pannonia itself. The Pan-
nonian area geographically closest to the 
Adriatic ports certainly did not have the 
same level of trade disruption as the ar-
eas closer to the Danube. Likewise, the 
northern part of the Noric-Pannonian 
border area, which particularly refers to 
Carnuntum, Vindobona and the territory 
around them, shows the preservation of 
communications and trade with the Med-
iterranean until the final withdrawal of 
the population caused by the attacks of 
barbarian groups.15 This is not surprising 
considering that Carnuntum was located 
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		  Eastern Mediterranean amphorae were found, as well as the forms to which these vessels were 
attributed and their dates. The mentioned sites are mostly located in today‘s Hungary, but also 
in Austria and Slovakia. This paper presents data on the finds of imported pottery only at the sites 
near the old Amber Road, that is on the border of today‘s Austria, Slovakia and Hungary.

on the old Amber Road, which led from 
Aquileia, via Poetovio in the southern 
part of the Noric-Pannonian border area, 
towards the north. Carnuntum is also 
the site where the earliest, as well as the 
latest examples of ARSW were found. 
Several forms of ARSW and African oil 
lamps found there can be dated to the 5th 
or 6th century (Hayes 73, 89a, 91a; Hayes 
IIa). The Hayes 73 form, along with other 

ARSW forms, oil lamps and amphorae, 
was also found at Vindobona. In Baden 
bei Wien, an oil lamp of the form Hayes 
IIa was found, which can be dated to the 
5th and 6th centuries. The Wien-Oberlaa 
site yielded only ARSW of the 3rd or 4th 
century, but no later examples. The situ-
ation is similar in Savaria, Salla and Ad 
Flexum, where the latest examples of 
ARSW and oil lamps can be dated to the 

Map 2.: Main (light red) and vicinal (dark red) Roman roads in parts of the provinces Noricum 
Mediterraneum, Pannonia Savia and Italia – Venetia et Histria (source: Gračanin, Hrvoje: Južna 
Panonija, sl. 1; modified by: P. Nikšić).
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beginning or the first half of the 5th centu-
ry. As for Slovakian sites near the old Am-
ber Road, only undefined fragments of 
ARSW were found in Roman Gerulata. It 
is interesting that the ARSW findings are 
also known from Barbaricum, from the 
Bratislava-Dúbravka and Cífer-Pác sites, 
but they can be dated to the first half of 
the 4th century at the latest, so they are not 
relevant for the study of the preservation 
of communications and trade at the very 
end of Late Antiquity in that area. Car-
nuntum and Vindobona remain the only 
sites in that part of Pannonia Prima that 
can confirm the contacts with the Medi-
terranean until the end of their existence.

Most of the Mediterranean pottery 
in Pannonia Savia was found in Siscia 
(Sisak), a city on the main road Emona 
– Sirmium, which is not actually in the 
Noric-Pannonian border area, but it is 
important for determining the preser-
vation of trade routes for Mediterranean 
products. It is also one of the few cities to 
which the Mediterranean products were 
probably imported until the end of late 
antiquity. The ARSW forms Hayes 50, 
52b, 53a, 58a, 60a, 61, 62b, 67, 70, 81 and 91 
have been recorded there. The amount of 
imports was obviously decreasing over 
time as most of these forms can be dated 
to the 4th and first half of the 5th century. 
The form Hayes 81 can be dated to the sec-
ond half of the 5th century, and only the 
form Hayes 91 can be dated later, from the 
middle of the 5th to the middle of the 7th 

century. It cannot be said with certainty, 
however, that the form was in use in the 
first half of the 7th century, but the pos-
sibility cannot be discarded. In addition 
to tableware, North African amphorae of 
unknown type and Eastern Mediterrane-
an LRA 1, which can be dated to the 6th 
century, were also found.16

In Iovia Botivo (Ludbreg), on the main 
road Poetovio – Mursa, a fragment of 
a deep plate or shallow bowl was found 
whose profile corresponds to the form 
Hayes 61a, but it is not clear whether it 
is original or imitation because the term 
ARSW was not explicitly used.17 This 
form dates from 325 to 420. If it is an 
original North African product, it is the 
only example of Mediterranean pottery in 
that part of the Podravlje region. A large 
number of ARSW vessels was not found 
in Poetovio (Ptuj) either. The forms Hayes 
48/60, 50 and 58 dating from the middle of 
the 3rd to the end of the 4th century and 
some other examples that could be dat-
ed to the 5th century were identified. In 
addition to tableware, North African oil 
lamps of the form Hayes I and II/Atlante 
VIII and X were also found.18 North Afri-
can oil lamps of the form Hayes II/Atlan-
te X and Levantine amphorae LRA 4 (the 
so-called Gaza type) were found in Celeia 
(Celje), and can probably be dated to the 
4th and 5th century.19

ARSW dated to the 5th century was 
found in Jurišna Vas,20 as well as on Brin-
jeva gora, where an earlier form of North 
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African oil lamps Hayes I/Atlanta VIII 
was also recorded.21 On Rifnik near 
Šentjur, fragments of ARSW of un-
known form were found, which can 
be dated from the beginning of the 
4th to the middle of the 5th century 
according to the fabric. On the oth-
er hand, a relatively large amount of 
late antique amphorae, namely North 
African spatheia (Keay 26), Eastern 
Mediterranean LRA 1 and 2, and 
fragments of Western Mediterrane-
an provenance were found. Unlike 
tableware, the amphorae are mostly 
dated to the 6th century.22 The Eastern 
Mediterranean amphora LRA 2 was 
also found in Vipota.23 North African 
spatheia were found together with 
Eastern Mediterranean amphorae at 
Ajdovski gradec near Vranje, and they 
are dated to the 6th and early 7th centu-
ry.24 As far as ARSW is concerned, the 
forms Hayes 45, 61b, 67, 73a, 81b, 87, 
91d, 94d and 102 have been identified 
there, which shows that the supply of 
this hillfort with North African table-
ware lasted from the middle of the 
3rd to the beginning of the 7th century. 
The form of North African Hayes II/
Atlanta X oil lamp was also recorded. The 
LRCW find is sporadic.25 A fragment of an 
original or an imitation of the ARSW form 
Hayes 61a26, which was not attributed to 
that group, was found on Svete gore near 
Bizeljsko, as well as ARSW form Hayes 

61b.27 In addition, two examples of LRCW 
form Hayes 3, dating to the last quarter of 
the 5th and the first quarter of the 6th cen-
tury, have been identified, although they 
had been previously incorrectly attributed 
and dated.28 In Tinje above Loka, ARSW 

Figure 1.: a) Fragment of a North African oil lamp from 
Lobor, form Hayes II/Atlante VIII (photo: P. Nikšić); 
b) An oil lamp from Carthage with the same border 
decorative motifs (source: Bonifay, Michel: Études, 
Fig. 209: 7, modified by P. Nikšić).

Figure 2.: a) A photograph and b) a drawing of the 
fragment of a LRCW bowl from Lobor, form Hayes 3e 
(photo: P. Nikšić; drawing: P. Nikšić).
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dated to the 5th century was found, along 
with the fragments of amphorae that 
could not be more precisely classified and 
a LRCW form Hayes 3e, which the author 
claims is evidence of preserved trade con-
nections with the Mediterranean.29

Fragments of a LRCW bowl belong-
ing to the form Hayes 3e (Figure 2: a, b) 
and a small fragment of a North African 
Hayes II/Atlante X oil lamp were found 
in Lobor (Figure 1: a, b).30 In addition, 
a larger amount of several variants of 
imitations of ARSW form Hayes 61a was 
found, which, as already mentioned, can 
be dated from the second quarter of the 
4th to the beginning of the 5th century.

It is often stated that the population of 
the Noric-Pannonian border area, as well 
as the Alpine and pre-Alpine areas in 
general, withdraws from urban and rural 
settlements in the lowlands to the hillfort 
settlements, which then, especially at the 
end of late antiquity, operated as self-sus-
taining and self-sufficient communities.31 
Coarse, kitchen pottery, which differs 
from settlement to settlement, especially 
as the distance between them becomes 
greater, partially confirms it. Neverthe-
less, the demand for agricultural prod-
ucts of Mediterranean origin clearly exist-
ed when significant quantities of ARSW, 
LRCW, North African and Eastern Med-
iterranean amphorae and North African 
oil lamps were found in northeastern Slo-
venia and, somewhat less, northwestern 
Croatia. First of all, the finds show that 
trade in urban settlements has not com-
pletely died out, nor has the life in them. 
In Celeia and Poetovio, the finds of North 
African oil lamps dated to the second 
half of the 5th century have been found, 

which was the time after the invasion of 
the Huns. There are no finds of Mediter-
ranean pottery in the Croatian part of the 
Drava Valley that could be dated between 
the middle of the 5th and the beginning 
of the 7th century. On the other hand, the 
finds from Siscia, where all groups except 
LRCW were represented, clearly show the 
continuation of the import of Mediterra-
nean products until the end of the 6th or 
even the beginning of the 7th century, as 
well as the use of the main road through 
Posavina, from Emona to Sirmium, or an 
alternative route from Senia to Siscia, so 
the Mediterranean products would be 
transported from the Adriatic port where 
ships docked to Siscia.

Other sites of the studied area belong 
to the group of late antique hillfort settle-
ments, and their supply of imported prod-
ucts depended mostly on the main roads 
Emona – Poetovio and Emona – Siscia, as 
well as vicinal roads Celeja – Neviodunum 
and Andautonia – Aqua Viva. In Jurišna 
Vas and Brinjeva gora, the settlements that 
we can assume were connected to the road 
Celeja – Poetovio, tableware and oil lamps 
of the 5th century, but no later examples, 
were found. For the time being, it seems 
that the trade in Mediterranean products 
on the road between Celeia and Poetovio 
and north of that communication has not 
functioned since the end of the 5th century. 
In contrast, settlements in the Kozjansko 
area and its surroundings had access to 
Mediterranean products in the 6th centu-
ry, which can be proved especially by the 
finds of amphorae in Rifnik, Vipota and 
Vranje, as they are direct evidence of trade 
with the Mediterranean. Given the ARSW 
finds in Emona that can be dated to the 
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second half or end of the 6th century32, it is 
obvious that, despite constant unrest and 
attacks of barbarian groups in late antiq-
uity, trade between the Adriatic and the 
interior was functioning, perhaps with 
minor interruptions. The supply of sites 
in the area of Kozjansko and its surround-
ings certainly depended on the roads Em-
ona – Celeia and Emona – Neviodunum, 
as well as the vicinal road between Ce-
leia and Neviodunum. Considering that 
the settlement on Ajdovski gradec near 
Vranje was located only a few kilometers 
from the Sava Valley and the road Celeia 
– Neviodunum, it is obvious that this road 
was used for the import of Mediterrane-
an products in the early 7th century, which 
is consistent with finds from Siscia. The 
other two mentioned roads were of even 
greater importance as main roads, and 
they were surely used in that time as well.

Mediterranean pottery from the site 
in Lobor, according to the current state of 
research, shows that the import of Medi-
terranean products into the area actually 
functioned only in the second half of the 
5th and perhaps the first quarter of the 6th 
century, and the find of LRCW bowl of 
form Hayes 3e is significant as it connects 
this site with those in Kozjansko. Since 
Lobor is a truly isolated place away even 
from the vicinal road Andautonia – Aqua 
Viva, it is assumed that there was another 
local road that connected the territories of 
Siscia and Poetovio, and by which the set-
tlement in Lobor was located. Given the 
borderline dating of the finds from Lob-
or to the period between the 5th and 6th 
century, it is not possible to exclude any 
of the directions from which these items 
could have been imported. Imitations of 
deep plates or shallow bowls of ARSW 
form Hayes 61a and its variations (Fig-
ure 3) from the Lobor site should also be 
mentioned here, and which, if originating 
from northern Italy, as suggested in the 

literature, may also be related to imports 
of Mediterranean products.

Conclusion
The fact is that, during late antiquity, 
the population from urban and rural set-
tlements in the lowlands increasingly 
retreated to easily defendable, hillfort set-
tlements. Turbulent times and frequent 
attacks and devastation caused by bar-
barian groups affected daily life of these 
settlements and their surroundings. Al-
though the prevailing opinion is that hill-
fort settlements were isolated, self-sus-
taining and self-sufficient, and that the 
security of communications and trade on 
main and vicinal roads in late antiquity 
was compromised by war and looting, 
the finds of Mediterranean imports in 
many hillfort settlements give a slightly 
different picture.

The finds of Mediterranean pottery 
are perhaps the best indicator of at least 
partial preservation of communications 
and trade until the end of late antiquity 
because they are a product whose origin 
is easily determined, as is the fact that 
is was transported to the Adriatic ports 
from which it was distributed towards 
the inland. Unlike Mediterranean pottery, 
glazed, stamped and burnished pottery 
are all the product of numerous local and 
regional workshops in the Noric-Panno-
nian area and as such it is more difficult 
to determine their exact origin. Coarse, 
kitchen pottery usually confirms the 
self-sustainability of a site and its imme-
diate surroundings.

Mediterranean pottery is divided into 
several groups according to purpose and 
origin. To prove the preservation of com-
munications and especially trade, North 
African and Eastern Mediterranean am-
phorae, as the primary cargo of the ships, 
provide direct evidence of trade links. 
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They contained olive oil and wine, and 
probably other food products, transport-
ed by sea to the Adriatic ports, the main 
of which was Aquileia, and then without 
changing the container to the settlements 
of Noric-Pannonian area, such as Vranje, 
Rifnik, etc. On the other hand, tableware 
and oil lamps are among the secondary 
cargo that was transported by ships to-
gether with food products, but it was of 
minor importance and occupied a small-
er part of the cargo space. In addition, the 
smaller dimensions of the items made 
them easier to transport from the main 
distribution port. Therefore, the term per-
sonal property appears as an explanation 
for the occurrence of ARSW, LRCW and 
North African oil lamps at some sites in 
small quantities and individually, espe-
cially in combination with the complete 
absence of amphorae. It cannot be ruled 
out that some tableware or oil lamps ar-
rived to some sites by relocation of their 
owners rather than direct trade, and as 
such may no longer have had the prima-
ry link with the import of Mediterranean 

products. Such a case might have hap-
pened in Lobor.

If the appearance of oil amphorae can 
really be associated with churches that 
are usually located in the center of hill-
forts, and not the daily consumption of 
oil, as indicated by the more frequent 
appearance of amphorae in the 5th and 
6th century and their finding location 
near church complexes, unlike tableware, 
which is more common in the 4th and 5th 
century, the lack of amphorae at sites with 
churches and church complexes may be 
explained by the purchase of oil in small-
er quantities that did not require ampho-
rae, but rather other containers, for which 
there is no evidence.

Finally, it should be emphasized once 
again that the establishment of a commu-
nication network and trade routes in late 
antiquity depends largely on the state of 
research and publication of finds from 
individual sites and from entire areas. 
As for the studied southern part of the 
Noric-Pannonian border area, so far more 
sites have been excavated in Slovenia than 
in Croatia, and Lobor is the only Croa-
tian site north of the Sava where import-
ed Mediterranean vessels of the 5th and 
perhaps 6th century were found. Large 
amounts of late antique pottery from oth-
er hillfort settlements such as Kuzelin 
and Lonja have not yet been published, so 
contemporaneous finds of Mediterranean 
pottery may be expected in the future. 
The level of communication and trade in 
the Noric-Pannonian area in late antiqui-
ty can only be higher than that resulting 
from the current state of research, so it is 
more than likely that the communication 
and trade network will expand with fu-
ture research and publications, and the 
fact that Mediterranean products were 
sought after and available by the end of 
the 6th or the beginning of the 7th century 
will be reinforced.

Figure 3.: Imitations of ARSW from Lobor, 
form Hayes 61a and the variations of that form 
(drawing: P. Nikšić).
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This paper aims to help clarify the 
hitherto available information on the 

earliest period in which the Slavs started 
to populate the area between the West-
ern Carpathians and the Adriatic Sea. 
Although the area bordered by the East-
ern Alps in the west and the Danube in 
the east is not bisected by any major nat-
ural barriers, the process of Slavic settle-
ment at the beginning of the Early Mid-
dle Ages (6th – 8th century) has not been 
researched in its entirety.

The subject of research is flat burial 
grounds and isolated graves showing 
evidence of cremation – an archaeologi-
cal phenomenon that can be found in the 
whole studied area. It is precisely these 

funeral rite manifestations that the liter-
ature connects closely with the oldest ar-
chaeological cultures commonly known 
as Early Slavic. Although cremated hu-
man remains are often found in con-
nection with burial mounds, the issue 
here is basically a later phenomenon that 
noticeably continued well into the later 
stage of the Early Middle Ages (9th–10th 
century) in Central Europe.

Source Base
In Central Europe, cremation rite was most 
comprehensively dealt with by Polish ar-
chaeologist Helena Zoll-Adamikowa in 
a monograph published decades  ago.1 
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Although her work focuses on the territo-
ry of Poland, the sepulchral regionalisa-
tion it presents matches the distribution 
of cremation burials over Central Europe 
as a whole. As for the Central Danube 
region, however, the state of research of 
this phenomenon has only been accu-
rately described in the later conclusions 
of Gabriel Fusek in his monograph on the 
Early Slavic period. Fusek stated that ac-
cording to the regionalisation developed 
by Zoll-Adamikowa, the burial manifes-
tations found at the flat cremation sites in 
the region correspond to sepulchral zone 
B.2 This zone is characterised by a dense 
concentration of smaller burial grounds 
and isolated graves. In general, pit graves 
are excavated only rarely there.

The spatial distribution of flat crema-
tion sites in the territory of Slovakia that 
Fusek published in an earlier article re-
mains basically unchanged.3 As a matter 
of fact, only a few new finds and evalua-
tions have been published since. Just two 

finds of an older date complement the site 
inventory compiled by Fusek, namely 
the graves from Lipová-Ondrochov4 and 
Trnovec nad Váhom,5 as well as the more 
recent one from Blatné.6 In the meantime, 
Gabriel Fusek and Igor Hrubec re-evalu-
ated the rediscovered missing finds from 
Fiľakovo – most likely from a flat crema-
tion burial ground, reclassifying them 
as Early Slavic.7 Likewise, the previous-
ly studied site in Bešeňov, which turned 
out not to be a bi-ritual necropolis, has 
also been re-classified.8

For the territory of Moravia, Karolína 
Absolonová compiled a list of all early 
medieval funerary sites showing traces 
of cremation.9 Accidentally, however, it 
includes a cremation grave from a Lan-
gobard cemetery in the village of Lužice 
in south Moravia.10 Likewise, the same ap-
plies for the finds from settlement sites that 
had been registered earlier in Podolí11 and 
Zbýšov.12 Moreover, the pottery vessels 
from the central Moravian municipality 
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of Slatinky were re-evaluated around the 
time the aforementioned inventory was 
published and were determined to be pre-
historic finds corresponding to the Lužice 
culture.13 Likewise, the cremated remains 
from the location known as Přední kruhy 
in the municipality of Staré Město have 
recently been put in connection with the 
prehistoric period.14 Moreover, the finds 
from the early medieval cremation bur-
ials at Prušánky15 and Nechvalín16 have 
also been recently re-examined and it 
now appears that these were not human 
graves. In the meantime, other cremation 
graves have been discovered in Znojmo, 
south Moravia.17 The cremation grave 
from the flat burial ground in Pustiměř 
(somewhat neglected in scholarly writing) 
seems to suggest that bi-rituality could 
also have been practised in the territory 
of Moravia.18

As for the territory of Austria, Wolf-
gang Breibert recently summarised 

numerous finds documenting the prac-
tice of cremation in the Austrian Dan-
ube region in a monograph on the ear-
ly medieval tumulus burial ground in 
Bernhardsthal in Lower Austria.19 In his 
research, however, Breibert focused only 
on bi-ritual burial grounds he classified 
as “Slavic”, leaving out Avar necropoli. 
Andrej Pleterski wrote a separate study 
on the finds from cremation graves ex-
cavated in the town of Enns in Upper 
Austria.20

As far as the area of the Carpathi-
an Basin is concerned, Jozef Zábojník 
also covered a significant part of finds 
of flat cremation graves in his study on 
bi-ritual burial grounds.21 However, he 
only studied the earlier part of the Ear-
ly Middle Ages focusing on the Avar 
necropoli. This must explain why his 
inventory does not include the evident-
ly later bi-ritual necropolis excavated in 
Alsórajk, in Western Transdanubia.22 In 
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the south of the Carpathian Basin, be-
sides the bi-ritual burial ground of the 
Avar khaganate found in Pančevo23 in 
the South Banat region, a new necropolis 
was recently discovered in Šarengrad in 
Eastern Slavonia.24 Bi-ritual burial prac-
tices cannot be ruled out in Čelarevo in 
the Bačka District or in Novi Slankamen 
in the Syrmia region, although in these 
cases the relationship between crema-
tion and inhumation graves is not clear.25

In his study, Pleterski summarised the 
finds from flat cremation graves – mostly 
of an older date – in the territory of Slove-
nia.26 Besides the small cremation burial 
ground in the village of Lipovci – which 
was published in its entirety only later27 
– two isolated graves have been add-
ed to Pleterski’s inventory. One of them 
was discovered in nearby Turnišče,28 the 
other in Novo Mesto.29 Thus, the finds in 
Slovenia include isolated graves and two 

burial grounds: a cremation cemetery 
and another considered to be bi-ritual.

In their extensive study, archaeolo-
gists Tajana Sekelj-Ivančan and Tatja-
na Tkalčec comprehensively analysed 
the phenomenon of cremation burials 
in the territory of Croatia, Bosnia-Her-
zegovina and Serbia.30 More recently, 
Emina Zečević elaborated a cartograph-
ic update of this study (albeit in reduced 
scope) focusing exclusively on the West-
ern Balkans.31 In recent years, the source 
base has been expanded by some new 
finds that have been excavated in north-
ern Croatia. One of them is the crema-
tion burial ground in Belišće, the other 
an isolated cremation grave found while 
excavating the remains of a wooden 
church in Lobor.32 Additionally, several 
of the finds the aforementioned scholars 
had previously described as question-
able (Bakar, Donji Stenjevec, Žminj) are 
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no longer considered to have originat-
ed in the Early Middle Ages at all.33 In 
fact, interpreting the finds from two lo-
cations in the village of Glavice in Dal-
matia (Gluvine kuće II and Jojine kuće) as 
cremation graves raises an issue, name-
ly the absence of cremation remains.34 
From among the burial grounds whose 
field documentation was published, only 
the necropolis from the northern Bos-
nian village of Petoševci is considered by 
consensus to be bi-ritual.35

Although flat inhumation burials at-
tributed to people of the Avar khaganate 
were not the subject of the research, their 
common chronological and territorial 
contexts made it necessary to take this 
cultural sphere into account as well. The 
earlier part of the Early Middle Ages cov-
ers two development stages of the expan-
sion of Avar territory. Scholarly writing 
refers to the first one – narrower in scope 
– as the early Avar khaganate and to the 
second as the late Avar khaganate.36

Source Assessment
Cremation graves have been contin-
uously documented in the studied 

geographical area for over a century, 
a fact reflected in the different charac-
ter of the available data, both in terms 
of quantity and quality. For this paper, 
the source base has been approached in 
such a way to make the best and most 
extensive use of the information at hand. 
This, however, means that only a very 
narrow range of the information avail-
able for all studied sites could be used. 
From the very beginning, therefore, the 
outcome was expected to be of a rather 
low resolution.

The first monitored attribute deter-
mines the level of reliability of the studied 
finds. Based on the data from the current 
literature, it was possible to differentiate 
between reliable and questionable sites. 
The second attribute defines the character 
of the site from the viewpoint of the bur-
ial rite. Based on Zábojník’s definition of 
a bi-ritual burial ground, necropoli have 
been classified as being either cremation 
or bi-ritual.37 The third attribute indicates 
the presence or absence of pots classi-
fied on the basis of their morphological 
features as Prague-type pottery. This was 
based exclusively on the information 
provided by the literature.38 The fourth 
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attribute was the cultural connection to 
the Avar khaganate. This, however, could 
only be documented for some bi-ritual 
necropoli.39

Basic Spatial Analysis
A total of 141 published sites with ev-
idence of cremation in flat burials have 
been used for this paper (fig. 1). The 
current literature considers 20 of these 
sites to be questionable. The relevance 
of the questionable sites is not justified 
in regions with numerous signs of the 
presence of the monitored range/circle of 
finds. Otherwise, however, it may indi-
cate potential use in interpretations.

The sites considered reliable are con-
centrated in the Central Danube region – 
especially north of the Danube River – as 
well as in a small area south of the Zala 
River, which empties into Lake Balaton, 
albeit in a significantly lower number. 
They clearly form clusters in these areas. 
Reliable sites can also be found south of 
the Drava River, although more or less 
evenly dispersed. Among the question-
able sites, perhaps those in Istria deserve 
special attention, as they are the only 
ones known in the region.

So far, the only area in Pannonia with-
out any traces of flat cremation burials is 
the one that extends east of Lake Neus-
iedl and Lake Balaton, as well as a ma-
jor part of today’s Slavonia. The same 
applies for the alpine regions of Carin-
thia and Styria in Austria, as well as the 
mountainous areas of Dalmatia and the 
Western Balkans.

Sites Containing Prague-type 
Pottery
All of the flat cremation graves contain-
ing Early Slavic – Prague-type – pottery 
are located in the Central Danube region, 
with the exception of four sites: Pókasze-
petk and Zalakomár in Hungary – Kehi-
da is still questionable in this respect – as 
well as Bled and Novo Mesto in Slovenia 
(fig. 2). Their territorial distribution shows 
a clear correlation with the existing water-
courses, mostly tributaries of the Danube.

Taking into consideration the out-
comes of research that attributes chron-
ological sensitivity to the finds classified 
as Early Slavic, it is necessary to put them 
in a spatial relationship with the cultur-
al zone of the early Avar khaganate. From 
the perspective of relative chronology, 
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the Early Slavic period corresponds to 
the early and middle Avar period.40 The 
resulting picture reveals two important 
pieces of information. The distribution of 
the cremation burials – especially in the 
Central Danube region – does not appear 
to be connected with the spatial structure 
generally associated with people of the 
Avar khaganate. However, the boundary 
of these two structures or, more exactly, 
their intersections – Devínska Nová Ves, 
Zalakomár, Pókaszepetk – correspond 
precisely to bi-ritual necropoli.

Sites with No Prague-type 
Pottery
The geographical distribution of sites 
with no pottery classified as Prague-
type covers essentially the entire study 
area (fig. 3). Besides the territory north of 
the Danube, it also includes the remain-
ing part of the Austrian Danube region, 
the basin of the Leitha, the Western Car-
pathian basin – more exactly the area 
between the Zala and Mura rivers – the 
Drava and Sava interfluve, the Alpine 
area of Slovenia, the lowlands south of 
the Sava, and central Dalmatia.

The Central Danube is still the area 
with the densest concentration of flat cre-
mation burials present at both cremation 
and bi-ritual burial grounds. However, 
their spatial distribution has changed. It 
actually copies the imaginary line delimi
ting the cultural sphere of the late Avar 
khaganate. Similarly, a spatial connection 
to the borders of the Avar cultural zone 
can also be observed in a small area 

south of the Zala River. Only the sites in 
Eastern Slavonia can be found deeper in 
the territory of this cultural sphere.

Besides the bi-ritual burial grounds 
of the Avar khaganate, the research area 
also contains several bi-ritual necropoli 
of a different nature, which are discussed 
in a separate paper in these proceedings.

Interpretation
The image of the geographical distribu-
tion of flat burials with the presence of 
cremation is based on very different data 
than the one identified with the Avar 
cultural sphere. Therefore, the correla-
tion between these two spatial structures 
might indicate the interaction between 
the peoples they represent.

No flat cremation graves are found 
in a substantial part of the vast territory 
south of the Danube River, which more 
or less corresponds to Pannonia. This 
fact can be put in a direct context with 
the presence of a people practicing inhu-
mation, especially the apparently domi-
nant component of the Avar khaganate, 
the Avars.

With regard to the relative-chrono-
logical level of possible relationships, 
the sites containing Prague-type pottery 
correspond to burials connected to the 
early Avar khaganate (fig. 2). However, the 
correlation of the spatial structures they 
create can only be observed at their in-
tersections in the form of bi-ritual buri-
al grounds. The resulting picture tends 
to suggest different origins for the peo-
ples (whose territories were still clearly 
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Fig. 1: Flat cremation graves and burial grounds, including bi-ritual necropoli. Sites accepted in the 
current literature are marked by black-filled symbols; non-confirmed sites are marked with open symbols.
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separated at this time). However, the pic-
ture that appears when looking at other 
burial grounds with the presence of cre-
mation is quite different (fig. 3). This can 
be best seen in the area north of the Dan-
ube (fig. 4). In this case, the distribution of 
these sites copies the border line of the late 
Avar khaganate. The fact that cremation 
burials concentrate at places where the 
two peoples converge suggests not only 
their chronological connection but also 
that the population practicing cremation 
preferred the bordering territories for es-
tablishing their settlements. Given that 
Mikulčice – one of the most important 
settlements of the pre-Great Moravian 
elites41 – was also built in the vicinity of 
this border suggests that its location was 
chosen in line with their interests.42

To the north and west of the study 
area, the border zone of the late Avar kha-
ganate coincides with the distribution of 
bi-ritual necropolises (fig. 5). It is on this 
basis that the area is considered to be the 
border line separating two peoples with 

different cultural expressions and reli-
gious ideas.43

Unlike the Central Danube region, 
the bi-ritual burial grounds south of the 
Zala River are not distributed evenly 
along the border but, instead, concen-
trate in a small area creating a separate 
enclave. However, this difference may 
not be coincidental and can be explained 
by several more or less concurrent sites 
located nearby.44 The issue here is the 
phenomenon of those burial grounds 
corresponding to the Keszthely cul-
ture, a cultural sphere distinct from the 
surrounding Avar environment. This 
population seems to have consisted of 
Christians of quite diverse origin whose 
presence could have been the result of 
an intentional decision of the Avar kha-
gans.45 The fact that a population using 
cremation also assembled in this very 
region might be due to the same reasons.

In Eastern Slavonia, the cremation 
necropolises as well as the only bi-ritu-
al burial ground known thus far were 
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Fig. 2: Flat cremation graves with Prague-type pottery. Cremation graves and burial grounds are 
marked by black-filled symbols; bi-ritual burial grounds are marked with open symbols. The shaded area 
corresponds to the zone of distribution of inhumation burials associated with the so-called early Avar 
khaganate (after Zábojník 2009).
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located in the inner Avar territory (fig. 3). 
The cultural manifestations of the local 
population point to a culturally mixed 
sphere. Rather than an ongoing accul-
turation process,46 the issue here is more 
likely to have been the Slavs populating 
this territory.

Despite the absence of flat cremation 
burials in the regions of Carinthia and 
Styria in Austria and in the northwest of 
Slovakia, these regions have finds from 
settlement sites containing Prague-type 
pottery.47 Likewise, the same applies 
to some smaller regions in the Central 
Danube region which, however, present 
numerous vestiges of settlement.48 Con-
sequently, it cannot be ruled out that the 
issue here is a sepulchral zone in which 
cremated remains were buried without 
leaving sufficiently important traces (e.g. 
ground level disposition, predominantly 
isolated graves, etc.). Nevertheless, tak-
ing into consideration the information 
obtained from the surrounding regions, 
the issue here is most likely the result of 
the current state of research.

Conclusion

Although written sources repeatedly 
mention the Slavs and the Avars being 
in close contact in the period in question, 
they contain insufficient information to 
pinpoint the places the described events 
occurred.49 However, a spatial analysis 
makes it possible to claim that the pres-
ence of cremation at flat burial grounds 
can be connected with the Slavs.

Slavic settlements in the earlier part 
of the Early Middle Ages can be traced 
by means of cremation burials especially 
in the Central Danube region. The high 
concentration of sites north of the Danube 
seems to reflect two facts. It is the result 
of the estimated population density but, 
above all, the duration of their presence 
in the area, namely throughout the whole 
Early Slavic period. The distribution of the 
sites containing Prague-type pottery shows 
a distinctive self-standing territorial struc-
ture, which most likely corresponds to 
a specific period of time. This information, 
therefore, suggests the chronological rele-
vance of the material culture in question.50
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Fig. 3: Flat cremation graves excluding sites with Prague-type pottery. Cremation graves and burial 
grounds are marked by black-filled symbols; bi-ritual burial grounds are marked with open symbols. The 
shaded area corresponds to the zone of distribution of inhumation burials associated with the so-called late 
Avar khaganate (after Zábojník 2009).
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Burying cremated human remains 
was clearly not a custom related to the 
Avars, as it was common in the Central 
Danube region from the very beginning 
of the Early Slavic period. The absence 
of burial traces in mountainous areas 
– especially in Carinthia and Styria – 
is, therefore, mainly the result of their 
sparse settlement. However, the spatial 
distribution of cremation burials points 
to the Avar khaganate having significant 
influence on the settlement structure of 
the Slavic population. South of the Dan-
ube, this was the case from the Early 
Slavic period. The higher density of sites 
near the Zala River might be the result 
of an intentional scheme aimed at plac-
ing a population of different origin in the 
western periphery of the Khaganate. In 
the late Avar period, this influence was 
also very noticeable in the Central Dan-
ube region. When Avar territory expand-
ed northwards, partly at the expense of 
the Early Slavic one, these two peoples – 
whose settled territories had been apart 
at first – became close neighbours. The 
sites containing evidence of cremation 
burials suggest that the Slavs – who prac-
ticed cremation – would preferably look 
for this contact zone for their settlements. 
In Eastern Slavonia, the Avar and Slavic 
peoples were in even closer contact dur-
ing the same period. This entire territo-
ry can be considered a culturally mixed 

one. It is, therefore, conceivable to think 
that the issue here might have also been 
the intentional resettlement of Slavs.

The distribution of cremation graves 
containing Prague-type pottery basically 
fits the generally accepted area occupied 
by the Prague culture. The southernmost 
sites have been found in Slovenia and 
northwestern Croatia.51 The significantly 
lower number of such sites south of the 
Danube River clearly indicates the direc-
tion the Slavs followed when populating 
this part of Europe.52 It is, therefore, jus-
tified to assume that the territory south 
of the Sava River was only more dense-
ly populated by the Slavs when pottery 
thrown on a tournette became predomi-
nant over archaic Prague-type pottery. In 
the Central Danube region – where only 
more conservative conditions can be as-
sumed in this respect – this was the case 
after the mid-7th century.53 However, the 
same probably applies to other regions 
further south.54 In principle, these con-
jectures fit the conclusions the team of 
researchers led by Benjamin Štular and 
Edisa Lozić arrived at when studying the 
settlement process in the Eastern Alpine 
area from Late Antiquity.55 According to 
them, the basins of the Mura and Drava 
rivers were most likely populated after 
the year 500 by a group of Slavs who 
spoke a different Slavic language than 
those who later settled the Sáva region 
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Fig. 4: Flat cremation graves excluding sites with Prague-type pottery. Cremation graves and burial 
grounds are marked by black-filled symbols; bi-ritual burial grounds are marked with open symbols. The 
shaded area corresponds to the zone of distribution of inhumation burials associated with the so-called late 
Avar khaganate (after Zábojník 1999 and 2009).
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– sometime before the year 700. At this 
point, however, it is necessary to empha-
sise that these scholars used not only dif-
ferent sources but, above all, that they 
deliberately omitted information about 
the cultural classification of the finds in 
their analyses. As a matter of fact, as for 
the earlier part of the Early Middle Ages, 
this would apply primarily to the pots 
classified as Prague-type pottery.

Taking into account the information in 
this study, the following considerations 
can be made concerning the settlement 
of Dalmatia and the Western Balkans by 

the Slavs. The territory north of the Sava 
River was populated during the Early 
Slavic period by Slavs arriving from the 
Central Danube region. It would take the 
Slavs some time before they took over the 
southwards situated regions, probably af-
ter the mid-7th century. It cannot be ruled 
out that this was somehow connected to 
the Avar khaganate, its powerful influ-
ence and interests. This presumed con-
nection might have been the factor de-
termining that – as far as their origin is 
concerned – this settlement was carried 
out by a people identified as South Slavs.*
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Fig. 5: Flat bi-ritual burial grounds, excluding sites with Prague-type pottery. Flat bi-ritual Avar 
necropoli are marked by black-filled symbols; sites not associated with the Avar khaganate are marked with 
open symbols. The shaded area corresponds to the zone of distribution of inhumation burials associated 
with the so-called late Avar khaganate (after Zábojník 1999 and 2009).
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Ante Alajbeg*

Kinship and Burial Practice in Early 
Mediaeval Dalmatia

Príbuzenská a pohrebná prax v ranostredovekej Dalmácii / Srodstvo 
i pogrebna praksa u ranosrednjovjekovnoj Dalmaciji

U skupini takozvanih ranosrednjovjekovnih grobalja s poganskim osobinama pokapanja 
u Dalmaciji primjetan je nezanemariv broj lokaliteta koje pobliže povezuju dva obilježja: mali broj 
grobova i manjak uvezenih predmeta. Dok se na prvi pogled čini da je riječ tek o proporcionalnim 
parametrima, podrobnija analiza otkriva dodatne poveznice. Uspoređujući groblja u Ravnim 
kotarima i Cetinskoj krajini, autor zaključuje kako su groblja s malim brojem pokojnika zapravo 
odraz socioekonomske situacije nakon raspada kasnoantičkog teritorijalno-političkog i crkvenog 
aparata u dalmatinskom zaobalju.

Ključne riječi: Rani srednji vijek, ranosrednjovjekovna Dalmacija, ranosrednjovjekovna 
groblja, Slaveni

The category of sites discussed here 
includes flat inhumation cemeteries 

with no more than thirty-odd graves. Ac-
tually, the number of graves is rather few-
er in most cases. Some of them are explic-
itly designated by researchers as sites that 
are not significantly devastated, while in 
other cases they assume that the number 
of graves was originally much higher. Due 
to the almost complete lack of diagnostic 
finds, these cemeteries have been dated 
quite broadly, from the seventh to the mid-
ninth century, based on ceramic vessels 
and the simplest jewellery types. Are they 
mainly the salvaged remains of once large 
cemeteries, or should the reasons for their 
parallels be sought in other factors? Is the 
lack of imported objects proportional to 
the number of graves, or an indicator of 
the then socio-economic circumstances? 

We will try to find the answers in the area 
of two Dalmatian microregions – Cetinska 
krajina and Ravni kotari.

Destroyed or merely small 
cemeteries?
Several rather small cemeteries from this 
phase from the area of Ravni kotari were 
published more than forty years ago, viz. 
the sites of Kašić – Razbojine, Smilčić – Ku-
lica, Trljuge – Pržine in Biljane Donje and 
Stankovci – Klarića kuće. The cemetery 
at Razbojine in Kašić was excavated after 
a number of graves had been destroyed by 
agricultural activities. Thirty-seven graves 
were salvaged, of which twenty-three con-
tained finds typical of the earlier phase of 
early medieval cemeteries in Dalmatia. 
The most numerous were iron knives and 
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ceramic vessels. Iron frames, a buckle, and 
two bronze circlets were also unearthed. 
One child’s grave was recorded, and it 
was possible to determine the sexes of 
nineteen male and seven female skeletons. 
Dušan Jelovina dated Razbojine to the sec-
ond half of the seventh and the first half of 
the eighth century.1

The cemetery at Kulica in Smilčić was 
also partially destroyed by agricultur-
al activities, and only five graves were 
rescued by excavations. Four of them 
contained two knives, one ceramic ves-
sel, a spindle whorl, and a fragment of 
an unidentified iron object. One more 
vessel was recovered from a previously 
destroyed grave. Due to the poorly pre-
served bones, it was possible to establish 
the sex of only two males. Janko Belošević 

dated the cemetery to the eighth and the 
first half of the ninth century.2

The cemetery at the site of Pržine was 
discovered during sand excavation works 
near the hamlet of Trljuge in Biljane Don-
je. Twenty-eight graves were salvaged by 
two archaeological excavation campaigns. 
Belošević dated seventeen of them to the 
eighth and the first half of the ninth cen-
tury, and the rest to the tenth and elev-
enth centuries. A stratigraphic distinction 
between the two phases was identified, 
since the graves from the later phase were 
sporadically buried into the layer of earli-
er graves. Finds were discovered in ten out 
of seventeen graves from the earlier phase, 
i.e. solely ceramic vessels and iron knives. 
Although the anthropological sample was 
poorly preserved, Belošević pointed out 

Fig. 1: A map with selected early mediaeval cemeteries in Ravni kotari and Cetinska krajina.
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that there were no children’s graves and 
argued that this phenomenon had been 
characteristic of the “early horizon of Old 
Croatian graves in Dalmatia”.3

The cemetery near the hamlet of Klar-
ići in Stankovci was also partly destroyed 
by sand digging and agricultural activities. 
Thirteen graves were salvaged by rescue 
excavations, of which six were male, five 
female and two children’s burials. Finds 
were recorded in ten graves, mostly ceramic 
vessels and knives. A fragment of a bronze 
ring, a bronze circlet and a two-piece bone 
comb were also discovered. Belošević par-
ticularly pointed out the fire pit next to 
Grave 7, which he associated with a pagan 
funeral rite.4 He dated the cemetery near 
Klarića kuće to the eighth century.

Let us continue with cemeteries in the 
region of Cetinska krajina. Twenty-five 
graves were discovered at the site of Bare 
in Lučane near Sinj. Ante Milošević di-
vided them into two phases, based on 
stratigraphic distinctions and variances 
in grave architecture. He associated six 
graves with the earlier phase. Four of 
them contained the following finds: three 
ceramic vessels, four iron knives, an iron 
nail, an iron tinder with flints, and a frag-
ment of a (late antique?) glass vessel. He 
tentatively dated the later graves, charac-
terised by carved crosses on stone slabs 
and the lack of finds, to a somewhat lat-
er medieval period, and the six graves 
from the earlier phase to the second half 
of the 7th century. As for the latter phase, 
he indicated that a female was buried in 
one grave, whereas the rest comprised the 
remains of males. Since the cemetery was 

bordered by gullies, a field and a slope, he 
concluded that it was in its original state 
and that the site was not significantly 
damaged.5

As many as five early medieval burial 
places were identified in nearby Glavice, 
viz. in the hamlet of Poljaci. Only one 
grave from this phase was discovered 
at each of the sites of Liske and Kongor, 
whereas two were unearthed at both Glu-
vine kuće I and Gluvine kuće II. Later 
graves were predominant, and character-
ised by carved crosses on stone slabs. The 
largest number of early medieval graves 
from the earlier phase was recorded at the 
neighbouring site of Jojine kuće – 14 out 
of 36. Therefore, it can be noted that the 
pattern from the Lučane cemetery is ech-
oed at Gluvine and Jojine kuće. The tally 
of graves with finds from Glavice is some-
what smaller, and the greatest difference 
is evident in the number of ceramic ves-
sels: only one from Gluvine kuće I and 
Jojine kuće each, while five graves from 
the latter site contained somewhat larger 
fragments of pottery, which Maja Petri-
nec interprets as traces of a funeral rite.6 
In this context, we should also mention 
the ash pits discovered around the graves 
from the earlier phase at Jojine and Glu-
vine kuće II. The remaining finds are 
mostly typical everyday objects, with the 
exception of the ones discovered in Grave 
1 at Gluvine kuće I: a bowl, a knife, a bone 
needle-case with a fitting and an iron nee-
dle, two rings made of hammered bronze 
sheet decorated with engraved crosses, 
a pair of silver earrings ornamented with 
granules and two bronze antique items 
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– an Aucissa fibula and a small bell.7 
Adult burials are predominant among the 
graves from the earlier phase, since only 
two graves at Jojine kuće belonged to chil-
dren. Petrinec dated the Glavice graves 
from the earlier phase to the eighth centu-
ry, while Milošević opted for the seventh 
and eighth centuries.8

The Nin – Materiza site should be add-
ed to this group. It is an early medieval 
cemetery formed by the south-eastern 

and north-western sides of an earthen 
tumulus, which itself contained graves 
of a much later date. Finds were record-
ed in 13 out of a total of 25 early medieval 
graves. The most numerous were ceramic 
vessels, followed by iron knives and tin-
ders. One unornamented bronze ring and 
beads of a glass necklace were also un-
earthed. Due to the poor preservation of 
the bones, only eight males, three females 
and one child were identified. Fire pits 

Fig. 2: Ground-plan of the Stankovci – Klarića kuće cemetery (Belošević, Janko: La nécropole paléocroate 
Stankovci – Benkovac. In: Inventaria Archeologica, nr. 20, p. 192).
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were recorded around Graves 16, 20 and 
21, which Belošević interpreted as a pa-
gan burial custom.9 He also noted that 
a number of graves had been damaged by 
agricultural activities, and roughly dated 
the cemetery to the eighth century, while 
pointing out that he had no solid evidence 
for precise dating.

Let us go back to the initial question: 
are all these cemeteries just the last rem-
nants of large burial places that used to 
have dozens, maybe even more than 
a hundred graves, or does the number of 
discovered graves constitute a represent-
ative sample? There is no single answer 
for all the sites. Belošević’s descriptions 
seemingly reveal that only a fraction of 
the mentioned Ravni kotari sites were 
rescued, sufficing merely to record cem-
eteries. On the other hand, there are no 
indications of significant devastation in 
Lučane and Glavice. It is theoretically 
possible that both statements are true, and 
that the number of destroyed Ravni ko-
tari graves was neither that large nor cru-
cial for the analysis of those cemeteries. 
However, in addition to the very number 
of graves and the almost complete lack of 
diagnostic finds, these sites also have sev-
eral other factors in common.

Children’s graves
The extremely low proportion of chil-
dren’s graves is perhaps the most notable 
parallel. It is a fact that children’s graves 
were significantly under-represented in 
early medieval cemeteries until the mid-
ninth century, but such very low percent-
ages are specific only to this group of cem-
eteries.10 This variable could hardly have 
been affected by significant devastation 

of the site, since children’s graves were 
not isolated in any of the investigated ear-
ly medieval cemeteries, but rather locat-
ed next to adult graves. Leaving aside the 
reasons for such burial practices, it can 
be assumed that the extreme under-rep-
resentation of child burials also carries 
chronological implications. The cemeter-
ies from this phase exhibit an increase in 
the quota of children’s graves proportion-
al to the nearing of their disuse. A closer 
look at the plan of the western cemetery 
at Ždrijac leads to the conclusion that 
their concentration was lowest in the 
central part (Ždrijac West I), i.e. a large 
group of graves with no diagnostic finds. 
Furthermore, it is evident that the rate is 
increasing in the more westerly section 
of the cemetery (Ždrijac West II), charac-
terised by spurs of the so-called Croatian 
type and bone containers of the Late Avar 
style. The share of children’s graves is 
highest in the eastern part of the western 
cemetery (Ždrijac West III), represented 
by an earring of the so-called Köttlach 
type and a denarius of Emperor Lothar 
(845–855), i.e. finds from the mid-ninth 
century or a little later. This assumed se-
quence is even clearer in the eastern Ždri-
jac cemetery, which, based on the finds 
of Carolingian spurs and a sword, a cru-
ciform appliqué and rings with a penta-
gram, coincides with Ždrijac West II and 
III sectors. The share of children’s graves 
is highest in this separate cemetery and 
corresponds to the percentages from so-
called cemeteries with Christian burials, 
i.e. those tentatively dated to the period 
between the mid-ninth and the end of the 
eleventh century.

Based on the number of graves, it is 
only possible to assume that burials in 
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the sector with the lowest quota of chil-
dren’s graves (Ždrijac West I) began dur-
ing the first half of the eighth century, 
but it is impossible to offer a more precise 
date due to the complete lack of diagnos-
tic finds.11 It is precisely this issue that ties 
it even more closely to the cemeteries dis-
cussed in this paper.

Combed decoration
In his discussion on the Lučane – Bare 
cemetery, Ante Milošević singled out the 
ceramic vessel from Grave 1. Almost the 

entire body of that vessel is ornamented 
with dense horizontal lines, i.e. a combed 
decoration. There are not many parallels 
to this decoration, and Milošević identi-
fied them in the vessels from Grave 30 at 
Razbojine, Grave 10 at Klarića kuće and 
a vessel from Benkovac with no informa-
tion on the circumstances of its discov-
ery.12 However, significantly more con-
crete analogies to the combed decoration 
from Lučane are the vessels from Grave 
4 at Jojine kuće,13 Grave 5 at Razbojine,14 
Grave 3 at Pržine,15 as well as the vessels 
found outside the graves at Kulica.16 In 
point of fact, these are almost all the sites 
that we have mentioned, which can hard-
ly be a coincidence. It is particularly in-
dicative that the territorial diffusion does 
not corroborate claims that the combed 
decoration is a local phenomenon, since it 
appeared both in Ravni kotari and in the 
region of Cetinska krajina.

Another interesting facet is that Mi-
lošević also found a somewhat broader 
analogy to the Lučane vessel among the 
urns from Maklinovo brdo, on which the 
combed decoration is but a border of the 
zones ornamented with waves or series of 
vertical lines.17 Based on the parallels with 
the Kašić urns, as well as the assumed 
connection of other grave finds with late 
antique cemeteries, he dated six graves 
from the earlier horizon at Bare in Lučane 
to the second half of the seventh centu-
ry.18 Notwithstanding, the strongest anal-
ogies to the Kašić urn ornaments can in 

Fig. 3: Stankovci – Klarića kuće, child’s Grave 10 
(Belošević, Janko: La nécropole paléocroate, p. 195)
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fact be found on the vessels from Grave 30 
at Razbojine, Grave 10 from Klarića kuće 
(precisely those singled out by Milošević 
as the most similar to the Lučane vessel), 
as well as from Grave 5 from the inhuma-
tion cemetery at Maklinovo brdo.19 The 
latter grave is located within the incipient 
part of the cemetery with no diagnostic 
finds, where burials probably began in 
the first half of the eighth century.20

Traces of funeral rites
Four of the discussed sites have recorded 
traces of funeral rites, i.e. fires lit in the 
immediate vicinity of graves: Materiza in 
Nin, Klarića kuće in Stankovci, Gluvine 
kuće II, and Jojine kuće in Glavice. They 
are mostly fire pits with ash remains, 
measuring up to one metre in diameter, 
with no finds such as pottery fragments 
or animal bones. Belošević emphatically 
associates the fire pits at Materiza and 
Klarića kuće with burial customs, while 
Petrinec concluded that the fire holes 
with ashes at the sites in Glavice were 
shallower, but also that they predate 
the graves from the earlier phase. She 
assumed that they were in fact vestiges 
of cremation burials damaged during 
the digging of graves from the earlier 
phase, even though no remains of hu-
man bones had been found.21 In the vein 
of Belošević, Branko Marušić associated 
the fires lit in the immediate vicinity of 
graves in Istrian cemeteries from the 
seventh and eighth centuries with pagan 
burial customs.22 Leaving the meaning 
of this custom aside, it should be pointed 

out that fires lit next to graves have not 
been recorded either in late antique or 
later medieval cemeteries. Although this 
phenomenon is regarded as one of the 
fundamental features of Dalmatian cem-
eteries from this phase, it has not been 
recorded in its largest published cem-
eteries – Ždrijac in Nin and Maklinovo 
brdo in Kašić. Moreover, it seems that 
fires lit near graves were characteristic of 
such small cemeteries. This conclusion 
leads to a comparison with yet another 
group of sites from this phase – tumuli 
cemeteries.

Tumuli
Not many tumuli with early medieval 
graves have been discovered in the Dal-
matian hinterland. The barrows in Kašić, 
Krneza and Podvršje can be associated 
with cemeteries from this phase. In fact, 
they are all reused earthen mounds with 
prehistoric or late antique burials. The 
Glavčurak barrow in Kašić, otherwise 
notable for its Ostrogothic-style finds, 
was almost completely destroyed by sand 
mining. Belošević rescued three ceramic 
vessels, two iron knives, a bucket handle 
and an iron sickle from two excavated 
and an unknown number of destroyed 
graves.23 Six early medieval graves were 
discovered in the tumulus of Jokina glav-
ica in Krneza in the layer above the pre-
historic burials. Four of them contained 
the following finds: two ceramic vessels, 
a necklace made of glass beads, silver 
circlets, a tinder with flints, an iron awl 
and two iron knives.24 As many as seven 
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ceramic vessels were found outside the 
burial units. Two males, two females and 
one child were buried in the graves. It 

was not possible to 
determine the sex of 
one adult dead per-
son. At the neigh-
bouring Duševića 
glavica, three ceram-
ic vessels, two iron 
knives and a belt-set 
with two bronze pen-
dants and an iron 
hoop were unearthed 
in nine early medie-
val graves, also above 
a prehistoric layer.25 
Two vessels were re-
corded outside the 
grave units. An an-
thropological analy-
sis made it possible 
to determine that one 
male, three females 
and one child were 
buried in the graves, 
while the osteological 
sample from the oth-
er burials was not suf-
ficiently preserved. 
The early medieval 
graves at Matakova 
glavica in the neigh-
bouring Podvršje 
were destroyed, but 
the excavations at 
their level, above the 
late antique graves, 
unearthed a whet-
stone, a bronze buck-

le frame and two ceramic vessels.26 In 
addition to the destroyed graves, a fire pit 
measuring about half a metre in diameter 

	 25	 Gusar, Karla – Vujević, Dario: Duševića glavica. In: Marijanović, Brunislav (ed.): Tumuli iz Krneze, 
pp. 107–108.

	 26	 Gusar, Karla – Vujević, Dario: Istraživanja tumula Matakova glavica u Podvršju, Vjesnik 
Arheološkog muzeja u Zagrebu ser. III, No. 42 (2009), p. 340; Gusar, Karla – Vujević, Dario: Matakova 
glavica. In Marijanović, Brunislav (ed.): Tumuli iz Krneze, pp. 162–163.

Tab. I: Ceramic vessels with combed decoration.
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was discovered in the same layer. Its clos-
est parallel is the one from the cemetery 
at Klarića kuće in Stankovci.27

The graves from the site of Orlić – Zad-
ruga can also be added to this group, even 
though they are not multi-layered earth-
en mounds. Three early medieval graves 
were found under very small tumuli in 
the immediate vicinity and within a late 
antique farm compound. Graves 1 and 2 
were under mounds made of stone and 
fragments of tegulae, with finds of pot-
tery, animal bones, and traces of coal 
and ashes, while the third grave was cov-
ered by a small pile of stones.28 A ceram-
ic vessel, an iron knife and an awl were 
found in the first grave, while the second 
contained a ceramic vessel, an iron ar-
row-head, an iron knife and two iron riv-
ets in the right hand of the dead person. 
The third grave was buried within the 
perimeter of the Roman farm compound, 
but contained no finds. Maja Petrinec dat-
ed these graves to the eighth century.29

The principal features of tumuli cem-
eteries seemingly demonstrate that their 
mutual similarities are conspicuous and 
indicative, all the more so because they 
overlap with the attributes of flat ceme-
teries. Yet again, the number of graves is 
small, diagnostic finds are missing, the 
proportion of children’s graves is low and 
fire was used in funeral rites. A portion 
of the graves from this group of sites was 
also destroyed before excavations, most-
ly at Matakova glavica and Glavčurak. It 
is small wonder, since earthen mounds 
are generally one of the most endangered 
types of archaeological sites. As for the 

other sites, the possibility that the num-
ber of destroyed graves affected the sam-
ple can be ruled out, since tumuli are en-
closed entities by their nature and could 
not have contained a significant number 
of graves to start with.

The site of Nin – Materiza – a flat cem-
etery formed around a prehistoric mound 
– is a direct symbolic link between early 
medieval tumuli cemeteries and flat cem-
eteries. In this context, it should be point-
ed out that Karla Gusar concluded that 
the closest analogies to the material from 
the tumuli in Krneza and Podvršje actu-
ally originate from Materiza.30

Dating
The fundamental attributes of the ceme-
teries presented above are accompanied 
by dates ranging from the seventh to the 
mid-ninth century, whereby the domi-
nant date is the eighth century. As noted 
in the introduction, the dates are mostly 
based on the lack of diagnostic finds – 
early Byzantine and early Slavic, as well 
as Carolingian. Such a conclusion derived 
by abduction instantly appears to be ten-
uous, mainly because it implies a higher 
probability of the absence of diagnostic 
finds in the eighth century than in the 
seventh and ninth centuries. Carolingi-
an finds from the tail end of the eighth 
and the first half of the ninth century are 
quite numerous and there are almost no 
cemeteries from this period without im-
ported spurs or swords, except for those 
discussed in this paper. Consequently, 
such an argument seems acceptable. On 
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the other hand, the absence of diagnostic 
finds from the seventh century is not sur-
prising at all, because they are in fact rare 
in the Dalmatian hinterland, and it is hard 
to say whether there are fewer artefacts 
from the seventh or the eighth century. 
This is precisely why the seventh century 
seems to have been readily discarded.

In all the discussed cemeteries and 
their uniformly equipped graves, only 
three graves contained finds suitable for 
typological dating. Grave 1 at Gluvine 
kuće I, equipped with two rings made of 
hammered sheet bronze decorated with 
engraved crosses, and a pair of silver 
star-shaped earrings, is dated by Petrinec 
to the eighth century.31 Her dating is the 
same for Grave 11 at Jojine kuće, which 
contained three pairs of silver circlets, 
a necklace, a ring made of hammered 
sheet silver decorated with an illegible 
engraved motif, and an iron knife.32 It 
should be pointed out that the radio-
carbon dates of the Glavice graves were 
published long after the preliminary 
data and typological dates, which makes 
them more interesting. The graves with 
diagnostic material were not analysed, 
because the analyses were carried out as 
part of research into the eating habits of 
Dalmatian populations from the Iron Age 
to the early Middle Ages. AMS 14C analy-
ses dated Grave 3 from Glavice to Cal AD 
668–778, and Grave 48 to Cal AD 715–891 
or Cal AD 776–947.33 Based on statistical 

differences, it can be concluded that these 
two graves were not buried simultaneous-
ly, that is, they belong to different phases 
– exactly as assumed on the grounds of 
the stratigraphic and typological traits of 
the Glavice cemeteries.

The third burial with diagnostic mate-
rial is from Duševića glavica. The rather 
damaged Grave 6 was without preserved 
human remains, but it did contain a ce-
ramic vessel, a fragment of a small iron 
knife, and two cast bronze objects. The 
first item belongs to the group of sem-
icircular or crescent-shaped pendants, 
of which quite a few have been found 
in Dalmatia to date, whereas the second 
one is a circular mount with animal pro-
tomes, as yet unique in this area. The 
most numerous and closest analogies to 
the mount originate from early medie-
val cemeteries in the area of modern-day 
Albania, and a few were unearthed in 
the Carpathian Basin.34 AMS 14C analy-
sis dated the adjacent Grave 9 to Cal AD 
640–770, while Karla Gusar and Dario Vu-
jević dated Grave 6 “to the 8th century or 
at the earliest to the end of the 7th century 
considering the fact that in the early 7th 
century mostly cremation rite with buri-
als in ceramic urns is represented in Cro-
atia.”35 On the other hand, Maja Petrinec 
used a similar mount of Zábojník type 
203 from Grave 53 in the late Avar cem-
etery at Bernolákovo, Slovakia, and dat-
ed Grave 6 from Duševića glavica to the 
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eighth century.36 Female grave 13 from 
nearby Jokina glavica, equipped with 
a pair of silver circlets, a necklace made 
of glass beads, and a ceramic vessel, was 
AMS 14C-dated to Cal AD 770–900.37

The available dates are not numerous, 
but they are quite relevant in this small-
scale sample. It is particularly significant 
that the ranges of two graves without di-
agnostic material (Gluvine kuće Gr 3, and 
Duševića glavica Gr 9) are very similar 
– a good part of the seventh and most of 
the eighth century, altogether excluding 
the end of the eighth and the first half of 
the ninth century. On the other hand, the 
richest grave from Jokina glavica involves 
the final three decades of the eighth and 
the entire ninth century. Therefore, it is 
indisputable that burials in at least some 
of these cemeteries began long before the 
appearance of graves with Carolingian 
finds. Typological and radiocarbon dates 
of these small-scale cemeteries fill the 
chronological gap between the late an-
tique and larger early medieval cemeteries 
such as Ždrijac, Velim or Maklinovo brdo.

Conclusion
According to field reports, it seems that 
the number of destroyed graves was 
highest at the site of Razbojine in Kašić. 
Although it is impossible to estimate their 
number, considerable destruction could 
very well have caused the loss of graves 
with diagnostic finds. However, one phe-
nomenon in the mentioned cemetery is 

significant, viz. Jelovina pointed out the 
rather large distance between groups of 
graves of up to ten metres, which is quite 
certainly not the outcome of destructive 
processes.38 Moreover, such a situation 
is actually reminiscent of the scattered 
groups of graves in Glavice. As to the oth-
er cemeteries, there are no solid indica-
tors that the number of destroyed graves 
considerably distorted the overall picture. 
Therefore, Belošević’s claims that all the 
mentioned Ravni kotari sites are almost 
entirely destroyed can be regarded as ex-
aggerated, a good example being the tu-
muli cemeteries. For that matter, was not 
the vast majority of medieval cemeteries 
discovered only after partial destruction 
caused by ploughing or construction 
activities?

Naturally, dating is essential for clar-
ification of the emergence of cemeteries 
with low numbers of graves. Radiocarbon 
dates from Glavice and Krneza corrob-
orated the assumptions previously pre-
sented by Janko Belošević, Dušan Jelovi-
na, Ante Milošević, and Maja Petrinec 
claiming that burials in these cemeteries 
had begun as early as the second half of 
the seventh or during the first half of the 
eighth century. This dating places these 
cemeteries in an appropriate socioeco-
nomic context. Taking into account all 
of the above, it seems likely that the ar-
chaeological excavations in fact involved 
the grave groups of which there could 
have been several in a limited area, ten or 
more metres apart from each other. This 
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is exactly as confirmed in Glavice or at the 
tumuli in Krneza. Such sporadic burials 
would entirely correspond to the socioec-
onomic situation in the Dalmatian hinter-
land after the collapse of the late antique 
territorial-political and church apparatus, 
and before the political defragmentation 
at the end of the eighth and the beginning 
of the ninth century, caused by the advent 
of new elites. Therefore, the small num-
ber of graves mainly comes across as a re-
flection of a situation in which the main 
factors of social cohesion were no more, 
and kinship became the cornerstone of 
a new social order and the main criterion 
in joint burials.

In accordance with 
this catastrophic sce-
nario, which also im-
plies considerable 
depopulation, the au-
tonomous economic 
reflex was a change of 
course toward main-
taining survival. A few 
imported items, i.e. di-
agnostic finds, are not 
key evidence that trade 
links were still active, 
but rather a symptom 
of general economic 
regression – a steep 
decline in supply and 
demand, as well as 
a drastic contraction 
of the market. Not-

withstanding, the political and economic 
erosion in the Dalmatian hinterland was 
not the only cause of the transformation 
of the cultural habitus and its reorienta-
tion from the Adriatic to the continent 
– a process that Danijel Džino reasona-
bly termed becoming Slavs.39 The small 
number of graves, the custom of burning 
fires as part of the funeral rite, and even 
analogous decorations on ceramic ves-
sels culturally connect these inhumation 
cemeteries with the few cremation cem-
eteries discovered in Dalmatia to date.40 
Hence, the decisive elements in the cul-
tural transformation were early medieval 
migrants from the north – the Slavs.

Fig. 4: Duševića glavica, Grave 6 – semicircular pendant and circular mount 
(Gusar, Karla – Vujević, Dario: Duševića glavica, tab. VI, 1–4, p. 130)
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Early Medieval Cemeteries in Northern 
Dalmatia, Croatia – State of Research 

and Open Questions
Ranostredoveké cintoríny v Severnej Dalmácii, Chorvátsko – stav 

výskumu a otvorené otázky / Ranosrednjovjekovna groblja u sjevernoj 
Dalmaciji – stanje istraživanja i otvorena pitanja

Kartiranjem ranosrednjovjekovnih grobalja na prostoru današnje sjeverne Dalmacije izdvojene 
su mikrocjeline koje odražavaju grupiranje lokaliteta ovog tipa. Za svaku mikrocjelinu (ninsko 
područje, Ljubački zaljev, Kašić Donji s okolicom, šire bribirsko i kninsko područje) izloženo je 
stanje istraživanja te su naglašene najvažnije informacije o grobljima. Dodatan osvrt posvećen 
je stanju istraživanja predmeta ranokarolinške provenijencije, inače posebno brojnima na 
ovom geografskom području. Kratki ekskurs tematizira srodne nalaze iz Velike Moravske te 
prezentira određene sličnosti, ali i različitosti u materijalnoj kulturi.

Ključne riječi: rani srednji vijek, topografska analiza, nalazi karolinške provenijencije, 
ostruge, Velika Moravska

The area of northern Dalmatia is 
known for its many extremely impor-

tant early medieval cemeteries. Since the 
spatial extent of Dalmatia has changed 
considerably in the past, starting with 
the Roman province of Dalmatia, it is 
important to emphasize that this review 
includes only northern Dalmatia accord-
ing to modern regionalization. Therefore, 
the rivers Zrmanja and Krka,1 i.e. Ravni 
kotari (northdalmatian flatlands) and 
the upper Krka region, were set as a geo-
graphical boundary. Increased interest in 
the research of early medieval heritage in 

Dalmatia appeared at the end of the 19th 
century, when Lujo Marun and the Knin 
(Croatian) antiquarian society investigat-
ed a whole multitude of sites (Otres, Mor-
polača, Biskupija, Orlić, Gaćelezi, etc.).2

After the Second World War, a new 
momentum in research followed, and 
many cemeteries were investigated espe-
cially by S. Gunjača (1909-1981), D. Jelovi-
na (1927-2008), J. Belošević (1929-2016) and 
Z. Gunjača (1939-1994), and after them 
the younger generation of archaeologists 
continued the research. According to the 
current state of research, the cemeteries 
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of the 8th and the first half of the 9th cen-
tury are topographically most numer-
ous in northern Dalmatia, and there are 
a lot of cemeteries of a younger, so-called 
„christianized“ horizon here as well.3 By 
mapping all known cemeteries, it is pos-
sible to single out several microregions, 
or areas where their grouping is notice-
able (Map 1). An analysis of the spatial 
distribution of cemeteries shows a greater 
concentration in Nin, around Kašić Donji 
and surrounding area, around Bribir and 
further east in the fields around the upper 
Krka, near Knin and Biskupija.

City of Nin
Nin is characterized by extremely favora-
ble location on the sea coast, on the very 

northwestern edge of Ravni kotari. It is 
believed that the Romanized natives of 
Aenona and the newly settled Slavic pop-
ulation managed to achieve coexistence. 
Protective archaeological investigations 
around the church of St. Asel (Anselmo), 
the cathedral of the early medieval Cro-
atian diocese in the 9th century, revealed 
a cemetery with several burial phases. 
The earliest phase, tentatively dated be-
tween the 5th and 6th centuries, consists 
of several graves adjacent to the apse of 
the early Christian church, and the buri-
al phase from the 7th/8th century until the 
11th century consists of graves gathered 
in smaller groups.4 The results of these 
investigations were not published in full, 
only grave 41 with luxury finds was has 
been published and recently dated to 

Map 1: Spatial distribution of early medieval cemeteries between Zrmanja and Krka rivers, with indicated 
microregions (Google maps, modified by P. Jeršek).
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between 656 and 769 AD (car-
bon-14 dating),5 but most of 
the graves from the site belong 
to the High and Late Middle 
Ages. Of particular interest are 
the burials from the 7th and 8th 
centuries, which are located 
between the Romanesque bell 
tower and the early Christian 
church (Fig. 1).6 The results, 
the results of this research are 
of great importance for the un-
derstanding of funeral customs 
and burial phases in relation to 
the church.

In the immediate vicinity of 
the church of St. Asel, a mul-
ti-layered cemetery that par-
tially preceded the church of 
St. Cross in Nin was excavated. The old-
est layer is at the level of ancient Nin and 
roughly dates back to the 8th century. The 
graves were buried in the early medieval 
reconstructions of ancient architecture, 
which conditioned their arrangement. The 
burial site continues to be used after the 
construction of the church of St. Cross.7 
In the nearby Banovac site a smaller num-
ber of burials was found around early 
medieval residential architecture built 
over the remains of a Roman building. 
The finds consist of ceramic pots, flints, 
knives, all characteristic for the horizon 
of cemeteries of the 8th and the first half 

of the 9th century. These burials are as-
sociated with the people who inhabited 
these buildings.8 The age of the skeleton 
from grave 16 (600-668 AD) was deter-
mined by radiocarbon analysis.9 The first 
explored necropolis of the older horizon of 
early medieval cemeteries is the Materiza 
mound near Nin. This prehistoric mound 
was used for the burial of 25 people on 
the side of the mound, and the interest-
ing phenomenon of lighting fires in and 
around the graves was observed. As there 
are no clearer markers for a more precise 
dating, the cemetery is roughly dated to 
the 8th century.10 Nin-Ždrijac, the largest 

Fig. 1: Nin, St. Asel – construction phases in the complex with 
the position of the burials (Kolega, Marija: Ranokršćanski sloj 
arhitekture u Nadžupnom kompleksu Sv. Asela u Ninu, p. 22).
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systematically explored early medieval 
cemetery in Dalmatia dates back to the 8th 
and the first half of the 9th century. Among 
the finds, the equipment of Carolingian 
provenance, the denarius of the Frankish 
emperor Lothar I (840-855) 840-855 AD 
and a large number of ceramic pots stand 
out. The triple grave 322 in a wooden 
chest is particularly significant, equipped 

with a double-edged sword, spear, pair of 
spurs, torq, beaded-necklace, glass bottle 
and a drinking glass.11

Bay of Ljubač
Early Christian double basilicas (basili-
ca gemina) from Glavčine site in Podvrš-
je were burned in the first half of the 7th 

Map 2: Bay of Ljubač with the marked location of prehistoric mounds with or without early medieval 
burials and early Christian basilica gemina (1 – Duševića glavica, 2 – Matakova glavica, 3 – Jokina 
glavica, 4 – tumuli on Ljubačka kosa, 5 – Podvršje-Glavčine) (Magaš, Damir – Radoš, Denis: Prirodno-
geografske značajke Ljupča. In: Faričić, Josip – Lenkić, Jerolim (ed.): Župa Ljubač – zrcalo povijesnih 
i geografskih mijena u sjeverozapadnom dijelu Ravnih kotara. Zadar – Ljubač: Sveučilište, Župa sv. 
Martina, 2017, p. 17; modified by P. Jeršek).
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century.12 The appearance of early medi-
eval pottery on the site is associated with 
the newly arrived Slavs who, it seems, 
temporarily resided in the church.13 For 
this reason the discovery of early medie-
val burials in nearby prehistoric mounds 
in Krneza and Podvršje is not so surpris-
ing (Map 2: 1 – 3). Matakova glavica has 
secondary burials from the 4th century 
and the early Middle Ages, where a burnt 
layer was noticed next to the graves.14 On 
Matakova glavica, as well as on Jokina 
and Duševića glavica sites, ceramic pots 
and knives represent typical finds. It is 
important to emphasize that there are 
C-14 dates for several graves from these 
cemeteries. Unfortunately, having C-14 
dates is more of an exception than the 
rule, since we have only a few absolute 
dates at our disposal. Osteological re-
mains from grave 13 from Jokina glavica 
were dated between 770 and 900 AD, and 
grave 9 from Duševića glavica between 
640 and 770 AD.15 For comparison, three 
nearby prehistoric tumuli on Ljubačka 
kosa did not have secondary early medi-
eval burials, which indicates that not all 

tumuli in the wider area of bay of Ljubač 
were used for this purpose (Map 2, 4).16

Central Ravni kotari – Kašić 
Donji and surrounding area
A particularly large number of early me-
dieval cemeteries were discovered in cen-
tral Ravni Kotari (Map 3). The smaller 
row-grave cemetery at Maklinovo brdo 
site in Kašić brdo in Kašić proved to be one 
of the most significant cemeteries of the 
earlier horizon. It dates back to the 8th and 
the first half of the 9th century, and most of 
the finds are objects of daily use, the most 
numerous of which are ceramic pots.17 In 
the immediate vicinity, a cremation cem-
etery was also discovered at the location 
of the Stojan Drča's vineyard, the first site 
after the indications from Marun‘s time 
that speaks of the existence of the crema-
tion rite in Dalmatia.18 Traces of cremation 
with fragments of burnt bones and ceram-
ics were observed on the already plowed 
surface. The burials were roughly dated 
in the 7th century, which was not arche-
ologically supported when the cemetery 
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	 23	 Miljenko, Jurković: Kašić kraj Zadra, Mastirine. In: Ante Milošević (ed.): Hrvati i Karolinzi: katalog. 
Split: Muzej hrvatskih arheoloških spomenika, 2000, p. 266.

was published.19 At the Kašić-Razbojine 
cemetery, 37 skeletal burials with stone 
burial architecture and finds of knives, 
flint and ceramic vessels were investigat-
ed.20 A slightly more complex necropolis 
is located at Glavčurak in Kašić, where 
graves from the 6th century were also bur-
ied. They extend to the south of the sand 
mound, but also over it, while the early 
medieval graves of the older horizon are 

buried on the mound. Somewhat young-
er early medieval graves were found on 
the periphery of the mound.21 All burials 
from the Kašić-Grede site are dated after 
the middle of the 9th century.22 At the Mas-
tirine site in Kašić, a cemetery in the sur-
roundings of the six-conch church built in 
the middle of the 9th century on the site of 
an ancient villa rustica was investigated.23 
The adjoining cemetery was in use after 

Map 3: Spatial distribution of early medieval cemeteries around Kašić Donji (Satellites pro-Apple map, 
modifications by P. Jeršek).
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the construction of the church, as indicat-
ed by the jewelry forms that were found.24 
Kašić cemeteries show very well how the 
burial place changed throughout the ear-
ly Middle Ages.

Some 7 km east of Kašić, next to the 
early Christian church of St. Martin in 
Pridraga, early medieval graves with 
finds of spurs, rings and single-beaded 
earrings were discovered. The same site 
was used as a cemetery throughout the 
Late Middle Ages.25 Just south of Kašić, at 
the Begovača site in Biljane Donje, a large 
medieval cemetery with 604 graves was 
excavated. It formed around an early me-
dieval church built on ancient remains. 
There are about 200 early medieval graves, 
and graves 253 and 258, located around 
the apse, contain Carolingian-type spurs 
and belong to the oldest burial phase.26 
One fragmentarily preserved sword from 
a devastated grave was found on the 
Smokva gluvača site in Škabrnja, where 
graves have been encountered before. 
Radiocarbon analysis of the bones gave 
a date ranging from 720 to 895 AD. The 
typology of the sword points to the end 
of the 8th or the beginning of the 9th cen-
tury.27 Systematic archaeological research 
at Galovac-Crkvina included an early 

Christian church equipped with new 
pre-Romanesque church furniture and 
a large cemetery in its surroundings. The 
church was built on the remains of an-
cient architecture, and a cemetery from 
the 9th century developed around it and 
continued to be used until the 16th/17th 
century. About 150 burials belong to the 
early Middle Ages. Among the finds the 
most numerous are single-beaded, tri-
ple-beaded and tetra-beaded earrings.28

Central Ravni kotari – wider 
Bribir area
Bribirska glavica’s strategic position fa-
vored the continuity from the Liburnian 
hillfort of Varvaria, Roman municipium 
to the medieval Breberium. Two locations 
with early medieval burials are situated 
right next to the city walls, near the city 
gates at the site of Vratnice and on the 
eastern slope at the site of Novi put (New 
road), discovered during the construction 
of the new access road. Five ancient buri-
als were also discovered at Vratnice. Var-
ious versions of single-beaded earrings 
and plain hoops are the most common 
types of finds at both locations.29 The Novi 
put cemetery was only recently published 



Petra Jeršek: Early Medieval Cemeteries in Northern Dalmatia, Croatia� 73

	 30	 Uroda, Nikolina: Groblje ‚Novi put‘ na Bribirskoj glavici. In: Starohrvatska prosvjeta, a. 47, 2020, 
pp. 303–340.

	 31	 Zekan, Mate: Pet srednjovjekovnih nekropola Bribira, pp. 47–48; Milošević, Ante – Uroda, 
Nikolina: Arheološka slika Bribira: povijest istraživanja. In: Matea Brstilo Rešetar – Kristian 
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hrvatskih arheoloških spomenika, 1998, pp. 18–21.
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in its entirety only recently.30 Similar finds 
mark the burials within the city walls, at 
the site of the cemetery surrounding the 
6th century rotunda, later church of St. Joa-
chim and Anne.31

At the foot of the nearby Ostrovica hill-
fort is the Greblje cemetery, where a small 
group of graves in wooden coffins can 
be dated to the early 9th century, but the 
cemetery also continued to be used in the 
following century.32 The results of the re-
search have been published in summary 
form only. The same applies to Dubravice, 
located near the Krka River. This cemetery 

is best known for cremation graves in shal-
lowly dug urns and pits, which are partial-
ly destroyed by skeletal graves. Z. Gunjača, 
who excavated the site, believed that these 
are two different cemeteries that should 
be dated from the end of the 7th to the end 
of the 9th century.33 The full publication 
of the cemetery is still missing. Unfortu-
nately, after archaeological research there 
is often a long wait for full publication of 
cemeteries, which would also enable their 
further consideration in the archaeologi-
cal literature. More recently, in 2004/2005, 
archaeological research was carried out 

Map 4: Spatial distribution of early medieval cemeteries around Bribirska glavica (Satellites pro-Apple 
map, modified by P. Jeršek).
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in Velim-Velištak cemetery, where 27 
cremation and 139 skeletal burials were 
discovered. This is the largest cremation 
cemetery investigated so far, and the rela-
tionship between skeletal and cremation 
graves is of particular interest. However, 
currently only preliminary information is 
available in the form of a short scientific ar-
ticle.34 Scarce data is also available for the 
cemetery around the church of St. Martin 
in Donji Lepuri, north of Bribir. It is known 
that the oldest burials date to the early me-
dieval period, while most of the graves are 
from the Late Middle Ages. In this location 
there was an early Christian church that 
was significantly renovated in the pre-Ro-
manesque period, and the relationship be-
tween the burials and church is yet to be 
clarified.35 One of the published graves, fe-
male grave 223, contained luxurious gold 
lunular star-shaped earrings and necklace 
beads made of pressed gold sheet.36 Piram-
atovci-Vrbica cemetery is roughly dated by 
finds after the middle of the 9th century, 
but the results of the research have not yet 
been published.37 Another unpublished 
cemetery in Radašinovci-Vinogradine is 
similarly dated.38 Research at Laluše in 

Vaćani was conducted relatively recently 
(2011 – 2014). In this smaller cemetery, the 
most representative is the burial in a sar-
cophagus (grave 10) with the findings of 
a type K sword (Petersen), a pair of spurs 
with fastening equipment, completely 
preserved glass bottle and solidus of Con-
stantine V. Kopronymos and Leo IV. Of 
particular interest are numerous analyses 
of ancient DNA, stable carbon and nitro-
gen isotopes, the results of which, as well 
as the cemetery, have so far been presented 
only partially.39

The area of Knin and Biskupija
The easternmost microregion consists of 
cemeteries around Knin. The first, also 
amateur research (between 1886 and 1908), 
focused on Crkvina in Biskupija where 
a large number of church furniture frag-
ments belonging to the pre-Romanesque 
church of St. Mary were found alongside 
also very famous graves in wooden cas-
kets, vaulted tombs and stone sarcoph-
agi.40 Revision excavations followed on 
three occasions.41 The site is international-
ly recognized for its very richly equipped 
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burials and many objects of Carolingian 
provenance. Graves in wooden coffins 
include a large number of spurs with fas-
tening equipment and three swords of 
type K (Petersen).42 Lavishly decorated, 
high-quality massive spurs were found in 
graves in vaulted tombs and in a sarcopha-
gus in the northern room of the narthex of 
St. Mary’s church (Fig. 2).43 Several authors 
have recently discussed certain chrono-
logical differences among these burials.44 
In the village of Biskupija there are quite 
a few locations where early medieval bur-
ials have been discovered. At the Bračića 
podvornice site, Marun explored a ceme-
tery with about fifty skeletal graves, most 

of which were buried in wooden coffins 
that were coated with clay at the joints. 
Several cremation pits were also discov-
ered at the time, which are assumed to 
be cremation graves.45 According to the 
findings, the skeletal cemetery in the sur-
roundings of the pre-Romanesque church 
at the location of Bukorovića podvornice 
can be placed between the end of the 9th 
and the end of the 11th century.46 The ceme-
tery next to the church on Lopuška glavica 
site can mostly be attributed to the High 
Middle Ages, but some burials can be 
placed in the 11th century.47 Only 2 kilome-
ters from Crkvina, in Orlić, the exact loca-
tion where two Carolingian swords were 

Fig. 2: The most representative spurs from the Biskupija-Crkvina site (spurs from the sarcophagus with 
hippocampi-left, spurs from the vaulted burial below the pavement level of the basilica-middle, spurs 
from the vaulted burial under the southern part of the narthex-right) (Petrinec, Maja – Jurčević, 
Ante: Crkvina – Biskupija, Insights into the chronology of the site from 8th to 15th century. In: Vicelja-
Matijašić, Marina (ed.): Swords, Crowns, Censers and Books: Francia Media-cradles of European 
Culture. Rijeka: Faculty of Humanities and Social Sciences University of Rijeka, 2015, p. 351, 20.).
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found in Marun‘s time has recently been 
determined.48 More recent research at the 
location of the Roman villa rustica in Orlić 
produced very interesting results, discov-
ering early medieval graves with mounds, 
a practice “that has not yet been recorded in 
systematically investigated early medieval cem-
eteries in Croatia”.49 The mounds are made 
of stones, tegulas, ceramic fragments and 
animal bones with traces of charcoal and 
ash. The famous golden jewelry which 
was supposedly discovered in 1932 comes 
from Golubić near Knin, and since then 
it has been scientifically analyzed several 
times, most recently by M. Petrinec.50

Review of the state of research on 
finds of Carolingian provenance
The high prevalence of finds of early Car-
olingian provenance in northern Dalmatia 
requires a review of scientific achieve-
ments made so far by analyzing these 
very important and representative finds. 
The most numerous are the spurs with 
their fastening sets, followed by Caro-
lingian-type swords. Most of these find-
ings come from Biskupija-Crkvina but 
they were also found in Orlić, Morpolača, 

Nin-Ždrijac, Kašić-Maklinovo brdo, Ška-
brnja, Biljane Donje, Podgrađe, Piramatov-
ci, Bribir, Ostrovica, Vaćani and Bratišk-
ovci. A certain number of these items 
are accidental finds, for some of them ar-
chaeological context isn’t known or sys-
tematically documented, and some are 
poorly preserved. Z. Vinski stands out as 
the most important authority in the study 
of early medieval swords. It was he who 
contributed the most in terms of system-
atization, by applying Petersen's typolog-
ical classification, and he was the first to 
publish all the then-known Carolingian 
swords from Croatia. In (northern) Dalma-
tia, swords of type K (Biskupija-Crkvina, 
Kninsko polje, Vaćani) are most numer-
ous, while special type 1 (Orlić, Morpo-
lača) and type H (Nin-Ždrijac) are less 
numerous.51 The sword from Škabrnja re-
sembles the Mannheim and related types, 
which are somewhat older than the types 
known so far from Dalmatia.52 The sword 
from Nin-Ždrijac and other type H swords 
were studied in more detail by J. Be-
lošević,53 while more recently swords are 
researched by A. Milošević and G. Bilog-
rivić. Also, Geibig‘s typological classifica-
tion of swords began to be applied.54
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In 1930 Lj. Karaman wrote a short de-
scription of the then known spurs from 
Dalmatia.55 Z. Vinski also wrote about 
spurs of Carolingian type on several oc-
casions, but not in the same studious and 
comprehensive way as he wrote about 
swords.56 For example, in 1977/1978 he 
pointed out that despite the increasing 
number of spurs, a more complete sci-
entific evaluation and discussion about 
spurs is missing and that “the state of re-
search requires an explanation”.57 In 1986 
D. Jelovina paid some attention to the 
spurs of Carolingian type from the Mu-
seum of Croatian Archaeological Mon-
uments (Muzej hrvatskih arheoloških 
spomenika, Split). He states that there 
are 71 spur pieces in the museum, some 
in pairs and some not, but he mentiones 
only basic information about spurs in 
general and does not go into a deeper 
analysis.58 Spurs are also cataloged in the 
Hrvati i Karolinzi publication and M. Petri-
nec devotes ten pages on the topic in her 
book on early medieval cemeteries in 
Dalmatia.59 A. Jurčević wrote about mo-
tifs and ornaments on Dalmatian spurs.60 
M. Jarak recently wrote on the subject of 

spurs, addressing in particular the state 
of research and concluding that there is 
a lack of a modern synthesis that would 
include all finds of spurs and all knowl-
edge obtained through research so far.61 
It seems that most authors leave open the 
possibility of domestic production of at 
least part of the spurs, primarily due to 
the large number of simple iron or bronze 
spurs, while only especially high-quality 
and luxurious specimens would be im-
ported.62 These simpler spurs are often 
identified as so-called Carolingian spurs 
of Croatian type and considered products 
of local Dalmatian workshops. However, 
through a comparative analysis A. Ju-
rčević showed a distinct relation between 
the ornament made of a series of triangles 
on the prick base of these spurs, and the 
well-known censer from Runjavica near 
Vrlika, suggesting that they were made in 
Carolingian workshops.63

When she wrote about it in 1974, U. Gies-
ler was the first to address the question of 
occurrence of bird-shaped strap ends as 
parts of spur fastening sets.64 She directed 
her focus on the finds of bird-shaped strap 
ends from northern Dalmatia, as the place 
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Fig. 3: Bird-shaped strap ends known to Ulrike Giesler in 1974 (Giesler, Ulrike: Datierung und 
Herleitung der vogelförmigen Riemenzungen, pp. 522, 536 – 537).
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of their greatest concentration, and espe-
cially on the numerous Biskupija-Crkvina 
finds (Fig. 3, 1, 3 – 5, 10). She also analyzed 
other examples known at the time, from 
Nin (Fig. 3, 6 – 7) and the fastening loop 
with a bird-like front plate from Ostrovica 
(Fig. 3, 8).65 However, after her article some 
new specimens were found, for example 
the bird-shaped strap ends from a vault-
ed tomb under the narthex at Biskupi-
ja-Crkvina, strap ends from Nin-Ždrijac, 
Kašić-Maklinovo brdo and Vaćani.66 It 
should be pointed out that bird-shaped 
strap ends in Croatia are represented only 
in northern Dalmatia, at least according 
to the current state of research, and this 
is where the largest number of such strap 
ends was discovered in Europe in general. 
In addition, the question of bird-shaped 
strap ends is often considered in the ar-
chaeological literature in regards to oth-
er types of Carolingian strap ends and 
the broader issue of Carolingian styles of 
decorating metal objects.67 Other Carolin-
gian types of strap ends are usually only 
cataloged or referred to in the context of 
other analyses in Croatian archaeologi-
cal literature or mentioned in connection 
with other analyses. It can be concluded 

that despite all the attention paid to finds 
of Carolingian provenance in general, 
certain types of objects have not been suf-
ficiently analyzed. It seems that, despite 
the general impression that we actually al-
ready know quite a lot about the Carolin-
gian finds in Dalmatia, there are certain 
gaps in our knowledge and questions that 
were either not asked, or to which we sim-
ply did not get the right answers.

Carolingian influences in militaria 
and equestrian equipment were recog-
nized not only in the area where the early 
medieval Croatian state developed, but 
also in Great Moravia. It should be men-
tioned that when analyzing these items 
researchers are faced with the problem 
of a lack of comparative material from 
Frankish Empire, where such equipment 
stopped being put in graves through the 
7th or 8th century, with the exception of 
peripheral regions.68 The largest number 
of equipment from Great Moravian terri-
tory comes from graves, spurs make up 
33%, while double-edged swords make 
up 7% of the finds.69 Mikulčice, with over 
500 found specimens, stand out since this 
high number represents an exception 
even at the European level.70 In the Great 
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Moravian sites, as well as in (northern) 
Dalmatian ones, iron spurs predominate 
in number, while bronze specimens are 
only exceptionally gilded or silver plated. 
One of the most representative are cer-
tainly the spurs made of gilded copper 
alloy, decorated with the motif of human 
masks from grave 44 near “Church 2” 
and the gilded copper spurs with floral 
decoration from grave 50 near “Church 
6” in Mikulčice.71 The most luxurious ex-
amples include iron spurs decorated with 
damascened-inlay (Tauschierung), while 
the most beautiful pairs come from Mi-
kulčice, from grave 232 near “Church 2” 
and grave 100 near “Church 6”.72 In the 
Croatian archaeological literature, how-
ever, iron spurs with damascene inlay  
in the form of spiral tendrils from grave 

1205 in Ducové-Kostolec are particularly 
noteworthy since they represent a close 
analogy to the spurs from grave 7 from 
Biskupija-Crkvina.73 Iron spurs with in-
laid decoration are also known from 
Staré Město (graves 224/51 and 266/49)74 
and Borovce (grave 221), and spurs of the 
same type, but from a settlement con-
text, were found in nearby Pobedim.75 
Here we can also mention the spurs from 
Ivanka pri Dunaji-Farkasek site (grave 34) 
in the Bratislava region, which has not 
yet been specified in detail, except that it 
can be more closely placed in the second 
half of the 9th century.76 Interestingly, the 
prevailing opinion is that even the most 
luxurious pairs of spurs found in Great 
Moravia finds were most likely made do-
mestically, while the presence of Western 
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masters is mentioned as a possibility.77 
Š. Ungerman recently referred to the pos-
sibility of distinguishing spurs that rep-
resent a direct Carolingian import from 
products made in domestic workshops, 
but modeled on Western imports. He 
points out decoration and manufacturing 
technology as parameters for differentia-
tion, the analysis of which requires very 
precise methods.78 As imports he assumes 
the most unique and prestigious spurs of 
extremely precise design and manufac-
ture. As mentioned above, this question 
was resolved only in principle for Dal-
matian spurs and the general conclusion 
is that the most lavish specimens quite 
probably represent a Carolingian im-
port.79 Unfortunately, there are currently 
no studies dealing with the technolog-
ical aspects of these finds, which would 
certainly complement the results of the 
typological and stylistic analysis. There-
fore, the deformed lead spur arm matrix 
from Mikulčice should be mentioned as 
a completely unique find, the decora-
tion of which resembles the spurs from 
the sarcophagus with hippocampi from 
Biskupija-Crkvina, but not the previously 
known spur types from Mikulčice. The 
matrix indicates that three technologi-
cal parts are used for the production of 
this type of spurs, two arms ending with 
plates and a spike, which were cast sepa-
rately and then joined together.80

Instead of a conclusion

From this brief overview it is quite clear 
that the state of research of early medie-
val cemeteries in northern Dalmatia is not 
bad, it is certainly better than some other 
parts of present-day  Croatia. But, bearing 
in mind the open questions highlighted 
earlier, what could contribute to future 
discussions? Certainly the publication of 
yet unpublished key cemeteries, special-
ized studies of archaeological material, 
but also paying more attention to settle-
ments where these people lived during 
their lifetime. Insights into residential 
culture would provide context and an ad-
ditional dimension to be evaluated. All 
of the above can contribute to the under-
standing of the processes taking place. 
Since they did not take place everywhere 
in exactly the same way and just as quick-
ly,81 these questions should be addressed 
at the microregional level. Likewise, the 
issue of the lower limit of the older or “pa-
gan” horizon of early medieval cemeteries 
in Dalmatia, or the question of dating 7th 
century burials on the basis of material 
culture is still relevant.82 It is quite possi-
ble that in recognizing the 7th century bur-
ials absolute dating methods will be the 
most helpful. Unfortunately, number of 
such dates is still very small.
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Tomáš König – Natália Gerthoferová*

Birituality or Echoes of the Past at Early 
Medieval Cemeteries**

Biritualita alebo dozvuky minulosti na včasnostredovekých 
pohrebiskách / Biritualnost ili odjeci prošlosti na 

ranosrednjovjekovnim grobljima

Predmetom príspevku sú ploché birituálne pohrebiská z obdobia včasného stredoveku známe 
z priestoru medzi Západnými Karpatmi a Jadranom. Hoci sú všetky klasifikované ako birituálne, 
obraz pochovávania na nich nie je porovnateľný. Plnohodnotné a dlhodobé uplatňovanie oboch 
pohrebných zvyklostí evidujeme totiž nateraz len na nekropolách obyvateľstva avarského kaganátu. 
Je zrejme výsledkom spolunažívania obyvateľstva s odlišnými kultúrnymi prejavmi sídliaceho na 
periférii avarského kultúrneho prostredia. Na ostatných nekropolách sa prejavuje len ako doklad 
výnimočného návratu ku žiarovému rítu u komunity, ktorá už inak prešla na inhumáciu.

Kľúčové slová: Ploché birituálne pohrebiská, obyvateľstvo avarského kaganátu, 
včasný stredovek.

Bi-ritual burial practices were wide-
ly spread during the Early Middle 

Ages. Jozef Zábojník’s study of the Avar 
necropoli in the northern and western 
Carpathian Basin constitutes a significant 
contribution in this respect.1 According 
to Zábojník’s definition, only those Avar 
necropoli in which corpses were bur-
ied “both in skeleton and cremated form 
during one period” can be considered to 
be bi-ritual.2 Studying their chronological 
and spatial occurrence, he came to two 
important conclusions. First, his results in-
dicate that a bi-ritual burial system was in 
place throughout the entire Avar period. 

Within the scope of its three-phase chron-
ological framework, most of the recorded 
sites clearly correspond to the late Avar 
period.3 Second, he also indicates that 
these burial customs occur exclusively at 
the periphery of the Avar cultural sphere.

In order to get a full picture of the 
bi-ritual mortuary customs used by peo-
ple of the Avar khaganate, we need to 
consider sites within the entire Carpathi-
an Basin and immediately adjacent rele-
vant areas (such as Lower Austria). In the 
southern part of the Carpathian Basin 
(fig. 1), although based only on prelimi-
nary results, the necropolis with urn and 
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Fig. 1: Flat bi-ritual Avar necropoli. The shaded area corresponds to the zone of distribution 
of inhumation burials associated with the so-called late Avar khaganate (after Zábojník 1999 
and 2009).
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pit graves discovered in Šarengrad, Cro-
atia appears to be comparable to other, 
published, results.4 Evidence for crema-
tion was found at several graves studied 
earlier in Pančevo, Serbia. At least one of 
them seems to have been a partial-crema-
tion grave.5 Although the relationship be-
tween cremation and inhumation graves 
in these locations remains unclear, bi-rit-
uality cannot be ruled out in two other 
burial grounds documented at the Serbi-
an sites of Novi Slankamen and Čelarevo.6

Should Helena Zoll-Adamikowa’s the-
sis be valid – which saw differences in 
spiritual ideas behind the different bur-
ial rites – the bi-ritual necropoli indicate 
a close and long-term symbiosis of peo-
ples with different forms of spirituality 
along the borders of the Avar cultural 
zone.7 The well-known equestrian grave 
34 from Bernolákovo – in which the in-
cinerated remains of a human body were 
placed – testifies to the fact that it was not 
just a marginal manifestation, at most 
only tolerated by society.8

Despite the fact that the conclusions 
from Jozef Zábojník’s study remain fully 

valid, one very fundamental fact was not 
formulated. Bi-ritual funeral rites among 
people of the Avar khaganate constitute 
an exceptional phenomenon observable 
between the Western Carpathians and the 
Adriatic throughout the entire Early Mid-
dle Ages.9 As it turns out, the degree and 
methods of such bi-rituality were so differ-
ent throughout this period that it becomes 
necessary to elaborate on it in more detail.

Apart from the Avar necropoli, the flat 
Early Medieval burial grounds in ques-
tion are not sufficient to claim beyond 
doubt that bi-rituality was common prac-
tice in the study area for a long period of 
time. Perhaps the burial ground in Bled, 
Slovenia – a vast necropolis with a set of 
five cremation graves distributed among 
inhumation ones – is the only one to come 
close to filling the requirements for a reg-
ular, bi-ritual burial ground.10 In this case, 
Andrej Pleterski explains the differences 
in the burial practice as occurring during 
the earliest contact stage between the Slavs 
and the remaining older Romanic popu-
lation.11 However, as for the relevance of 
the information provided about this site, 
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	 15	 Ibidem, p. 140, fig. 30.
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we should not forget that this excavation 
was carried out at a time before modern 
documentation became common techni-
cal practice, and that just one of the five 
presumed cremation graves contained 
cremated remains of a human body.12

Among all the flat burial grounds 
considered to be bi-ritual, the necropo-
lis explored in the village of Alsórajk in 

today’s Hungary occupies a special posi-
tion.13 Although it is located in the same 
region as several other bi-ritual necropo-
li, it is not related to the Avar khaganate. 
In fact, all the inhumation graves in this 
location date to the following historical 
period, the Carolingian. However, what 
makes this burial site special is the strati-
graphic relationship of cremation and 
inhumation graves. The most important 
feature in this respect is the distribution 
of the four pits described as cremation pit 
graves 1 – 3 and 7. They were positioned 
at the southern end of the burial ground, 
forming a line respecting the inhumation 
graves (fig. 2). The location and strati-
graphic position of cremation grave 7 in 
relation to the inhumation graves indicate 
its origin being later than the inhuma-
tions.14 Equally important was the pit (cre-
mation grave 21A) sunken in the backfill 
of a nearby inhumation grave.15 Although 
these are the only examples of intrusive 
cremation burials found here, nothing 
contradicts the idea that the cremation 
graves correspond to the youngest buri-
al horizon at Alsórajk.16 However, should 
this assumption be correct, the site would 
no longer meet the criteria necessary to 
classify it as a bi-ritual necropolis. In any 
case, this is an unusual phenomenon for 
the Carolingian period, and for now is be-
yond any conclusive interpretation.

In other than bi-ritual burial grounds 
of the Avar khaganate, cremation is 

Fig. 2: Alsórajk. Site plan of the early medi-
eval burial ground. Sunken features inter-
preted as the remains of cremation graves are 
marked in grey (adapted after Szőke 1996, 
tab. 15).



86� The Archeology of the Migration Period and the Middle Ages

	 17	 The source base evaluated in the paper is presented in the study by Tomáš König published 
separately in these proceedings.

	 18	 Cf. Gleeson, Patrick – McLaughlin, Rowan: Ways of death: cremation and belief in first-
millennium AD Ireland. In: Antiquity, a. 95, 2021, nr. 380, pp. 390–396.

	 19	 Friesinger, Herwig: Das frühmittelalterliche Gräberfeld von Pitten-Kreuzackergasse, 
p. B. Neunkirchen. In: Idem (ed.): Studien zur Archäologie der Slawen in Niederösterreich II. Mitteilungen 
der Prähistorischen Kommission der Österreichischen Akademie der Wissenschaften, vol. 17/18. 
Wien: Verlag der ÖAW, 1975–1977, pp. 66 and 136.

	 20	 Žeravica, Zdenko: Ranoslovenska nekropola Bagruša u Petoševcima kod Laktaša. In: Glasnik 
Zemaljskog muzeja Bosne i Hercegovine u Sarajevu – Arheologija, nova serija, a. 40/41, 1985/1986, pp. 153 
and 154.

	 21	 Točík, Anton: Flachgräberfelder aus dem IX. und X. Jahrhundert in der Südwestslowakei (I). 
In: Slovenská archeológia, a. 19, 1971, nr. 1, p. 207, fig. 60: 8 and 22.

	 22	 Idem: Flachgräberfelder aus dem IX. und X. Jahrhundert, p. 171, fig. 39: 11–13.
	 23	 Cf. Herold, Hajnalka: Materielle Kultur – technologische Traditionen – Identität. Untersuchungen 

zur Archäologie des Frühmittelalters in Niederösterreich. In: Zeitschrift für Archäologie des 
Mittelalters, a. 37, 2009, pp. 112 and 128.

	 24	 Jungklaus, Bettina – Biermann, Felix: New observations of the burial rite: Traces of fire exposure in 
Early Medieval inhumation burials – examples from the Slavic cemetery of Wusterhausen/Dosse 
(North-Eastern Germany). In: Anthropologischer Anzeiger, a. 78, 2021, nr. 1–2, p. 120.

	 25	 Gulhak, Alemko: Hrvatski etimološki rječnik. Zagreb: August Cesarec, 1993, p. 661.

a very marginal phenomenon (fig. 3).17 
Moreover, there is nothing to suggest 
that the burying communities accepted it 
as a kind of alternative.18 In this context, 
the large necropolis with one cremation 
grave discovered in Pitten, Lower Aus-
tria, can serve as an illustrative example 
from the earlier part of the Early Middle 
Ages.19 The later stage of the Early Mid-
dle Ages is represented by the burial 
ground from the northern Bosnian local-
ity of Petoševci, which is comparable in 
scope and where two cremation graves 
have been found.20 None of these ne-
cropoli, or other similar ones published 
in full – such as those in Lipová-Ondro-
chov21 or Trnovec nad Váhom22 – have 
yet provided compelling proof that the 
observed manifestations of “bi-rituality” 
should indicate communities with differ-
ent spiritual ideas or peoples of different 
origins coexisting together.23 Instead, 

they constitute rare manifestations of 
some persisting spiritual ideas among 
a community that had already adopted 
inhumation as the dominant burial rite.24 
The etymological interpretation of the 
word upír (vampire) – originating from 
the Proto-Slavic word *ǫpyrь whose orig-
inal meaning was unburnt (not cremat-
ed) – could suggest the motive for such 
a shift.25 These manifestations, therefore, 
can be assumed to have occurred only 
under extraordinary circumstances. The 
connection between the change of burial 
rite and the fact that burial grounds were 
gradually becoming formalized is anoth-
er significant source of information. Cre-
mation burials found in these more for-
mal cemeteries provide us with the data 
to make these assertions. Nevertheless, 
we can conclude that cremations were 
a rare phenomenon characteristic only of 
a few isolated graves.
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Fig. 3: Flat bi-ritual burial grounds, excluding sites associated with the Avar khaganate. 
Sites accepted in the current literature are marked by black-filled symbols (Alsórajk, Bled, 
Lipová-Ondrochov, Petoševci, Pitten, Purgstall an der Erlauf, Trnovec nad Váhom); non-con-
firmed sites are marked with open symbols (Kranj, Predloka, Pustiměř).
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Krešimir Filipec*

Northern Croatia between Hungarians 
and Croats in the 10th and 11th Centuries
Severné Chorvátsko medzi Maďarmi a Chorvátmi v 10. a 11. storočí / 

Sjeverna Hrvatska između Mađara i Hrvata u 10. i 11. stoljeću
Franačka Donja Panonija, prema povijesnim izvorima, koncem 9. stoljeća bit će pod upravom 
vojvode Braslava, spojena s blatnogradskim posjedom (grofovijom), te će pod njegovom vlašću 
dočekati slom franačke uprave u Panoniji. O velikoj kulturnoj sličnosti tih dvaju rijekom 
Dravom odijeljenih područja Panonije od 9. do 11. stoljeća svjedoče rezultati arheoloških 
istraživanja. Na cijelom prostoru događaju se isti ili slični procesi kao i drugim dijelovima 
nekadašnje franačke Panonije. Početkom 10. stoljeća vojvodstvo nije zauzeto od Mađara, niti je 
više dio Franačkog Carstva, ali na određeni način nazaduje u odnosu na druge dijelove Europe, 
što se ponajviše vidi u tome što nema važnijih ili većih zgrada. U grobovima se pojavljuju 
predmeti kakvih dotad nije bilo, a to je također odstupanje od tradicije koja je postojala u 9. 
i početkom 10. stoljeća. Moguće je da je Donja Panonija vezana za Hrvatsku i Ugarsku. Pod 
jakim je utjecajem i Hrvatske i Ugarske – ona će uvijek imati određenu posebnost, no teško je 
odrediti što čini njezinu samosvojnost. Tvrdnje da je do pred kraj 11. stoljeća to ničija zemlja 
zvuče nerealno. Koliko je vojvodstvo slobodno, određuje Sveto Rimsko Carstvo, koje od osnivanja 
graničnih marki početkom 10. stoljeća konstantno pomiče granicu prema istoku na njegovu 
štetu. Moguće da je upravo ugroza s te strane dovela do pojačanih veza s južnim i sjevernim 
entitetom. Potkraj 11. stoljeća bit će napokon čvršće povezana s Ugarskom, ali i s Hrvatskom.

Ključne riječi: Donja Panonija, panonski Slaveni, Hrvati, Mađari

Frankish chroniclers, as well as other 
sources, provide us with very little 

information about historical events in 
Lower Pannonia in the first decades of 
the 10th century (Fig. 1).1 Although we 
do not have much information about the 
events in that part of the Frankish Em-
pire, it seems that certain processes of 
moving away from the earlier centers be-
gan to take place in that area at the time.2 

They are not visible in the field and can-
not be proven, but the previous imme-
diate Frankish presence was difficult to 
prove as well. Only according to the data 
from the surrounding area, from the 
area of today‘s western Hungary, Slove-
nia and Austria, can it be concluded to 
some extent that the existing Frankish 
administration disintegrated or with-
drew.3 When only archeological data are 
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observed, of which there are still very 
few, it seems that nothing radical has 
happened. The population, mostly due 

to the absence of any historical sources 
from Lower Pannonia, should have been 
left more or less to itself at the beginning 

Figure 1: Map of Central Europe and the division of Pannonia into: (1) ancient times (Roman Empire) into 
Upper (Roman provinces: First Pannonia and Savian Pannonia) and Lower Pannonia (Roman provinces: 
Valerian Pannonia and Second (Syrmia) Pannonia; (2) ) Division according to Frankish sources from the 9th 
century into Upper Pannonia (north of the Drava river) and Lower Pannonia (south of the Drava river); this 
same part of Francia is also called the area between the Drava and Sava rivers (regnum inter Dravum et 
Savum); (3) Division according to Conversio into Upper Pannonia (between the Danube and Raba rivers) 
and Lower Pannonia (between the Danube, Raba and Drava rivers) (According to: Filipec 2015, fig. 2)
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of the Hungarian invasions.4 This is quite 
possible, but unlike the previous era of 
which we knew almost nothing, the 10th 
century is known somewhat better. The 
population has not only not disappeared 
or been displaced, but it is precisely in 
these turbulent times of European his-
tory that the population has begun to 
grow demographically, especially since 
the mid-10th century, which is best seen 
by the datable grave goods Rare archeo-
logical sites and finds still show opposite 
tendencies to those of a country ravaged 
by Hungarian invasions.5 Demographic 
strengthening, from the middle of the 
10th century, can be explained either by 
favorable economic conditions, political 
stabilization or possibly immigration. 
Theoretically, we can assume where 
the new population could possibly have 
come from the two realistic directions, 
from Croatia south of the Sava River or 
from Prekodravlje, from the area occu-
pied by the Hungarians.

The first demographic collapse of 
Lower Pannonia occurred long before 
the Hungarian devastation, as early as 
the first half of the 9th century, and large 
parts of the area remained unpopulated 
or sparsely populated until the end of 
Frankish rule. The demographic collapse 
of the population occurred after the col-
lapse of the Avar supremacy over the 
local Slavs in the early 9th century and 
after the uprising of Ljudevit, the Duke 
of Lower Pannonia (818 – 823).6 After the 
first third of the 9th century, there are 

many smaller settlements between the 
Drava and Sava Rivers, but no larger set-
tlements.7 The settlements are small, scat-
tered, but still almost unknown in the 
wider area. Old Avar cemeteries are gen-
erally abandoned until the first third of 
the 9th century with perhaps one or two 
exceptions (Lobor and perhaps Sisak). 
Lower Pannonia was sparsely populat-
ed or almost deserted throughout the 9th 
century, except for parts of present-day 
Slovenia, west of the Sutla and Dravinja 
Rivers, where demographic recovery be-
gan earlier, probably under the influence 
of Bavarian immigrants and those from 
the eastern parts of the Drava and Sava 
Rivers, east of the Požega Valley, which 
was under the Bulgarian rule. Lower 
Pannonia in the 9th century was a Frank-
ish province, and as a result of the wars, 
it took a relatively long time for it to be 
rebuilt. Increased construction and mis-
sion centers, such as Lobor or possibly 
Sisak, are the result of external inter-
vention. After intensive archeological 
research in the last thirty years, the area 
has been better explored, but despite this 
there are no significant findings.

According to historical sources, 
Frankish Lower Pannonia at the end of 
the 9th century was under the adminis-
tration of Duke Braslav, merged with 
the Blatnograd estate (county) and un-
der his rule faced the collapse of Frank-
ish administration in Pannonia.8 A fate-
ful battle between the Frankish and 
Hungarian armies took place near one 
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of Braslav’s cities.9 The county of Blat-
nograd, with the Zalavár agglomeration 
and the area south of the Drava with 
Lobor and Sisak, shared a similar fate 
in the next period, at least until the end 
of the 10th century.10 Processes similar 
to those in other parts of the Carpathi-
an Basin took place on Braslav’s former 
estate, which included Lower Pannonia 
and Blatnograd, considering the emer-
gence of new fashion and new decorative 
objects in graves under the influence of 
new cultural and political circumstanc-
es. According to archeological data, in no 
part of the area south of Lake Balaton the 
Hungarian rule can be confirmed before 
the end of the 10th or even the beginning 
of the 11th century.11

Croatian territory and the early me-
dieval Croatian state, before the 10th cen-
tury, were located a little south of the 
Sava River, roughly where the border 
between Roman provinces of Pannonia 
and Dalmatia was in the previous peri-
od. Early medieval Croatia did not suffer 
any demographic decline at that time.12 
On the contrary, settlements in that area 
were strengthening. At that time, there 
was an increasing number of burials in 
cemeteries and that number continued to 
grow throughout the 10th and 11th centu-
ries, and demographic growth was vis-
ible all the way to the southern borders 
of Pannonia. All indications point to the 

fact that it was not damaged at all by the 
Hungarian attacks and there is no infor-
mation about the destruction.13 It is quite 
possible that the southern parts of Lower 
Pannonia were more strongly associated 
with the Croats in the south. It is also 
possible that colonists arrived from that 
area earlier. By the end of the 10th centu-
ry, the Drava River, under strong Hun-
garian influence, began to separate the 
territory of the Pannonian Slavs under 
the political influence of the Croats from 
those under the political influence of the 
Hungarians, just as the western parts 
came under the influence of the Holy Ro-
man Empire. Lower Pannonia came into 
the sphere of influence of the three states 
and all of them in the coming periods in-
fluenced its development.

In really extensive historical literature, 
especially until the middle of the 20th 
century, the affiliation of today‘s north-
ern Croatia has long been observed in 
the framework of Croatian-Hungarian 
relations, legal and political problems. 
The Drava River stood out as the histor-
ical border between Hungary and Croa-
tia and was questioned when the Hun-
garians first crossed it and occupied the 
area south of it in the early 10th or maybe 
just late 11th century. Today, after sever-
al decades of continuous archaeologi-
cal research, which has brought to light 
some new data, it is possible to see some 
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solutions, but not the final solution and 
answer to this question. Obviously this 
question is much more complex than 
one would like to accept and obviously 
for a relatively long time, from the be-
ginning of the 10th to the end of the 11th 
century, the history of Lower Pannonian 
cannot be easily described without con-
temporary written sources, and when ar-
chaeological research is still insufficient.

Historical sources
The first decades of the 10th century were 
marked by Hungarian raids throughout 
Central Europe. After the Hungarian de-
feat at Augsburg in 955, the incursions 
into the west became less frequent and 
the formation of the Hungarian state be-
gan in an area where various tribes had 
already settled. It is possible that there 
was an attempt, after the collapse of the 
Frankish administration in the early 10th 
century, during the rule of the Holy Ro-
man Emperor Otto II (973 – 983), to re-
gain control of a part of Pannonia. Otto 
II confirmed a document to the Archdio-
cese of Salzburg in 977 and 982, a docu-
ment which was allegedly issued in 860 
by Arnulf to the Church of Salzburg, 
listing properties and possessions in the 
March of Carinthia and the Bavarian 
Eastern March.14 Although the document 
is undoubtedly a forgery from the sec-
ond half of the 10th century, its content is 
explainable in the historical context. We 
have no reason to doubt that the Arch-
bishop of Salzburg claimed the right to 
many of the mentioned estates, the only 

question is why in the second half of the 
10th century a forger gave it to Emperor 
Otto II for confirmation. It would be log-
ical to assume that at that time the Ba-
varian Catholic Church hoped that, after 
the military victory of Emperor Otto II, it 
could manage to get back the possessions 
it had in the past in that area, but that 
didn’t happen. That is, the success was 
limited to border areas. It is also possible 
that the answer to the question of what 
happened to Pannonia in the 10th centu-
ry was given by the Byzantine emperor 
Constantine Porphyrogenitus (945-959) 
in his work De administrando imperio. He 
writes, but it is not known exactly when, 
that Croats ruled in Pannonia, but did 
not annex it to coastal Croatia.15 These 
Pannonians also had an independent 
ruler, so it was another state whose rul-
er sent envoys, and only Croats in „Pan-
nonian Croatia“ (Sclavonia, Slavonia), 
i.e. Lower Pannonia, out of friendship. 
The fact that he sent tribute or gifts to 
the Croatian prince does not mean that, 
at the time to which the analyzed sen-
tence refers, Illyricum and Pannonia, i.e. 
Lower Pannonia or Pannonian Croatia, 
formed part of Dalmatian Croatia, be-
cause the ruler of Pannonia (Pannonian 
Croatia) generally sent ambassadors to 
various countries, which is, after all, the 
prerogative of his position as sovereign, 
which the writer described in words, and 
the only exception in the quality of these 
missions are the missions sent to the 
prince of Dalmatian Croatia. It is, howev-
er, a very dubious and incoherent source. 
Pop Dukljanin mentioned that Croatian 
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King Tomislav had prevented several 
Hungarian incursions and that he had 
successfully repulsed all incursions by 
their military leader Attila. Various oth-
er documents and charters can be men-
tioned here, as well as the mention of the 
Diocese of Sisak at the church congress 
in Split, but none of these documents 
provide an unambiguous picture of the 
history of Lower Pannonia. The mention 
of the Diocese of Sisak was recorded in 
928 at the Split church council, noting 
that the diocese, like the other two men-
tioned, those of Skradin and Delminium, 
was well populated and had a sufficient 
number of priests. This is very unusual 
and difficult to verify. This conciliar note 
is fundamentally different from the let-
ter of the Bavarian bishops to the pope 
around 900, which showed a complete-
ly different situation in the supposedly 
devastated Pannonia without a single 
church building. Undoubtedly, Prekod-
ravlje should have been more devastated 
than southern Pannonia, but such dia-
metrically different descriptions of the 
situation in Pannonia can be explained 
by the fact that, apparently, Bavarian 
bishops exaggerated parts of devastat-
ed Pannonia and used them as a stylis-
tic figure when addressing the pope, or 
the situation fundamentally changed in 
twenty-five years (from about 900 to 928). 
The various other, very dubious, sources 
that emerge also do not provide enough 
evidence. It is possible that Croatian King 
Zvonimir (1075/76 – 1089) ruled Lower 
Pannonia and it is possible that it repeat-
edly passed from Croatian to Hungari-
an supremacy. This time was filled by 
uncertain historical sources, which say 
that the Hungarian king Stephen I (997 

– 1038) occupied the whole of Pannonia 
and kept it, and that he was helped by his 
contemporary Croatian king Krešimir 
(1000 – around 1030) in fight with the 
Holy Roman Empire, for which he hand-
ed over Slavonia (Pannonia), which he 
demanded back in 1035, etc. Such a situ-
ation could have lead to the claim that it 
was no man‘s land – it would mean that 
after the Frankish rule it was never in-
dependent but it was always held by one 
of its neighbors – all and a part of it. It is 
possible that the two kingdoms divided 
the area of influence over that territory 
along the river. Historical sources do not 
help solve this problem.

After that, the documents from the 
time when the Diocese of Zagreb was 
already established are often analyzed 
in various discussions, and an attempt is 
made to find a solution based on them. 
Felician‘s document from 1134 is one of 
the oldest testimonies, not only for the 
history of the Diocese of Zagreb, but for 
the entire Lower Pannonia, and medieval 
Slavonia in general (Fig. 3). It is under-
standable that historians endeavored to 
at least somehow fill that huge time span, 
from 928 to 1093/1094, when the Diocese 
of Zagreb should have been founded, 
which is more than one hundred and six-
ty years of the history of Lower Panno-
nia.16 The offering of the Diocese of Sisak 
at the Council of Split in 928 to Bishop Gr-
gur did not necessarily mean that the di-
ocese functioned at that time and that it 
was located within Croatia (the Kingdom 
of Croatia). The area where the Diocese of 
Sisak could have been rebuilt previous-
ly belonged, and probably still did at the 
time, to the Aquileian missionary circle 
and, theoretically, in that sense, it could 
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have really been offered to Bishop Grgur 
of Nin, because the Diocese of Nin was 
founded on the same Aquileian mission-
ary area, the one belonging to the Patriar-
chate of Aquileia. But even if the diocese 
was then rebuilt, this in no way explains 
what happened to the area for the next 
one hundred and sixty years. What is 
confusing is why the Diocese of Zagreb 
was founded on the same territory as 
the Diocese of Sisak. The so-called Feli-
cian‘s document from 1134 is an impor-
tant document for the Dubrava estate, but 
for the history of the Diocese of Zagreb, 
it is a completely uncertain historical 
source that certainly has traces or hints 

of truth in it. It proves nothing, but possi-
bly points to what we already know from 
other sources, which is that somewhere 
in the last decade of the 11th century Low-
er Pannonia was under Hungarian rule. 
It is very difficult to think that someone 
would go that far to forge everything in 
it, but it shows a certain tendency to ex-
plain something that is important in the 
dispute over a forest where, presumably 
to fascinate the litigant and convince the 
court, it states all the strength of witness-
es and other information that was sup-
posed to help with the dispute.

The western part of the former Lower 
Pannonia, west of the Sutla and Dravinja 

Figure 2: Zagreb Diocese according to the approximate borders from the 14th century with the indicated 
area of late antique dioceses whose territory it covered and known early Christian churches drawn. the 
approximate borders of the surrounding states are indicated.
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Rivers, was included in the newly estab-
lished border margraviate of the Holy 
Roman Empire in the 10th century, and 
the eastern part would soon after be tak-
en over by the Hungarians. These two 
parts of Lower Pannonia have had a com-
pletely different political and cultural de-
velopment since then. In between, there 
remained a relatively small territory 
bordered by the Rivers Drava, Sava and 
Kupa with the two most important early 
medieval centers Sisak and Lobor.

Border on the Drava River
When and whether the border on the 
Drava River between the Croats and the 

Hungarians was set during the 10th and 
11th centuries is one of the questions to 
which we also do not have an unambig-
uous answer (Fig. 5). The fact that the 
Kingdom of Croatia might have ended 
on the Drava before the 10th century or 
even crossed it into the area of Preko-
murje in the direction of Lake Balaton is 
also an option that is being considered 
and taken into account. It is quite certain 
that the same River Drava was crossed 
by the Hungarians in several places be-
cause they kept the eastern part of the 
area between Sava and Drava Rivers 
after repelling the Bulgarians from it. 
This is evidenced by rare archaeological 
finds from Đakovo, its surroundings and 

Figure 3: The Duchy of Braslav at the end of the 9th century with the Drava River drawn as the new 
border and area of influence of neighboring states.
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Vukovar.17 The Kaptol near Požega, as 
the Congregational Chapter and the seat 
of the Diocese of Pécs south of the Dra-
va River, provided information on the 
establishment of a cemetery next to the 
church at the end of the 11th and the be-
ginning of the 12th century.18 This church, 
along with those on Meraja in Vinkovci, 
in Borinci near Vinkovci and Klisa near 
Osijek, point to the intensified construc-
tion of churches at the turn between the 
11th and early 12th centuries within the 
Hungarian state and the Diocese of Pécs. 
Such a situation has not yet been proven 
in the western part of the area between 
the Drava and Sava, although of course 
it is also possible. In general, it is difficult 
to determine that Croatian territory dur-
ing the 10th and 11th centuries, including 
the land north of the Sava River.

The idea that one province all the way 
to the Drava River existed, which was 
very likely a relic of the past period, from 
the 9th century, when the whole territory 
was incorporated into the March of Friu-
li, which ended on the Drava, where the 
Friulian military operative zone and the 
March ended until 828. The idea that it 
was a complete area was built for a long 
time, so neither the Bulgarian usurpa-
tion, nor the Hungarian devastation, nor 
the creation of the Hungarian state in 
the last decades of the 10th century in the 
northern and northeastern parts of the 
Pannonian Plain could erase that idea, 
not even at the time when the Hungar-
ians crossed the Drava River.

At the beginning of the 10th century, 
after a hundred years in the same Frank-
ish state, the great differences between 
the Pannonian Slavs and the Croats 
in Dalmatia, which were undoubtedly 
present at the end of the 8th and the be-
ginning of the 9th century, were erased. 
The Pannonian Slavs were under the Av-
ars, and the Croats never were. All the 
preconditions have been created for this 
space, which was organized according 
to the Frankish model and which was 
integrated into the framework of West-
ern European civilization, to become 
unique. The migration of people and 
marital connections, especially of the 
nobility, probably contributed to all this 
nearness. There is no doubt that the Cro-
ats, or some of them, were forced or took 
advantage of the situation in an interreg-
num created by the complete collapse 
of the Frankish administration in the 
Pannonian Plain and possibly occupied 
parts of the country or put it under their 
control. The Pannonian Slavs, especial-
ly the nobility, could have united them-
selves with the Croats. Undoubtedly, ties 
have been established with Hungary as 
well. In the graves of those killed in the 
Lobor cemetery, we have arrows still em-
bedded in the remains of the buried, but 
they are all of the Western type. Either 
they are at war with each other or with 
someone from the west, the Hungarian 
arrows there are unknown. The Holy 
Roman Empire expanded its territory at 
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the expense of Lower Pannonia until the 
High Middle Ages.19

Stronger connections between Cro-
atia and Hungary probably date from 
the end of the 10th and the beginning of 
the 11th century, as both countries, Croa-
tia and Hungary, faced the threat of the 
re-expansion of the Holy Roman Empire 
(Frankish Empire), and Croatia of the 
strengthening of Venice as well. In this 
context, the arrival of a new common 
Hungarian dynasty should not have 
been a major shock to the country. We 
have no reason to doubt that Lower Pan-
nonia depended on Croatian aid and that 
a possible attack on Croatia in the north 

began with the crossing of the Drava Riv-
er. Unfortunately, we cannot prove that.

Archaeological sources – some 
problems
Archaeological research does not show 
that anything radical happened in the 
first decades of the 10th century, such as 
the interruption of burial in some posi-
tions or something else that would lead to 
a certain discontinuity. Still some chang-
es are visible! They mostly happened in 
Blatnograd, which was located almost on 
the border of the area held by Hungarian 
tribes at the time, where the deterioration 

Figure 4: The main centers of Frankish Lower and Upper Pannonia in the 9th century.
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of the infrastructure and the emigra-
tion of people could have been felt. Was 
it a consequence of the proximity of the 
Hungarian border or was the Zalavár 
agglomeration left without an “urban” 
population due to the complete econom-
ic collapse of the entire province and the 
wider area? The nobility fled, the trade 
collapsed and the merchants began to 
bypass this area. The population of Low-
er Pannonia tried to respond in various 
ways to the problems that befell them at 
the time, and this shows all the complex-
ity of relations in the 10th century (Fig. 2).

Cemeteries from the first half of the 
10th century south of the Sava River are 
more the exception than the rule. Only 
one cemetery from that time stands out 
south of the Drava and north of the Sava 
in Lobor in the position of Our Lady 
of the Mountain, which should be ob-
served in this complex situation.20 Oth-
er cemeteries, mostly those in rows, are 
established only during the 10th century, 
and usually cease to exist with the con-
struction of churches in the cemeteries or 
with the relocation of cemeteries next to 
parish churches. The uninterrupted con-
tinuity of burials south of the Drava Riv-
er is visible only in Lobor and nowhere 
else. It seems that Lower Pannonia was 
not demographically renewed or more 
densely populated until the beginning of 
the 10th century. To what extent can fur-
ther events be monitored when there are 

no reliable data and two problems arise 
in a large part of the whole area: poor ex-
pressiveness of material culture of the 9th 
and early 10th centuries, associated with 
the Frankish supremacy over the prov-
ince, and the absence or lack of evidence 
that the area south of Lake Balaton was 
inhabited by a new Hungarian ethnic 
group before the end of the 10th centu-
ry or the beginning of the 11th century? 
Three different examples are provided by 
Zalavár (Zalavár agglomeration), Ptujski 
grad, Lobor and possibly Sisak, which is 
less well known. All four sites were part 
of the Duchy of Braslav in the late 9th and 
early 10th centuries. They all experience 
different destinies, and after the 10th cen-
tury they will find themselves in differ-
ent states. Archaeological material will 
not be very different in the local cemeter-
ies, which is a consequence of the spread 
of both Köttlach and Bijelo Brdo cultures. 
The sites are very complex and give us 
different views of the same events.

In Ptuj there was a crossing over the 
River Drava, there was probably a bridge, 
which was used during the Hungarian 
expeditions to Italy.21 Old Hungarian ob-
jects in the graves at Ptujski grad have 
also been documented, which can be 
interpreted differently, but they at least 
include the place within the Hungarian 
state. What distinguishes the interpreta-
tions of the fate of Ptuj after 900, from the 
interpretation of the situation in Zalavár, 
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is that it is considered that, if it was tem-
porarily occupied by the Hungarians 
(which should not be excluded) or aban-
doned, it was certainly quickly returned 
to Frankish rule. The continuous and 
uninterrupted series of burials in the 
cemetery at Ptujski grad ceased during 
the 11th century. The cessation of burials 
was probably due to the relocation of 
the cemetery to the position next to the 
church. Ptuj not only remained under 
Frankish rule but became one of the most 
important strongholds of Frankish do-
minion between the Raba and the Drava, 
primarily the stronghold and possession 
of the Archbishop of Salzburg in Panno-
nia. What remains open is the question 
of whether there was a church at Ptujski 
grad and whether it was demolished 

during the Hungarian attack. Unfortu-
nately, we cannot give an answer to this 
question because the archaeological stra-
ta is very disturbed due to many later in-
terventions in the same position.

Therefore, it cannot be proven that, 
like Lobor, a new cemetery was formed 
next to the early Christian church, 
next to which either a new Carolingian 
church was built or the old early Chris-
tian church was renovated and burials 
continued. Like Lobor, the church was 
demolished, perhaps during the Hun-
garian invasions of Italy in the early 10th 
century. South of the Drava River in the 
western part of the area between the Dra-
va and Sava there are no Hungarian ob-
jects, and coins are extremely rare. Only 
two coins of Hungarian king Stephen I 

Figure 5: Northern Croatian sites between the Drava and Sava rivers where 10th and 11th century 
coins were found with the only locality indicated (Lobor) from the area of former Frankish Pannonia 
(supplemented according to: Filipec 2015, fig. 109).
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and one of King Ladislas I were found 
in Lobor. There is nothing that could be 
associated with either an attack or settle-
ment (Fig. 4). There are Hungarian finds 
in Slovenia in the so-called “Strata Hun-
garorum” and in the peripheral parts 
of early medieval Croatia, south of the 
Sava River, there are broken up sets in 
children‘s graves.

When writing about Zalavár, it is most-
ly said that it was destroyed or abandoned 
during the Hungarian migration, as early 
as 900, and that then a part of the place 
(Benedictine monastery of St. Hadrian) 
was rebuilt during the reign of the Hun-
garian king Stephen I or even in the time 
of his father, Grand Duke Gejza.22 What 
undoubtedly speaks in favor of a clear 
and uninterrupted continuity of life in 
this place are the churches that were not 
destroyed, perhaps just abandoned, and 
around which the deceased were buried 
continuously at least until the beginning 
of the 11th century. One should be very 
careful when looking for that continuity, 
sometimes short breaks or even those that 
have lasted for decades cannot be most 
clearly separated. There is the problem 
of the „second phase“ of the church of 
St. Hadrian, as it seems that it was built 
later than it would have been expected. 
Archaeological literature suggests that 

Zalavár came under Hungarian rule after 
900, which is indeed possible.23

In the Early Middle Ages, two church-
es, a wooden church and a pre-Roman-
esque basilica, were built in Lobor, on the 
site of Our Lady of the Mountain.24 They 
stood side by side, the wooden church 
was built in the first third of the 9th cen-
tury, and the stone one after it. According 
to certain structural elements (the shape 
of the apse, the outer lesenes coincide 
with the pilasters on the inner wall) and 
according to similar floor plans, the ba-
silica cannot be dated more closely. Such 
building and construction solutions for 
similar buildings with similar floor plans 
are usually dated to the end of the early 
Romanesque period or at least through 
the 11th century, when compared to those 
built in the early medieval Croatian area, 
Solin, Byzantine Zadar and Venice or the 
basilica in Zalavár-Récéskút (Blatno, Blat-
nograd), once the most important Pan-
nonian center, approximately in the 9th 
century. The wooden church was demol-
ished by the beginning of the 11th centu-
ry because silver coins of the Hungarian 
King Stephen I appear in the layer above 
its ruins. After the demolition of the ba-
silica, the burial of the dead begins in the 
ruins, in its interior. Burial around it con-
tinues and is best seen in graves dated to 
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about the end of the 10th and early 11th cen-
turies when a large number of objects in 
the tombs is observed. A certain well-be-
ing, and also following of the trends then 
present throughout the Pannonian Plain 
and surrounding areas is character-
ized by a large number of objects in the 
graves. This is the time of existence of the 
so-called Bijelo Brdo culture, a culture 
that, in this part of the country, connects 
the poorly explored 9th century with the 
High Middle Ages. According to arche-
ological finds, the layer of graves above 
the layer with rubble belonging to the ru-
ins of the pre-Romanesque basilica could 
be dated throughout the 11th century, or 
perhaps more towards the end of the 11th 
century, and no later than the middle of 
the 13th century. According to the graves, 
therefore, a longer period of burial is ev-
ident. It is possible that it is even a ques-
tion of the entire period of functioning of 
the so-called Bijelo Brdo culture (from the 
last third of the 10th to the middle of the 
13th century). Thus, the time of disconti-
nuity during which the pre-Romanesque 
basilica was demolished and the late 
Romanesque church was not yet built, 
stretches from the last third of the 10th 
and the first third of the 11th to the mid-
dle of the 13th century. The demolition of 
the church cannot be dated even in this 
case, as it is not known whether it was 
demolished at the beginning or the end 
of the 10th or at the end of the 11th or even 
later. It is possible that a similarity could 
be found with the locality of Ducové, Flur 
Kostolec, Trnava in Slovakia.25

Looking at it, it could have happened 
closer to the events related to the re-entry 

of the Holy Roman Empire during the 
reign of Otto III in the second half of the 
10th century, or when the Hungarians the-
oretically first occupied these areas south 
of the Drava River, possibly in the time 
of the Hungarian king Stephen I, because 
before that it was very unlikely, or per-
haps most likely that it happened at the 
time after the death of Croatian King Zvo-
nimir (after 1089) when northern Croatia 
was occupied by the Hungarians (the fact 
that at the time the basilica was still intact 
can be proven by the pre-Romanesque 
sculpture because it was certainly not 
made all at once, but as it was mentioned, 
there is no agreement about its dating). 
Most of the items above the ruin-related 
layer come from a relatively later period, 
from the late stages of the functioning 
of the so-called Bijelo Brdo culture and 
it could have really been destroyed only 
during the Mongol invasion in 1242, but 
such a thing would be possible only if 
certain types of objects were extended to 
the 13th century. In the end, perhaps no 
historical event can be associated with 
its demolition, it is possible that it simply 
perished in some earthquake or fire and 
for some time there was no church on the 
site until a new late Romanesque one was 
built. It is possible that the old population 
began burying their dead around the ru-
ins and central apse of a pre-Romanesque 
basilica that was not completely demol-
ished because it was incorporated into 
a late Romanesque church. It is possible 
that a small church once stood above the 
large pre-Romanesque basilica, but we 
cannot know this because we have no ar-
chaeological evidence.
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When interpreting the findings from 
Lobor, which is considered an integral 
part of Lower Pannonia, this should theo-
retically be expected during the Hungar-
ian rule in the last decades of the 10th cen-
tury, during the reign of the Grand Duke 
Gejza or King Stephen I, and according 
to Hungarian or Croatian historiography 
after 1090s. Ptuj, on the other hand, was 
never or was very shortly, in the time of 
the fiercest attacks, under the Hungari-
ans or in the zone of their influence. In 
all three of these positions, which are not 
geographically very far from each other, 
almost the same or very similar situation 
was repeated, obviously something in 
the applied method and interpretations 
of sites and objects is not good. Objects 
of Hungarian provenance are found 
more often in the directions in which the 
Hungarians penetrated towards Italy or 
Bavaria. The ethnic presence of Hungar-
ians cannot be proven before the begin-
ning of the 12th century, and then a com-
pletely different era begins.

All the archeological research so far 
shows that the intensified construction 
of churches in Lower Pannonia began 
only in the middle or even more prob-
ably towards the end of the 12th cen-
tury. At that time, entire Pannonia, as 
well as the Croatian state, was already 
within the Kingdom of Hungary (the 
Croatian-Hungarian Personal Union). 
It seems that the process of building 
churches in the Frankish era was inter-
rupted by the Hungarian invasions and 
the collapse of the political structure. In 
earlier times, in the 9th century, this was 
taken over by the Frankish administra-
tion, and we have at least three churches 
from that period. Is it possible that after 
the 10th and throughout the 11th century 

there was no interest in building new 
churches? This issue cannot be resolved 
at the current stage of research – this 
process would certainly not be possible 
without a strong central government 
without which there is no church organi-
zation that can organize the construction 
of new buildings. Was Lower Pannonia 
at that time, from the 10th to the end of 
the 11th century, no man‘s land (terra nul-
lius), and what does that actually mean?

There is no solid evidence that any 
Hungarian administration was organized 
before the 12th century in Lower Pannonia 
(in its western, former Carolingian part), 
nor that any presence of Hungarian set-
tlements was recognized or proven, and 
it is not even possible to prove the Hun-
garian short-lived presence. Archaeolog-
ical research shows that something has 
apparently drastically changed, for ex-
ample churches have been destroyed, and 
the population seems to have returned 
to the old way of life known before the 
Frankish occupation. Not only in the 10th, 
but until the 13th century, the main threat 
will come from the west, from the territo-
ry of the Holy Roman Empire. There are 
no traces of Hungarians and Hungarian 
finds, and this is what distinguishes this 
part of Pannonia from the northern parts 
of the Pannonian Plain, and from those 
along the northern edges of the Carpathi-
an Basin, where such a thing began to be 
observed already during the 10th century. 
In addition to the spread of characteris-
tic objects, mostly related to the fashion 
of the 10th and 11th century, and spread 
over wide areas of Central Europe, in the 
Pannonian Plain, they are usually associ-
ated with the spread of the so-called Bi-
jelo Brdo culture that has no other links 
with the area of todays Slovakia.26 In the 
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centuries following the establishment of 
the Croatian-Hungarian personal union 
in this part of the country, the domestic 
nobility, but also the Hungarian nobility 
if it can be judged by the names and sur-
names, will be more visible in this part of 
the country, but that is already the time of 
medieval feudal relations when marriage 
among the nobility was common. Since 
the 12th century, Lower Pannonia, more 
commonly called Slavonia, will have its 
own territory and autonomy. Neither the 
territory nor the autonomy will always 
be the same, but over time it will become 
larger. The entire local population and 
the nobility (Slavic, Croatian and Hun-
garian) will participate in its further de-
velopment. There will be no class differ-
ences between them.

Conclusion
The great cultural similarity of these two 
areas of Pannonia separated by the Dra-
va River from the 9th to the 11th century 
is visible by the results of archaeological 
research. The same or similar process-
es are taking place throughout the area 
as in other parts of the former Frankish 
Pannonia. The duchy was not occupied 
by the Hungarians in the early 10th cen-
tury, but it was no longer part of the 
Frankish Empire. A certain setback in 
relation to other parts of Europe is most 
visible in the absence of the erection of 
significant buildings – mostly churches. 
Objects appeared in the graves that had 

not existed before in the burial customs, 
and this is undoubtedly a deviation from 
the tradition that was present in the 9th 
and early 10th centuries and the settings 
spread by Frankish missionaries. It 
seems that Lower Pannonia was con-
nected with Croatia (it is possible that 
it was ruled for a short time and with 
interruptions by Croats who separated 
from those in Dalmatia and Croats from 
Dalmatia) and with Hungary (most like-
ly during the reign of King Stephen I it 
joined his kingdom or was more strong-
ly associated with it). It is strongly in-
fluenced by both Croatia and Hungary 
– but it always had a certain uniqueness, 
although it is difficult to determine what 
makes it unique. It is possible that it had 
its own nobility, its own self-government 
and it is possible that it was independent 
until the end of the 11th century, judging 
by the findings in the graves, because 
there are no other representative things, 
such as new churches. Claims that it was 
no man‘s land (terra nullius) until the 
end of the 11th century sound unrealis-
tic. The Holy Roman Empire determined 
how free it was because it had constant-
ly been moving the border to the east to 
the detriment of Lower Pannonia since 
the founding of the border margraviate 
in the 10th century. It is possible that the 
threats from that side led to increased 
ties with the southern and northern en-
tities. At the end of the 11th century it 
was finally more closely associated with 
Hungary.
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Ana Azinović Bebek*

Marianka and Croatian Pilgrims 
in the Early Modern Period

Mariánka a chorvátski pútnici v novoveku / Marianka i hrvatski 
hodočasnici u novom vijeku

U članku se daje pregled hrvatske hodočasničke aktivnosti u novom vijeku s posebnim 
naglaskom na hodočašća u Marianku. Raspravlja se o omiljenim hodočasničkim mjestima 
Hrvata u novom vijeku, o običaju sahranjivanja s medaljicama, o omiljenim medaljicama 
i prikazima na njima te o brojnosti i umjetničkim prikazima na medaljicama kod pavlina. 
Povezuju se dva hodočasnička mjesta – Remete u Hrvatskoj i Marianka u Slovačkoj, kao dva 
omiljena hodočasnička mjesta poticana od Habsburške dinastije.

Ključne riječi: Hodočašća, pavlini, Marinaka, Remete, medaljice

In Croatia, the Baroque is character-
ized by three phenomena: the Catholic 

Revival, the establishment of a strong-
er state in a military and administra-
tive sense, and absolutism. The Coun-
ter-Reformation and Catholic Revival 
confirmed the Church’s important place 
in society. Alongside monks and dioc-
esan clergy, confraternities were also 
great promoters of popular piety, and 
they followed iconographic patterns and 
post-Trident piety.

Emperor Leopold I (1640–1705) estab-
lished the so-called sacral representation, 
i.e., the religious and political ideology of 
the Habsburg monarchy in the Baroque 
Period. It implied fostering Catholic pi-
ety through reverence for the Eucharist, 
Blessed Virgin Mary, saints, and pilgrim-
ages, making Leopold an excellent rep-
resentative of Habsburg piety, i.e., of the 
so-called Pietas Austriaca. For his contem-
poraries, this form of piety was among 

the main qualities a ruler should possess. 
The concept of Pietas Austriaca was based 
on the assumption that God granted the 
Austrian royal family a special mission 
to protect the Holy Roman Empire and 
the Catholic Church from heresy. The 
royal family gave significance to pilgrim-
ages and political importance to pilgrim-
age sites. Pilgrimages were considered 
the central element of sacral legitimiza-
tion of newly-crowned rulers and their 
marriages, as well as important elements 
in producing male heirs and earning mil-
itary victories. Emperor Leopold I, serves 
as a great example of the role of certain 
pilgrimage centres in that representation, 
especially Altötting in Bavaria, Mariazell 
in Austria, Stará Boleslav in Bohemia, and 
Marianka in Slovakia, formerly a part of 
the Kingdom of Hungary. All these holy 
places can be interpreted as the four stra-
ta of his sacral representation that have to 
do with his four main titles: Holy Roman 
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Emperor, Archduke of Austria, King of 
Bohemia, and King of Hungary.1

Early modern burial rites 
in Croatia
Early modern burial rites in Croatia 
were usually conditioned by local tradi-
tions. At that time, the territory of pres-
ent-day Croatia was divided between 
the Habsburg monarchy, the Ottoman 
Empire, and the Republic of Venice. Al-
though these historical and cultural cir-
cumstances should not yield uniform re-
ligious customs, preliminary data shows 
evident uniformity of post-Trident piety 
at all sites included in the research, with 
only some local variations.

The percentage of devotional objects 
discovered in graves varies from 25 to 35 
percent, and it depends on the degree to 
which the cemetery has been excavated.2 
Likewise, the percentage of the overall 
number of finds in graves varies depend-
ing on the degree of excavation. Unfortu-
nately, due to the poor degree of excava-
tion and even lower rates of publishing 
finds, at Dalmatian cemeteries, only the 
types of piety that appear on the medals 
can be defined. Compared to other de-
votional objects, medals dominate most 
early modern cemeteries. Medals from 
pilgrimage sites are the most numerous 
at all cemeteries, followed by medals 

with images of saints, and medals por-
traying various Marian devotions (the 
Virgin Immaculate, Queen of the Holy 
Rosary, Our Lady’s Seven Sorrows) at the 
end.3 Veneration of saints was above all 
dependent on monastic orders active in 
the given area. They all share a common 
pronounced veneration of the Virgin 
Mary through pilgrimages, veneration 
of saints, and praying the Rosary.

Early modern pilgrimages of Croatian 
believers were mostly directed towards 
the area of Austria, Bavaria, and Italy, 
with individual examples of pilgrimag-
es to more distant areas. It can also be 
noted that people from Dalmatia visited 
pilgrimage sites in Italy more than other 
sites and that they very seldom travelled 
to sites that are in present-day Central 
Europe. People from continental Croatia 
travelled to Italy, as well as to Austria, 
Germany, Bohemia, and Slovakia.4 Pil-
grim medals from the area of Dalmatia 
dominantly reflected the veneration of 
Our Lady of Loreto. The most common 
saint was Franciscan Anthony of Pad-
ua, while Saint Benedict, very popular 
in continental Croatia, could be found 
in Dalmatia only rarely. Early modern 
piety in Dalmatia was more directed to-
wards the veneration of the Virgin Mary 
and founding confraternities, which was 
characteristic of piety in western Adri-
atic in the early modern period as well.5 
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The number of pilgrim medals discov-
ered and analysed thus far from all of 
Croatia indicates that the favourite early 
modern pilgrimage sites for Croatians at 
the beginning of the 17th century were 
Mariazell, Altötting, Cologne, Taferl, and 
Loreto. Only Marianka was identified 
out of pilgrimage sites on the territory of 
present-day Slovakia.

All pilgrimage sites were situated on 
the territory of the Holy Roman Empire, 
aside from the ones on the territory of 
present-day Italy. It can be assumed that 
it took a pilgrim from Zagreb eight to 
ten days of travel to reach Mariazell and 
Taferl, while it took them around 20 days 
to get to Loret or Cologne. It took them 
around ten days from Zagreb to reach 
Marianka. As far as it can be concluded, 
common people mostly went on pilgrim-
ages that took ten to twenty days in one 
direction. The custom of pilgrimages tak-
en by whole parishes, towns, regions, or 
nations to a pilgrimage site is confirmed 
by the data about Croatian pilgrimage 
day in Mariazell or Aachen’s practice of 
showing relics on different spots in the 
town to different nations (Slavic peoples 
were shown the relics in a small square 
in front of the Aachen cathedral).6

Unlike medieval pilgrimages, the ear-
ly modern ones were shorter and restrict-
ed to local or regional pilgrimage sites. It 
was a custom for the believer to visit more 
than one shrine during their lifetime, and 

sometimes even for them to join a col-
lective pilgrimage to a significant pil-
grimage site. Group pilgrimages were 
part of Demonstratio Catholica, and it 
was believed that group prayers reached 
the Gateway of Heaven more easily and 
quickly.”7 Pilgrimages were an important 
instrument of the Fidei Catholicae propa-
ganda; however, they were never obliga-
tory like the regular celebration of Mass 
was. Participation in a pilgrimage was 
always a matter of choice and personal 
decision of each individual believer.8

There has been an interest in the top-
ic of pilgrimage for around eighty years 
within the Croatian scholarly commu-
nity. The first studies on pilgrimages 
of Croatians began with the research 
of medieval sources, mostly final testa-
ments which included information on 
testamentary legates, the persons who 
went on pilgrimages to the site previous-
ly agreed upon instead of the testator. 
In the High and Late Middle Ages, they 
mostly went on pilgrimages to Rome, 
Assisi, Santiago de Compostela, and the 
Holy Land.9 Historical research gained 
more momentum with the archaeolog-
ical excavation in the late 20th century 
resulting in greater interest in the anal-
ysis and publication of research on pil-
grimages and devotional objects. Early 
modern pilgrimages, devotional objects, 
and burial rites have especially been in 
researchers’ focus in the last ten years. In 
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continental Croatia,10 as well as in Istria,11 
publications of devotional objects as re-
sults of archaeological excavations are 
more and more common, while Dalma-
tia12 lags considerably regarding interest 
and the number of publications.

On pilgrim medals

The decree On the Invocation, Venera-
tion, and Relics of Saints, and on Sacred 
Images passed at the Council of Trent is 
important for observing the veneration 
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of saints phenomenon. Among other 
things, the decree approved the role of 
images in the liturgy (Latin: imago; in-
cludes sculptures and statues as well), 
confirmed their validity, and empha-
sized their significance in religious edu-
cation. Pilgrim medals clearly adhere to 
the rules of representation of saints. Due 
to the confined space for the image, they 
had to be very clear and easily recog-
nizable to everyone.13 Attributes and in-
scriptions of saints provided help with 
interpreting the image.

Images on medals discovered in 
graves at early modern cemeteries in 
continental Croatia are almost perfectly 
balanced – around 1/3 can be assigned 
to the group of medals with images of 
saints, around 1/3 to the group of medals 
with images venerating the Virgin Mary, 
and 1/3 to the pilgrim medal group.14

Pilgrim medals were mementos from 
pilgrimages. They have roots in mirac-
ulous images and statues venerated in 
certain pilgrimage sites. Miraculous im-
ages and statues are always items that 
can be moved (for processions), clothed, 
crowned, or built up upon.15

They are often artworks created in 
the Late Middle Ages and therefore, be-
ing archaic, are suitable for achieving 
a mystical effect. The early modern cus-
tom of statue clothing and crowning is 
usually marked with a larger celebration 
and recorded in Church archives, which 
helps with dating the medals. Medals 
with images of pilgrimage sites can be, 
with some caution, considered the proof 
of pilgrimage to the site depicted on the 

medal. There are three basic ways in 
which a believer could get hold of the 
medal:
– On the pilgrimage
– �Through donation; someone close to 

them could bring them the medal as 
a gift

– �By buying the medal from a travelling 
merchant at a fair

We can never be absolutely sure which 
way the deceased individual obtained 
the medal. However, the probability that 
the pilgrimage was performed is high 
(whether in person or indirectly). There-
fore, all pilgrim medal finds were taken 
as possible proofs of pilgrimage and they 
were interpreted as such. More data on the 
actual number of pilgrims can be found 
in pilgrimage sites’ archival books.16

Pilgrim medals can be identified by 
the image of Mary venerated in the giv-
en pilgrimage site. She is usually dressed 
in a bell-shaped mantle, just like the 
Baby Jesus she holds in her arms. She 
is depicted with her attributes (sceptre, 
clouds, candlesticks, apple, angels, etc.) 
which, alongside the way she is dressed, 
crowned, and positioned (standing, sit-
ting, with only her bust or with the whole 
image depicted, etc.) indicate which Mary 
this is. This depiction of the Virgin Mary 
can always be found on the obverse of the 
medal, while the reverse can include a fa-
vourite saint of the site, a saint of the or-
der controlling the pilgrimage site, some-
times the pilgrimage church, and so on. 
The greatest help in identification is the 
inscription, naturally, if preserved.
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Figures 1 a and b: Oval medal discovered 
in Remete with the image of St. Maria Thall 
on the obverse (with imperial crown, in bell-
shaped mantle, with crowned Baby Jesus in her 
left and a sphere in her right arm, inscription: 
PATRONA+HVNGAR:V:M:TALLE (Virgo Maria 
Tallensis Patrona Hungariae), on the bottom under 
the line: · O · S · PAVLI · P · E · F · F · I · V (Ordo 
Sancti Pauli Primi Eremiti Facto Fieri IV) and St. 
Paul of Thebes and St. Anthony the Great on the 
reverse (each of them sitting under a palm tree, St. 
Paul in a dress made of palm leaves, with his left 
hand on his knee and his right hand on his chest, 
St. Anthony  with a book in his lap; a raven on the 
top and in the middle carrying bread in his beak, 
signature under the bottom line: GP, inscription: 
S.PAVLVS.P.EREM.S.ANTONIVS.ABB. (sanctus 
Paulus primus eremitus, sanctus Antonius 
abbas – St. Paul Hermit, St. Anthony Hermit)), 
measurements: 12.45 g; 43.4 x 27.3 mm; cast bronze

Figure 2 a and b: Oval medal discovered in 
Čazma with the image of St. Maria Thall on the 
obverse (with imperial crown, in bell-shaped 
mantle, with crowned Baby Jesus in her left arm 
and a sphere in her right, inscription: PATRONA 
· HVNGAR : V : M : TALLEN; (Virgo Maria 
Tallensis Patrona Hungariae) · O · S · PAVLI · 
P · E · F · F · I · V, G-P (Ordo Sancti Pauli Primi 
Eremiti Facto Fieri IV Georg Pfründt) and of St. 
Paul of Thebes and St. Anthony the Great on the 
obverse (palm, on the top a raven carrying a small 
bread, on the bottom signature GP, inscription: 
S · PAVLVS · P ·EREM ·S ·ANTONIVS ·ABB; 
(sanctus Paulus primus eremitus, sanctus 
Antonius abbas - St. Paul Hermit, St. Anthony 
Hermit)), measurements: 13.3 g; 45 x 27 mm; cast 
bronze with more traces of copper, gilded

Figure 3 a and b: Oval medal discovered in 
Remete with the image of St. Maria Thall on 
the obverse (in bell-shaped mantle, with Jesus in 
her left arm, rays around them, inscription: B V 
TALL IN HVNG (Beata Virgo Maria Tallensis in 
Hungaria) and St. Joseph on the obverse (with his 
right profile, with a halo and a beard, holding Baby 
Jesus in his left arm, inscription: SAN IOSE), 
measurements: 3.4 g; 25.5 x 16.8 mm; cast bronze
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	 17	 The Blessed Virgin Mary Monastery in Remete in Zagreb was founded in the last quarter of the 
13th century. It suffered multiple Ottoman attacks in the 15th and 16th centuries, but despite those 
attacks, the Pauline Fathers of Remete did not abandon the monastery. It was active until the 
order was abolished in a 1786 Patent by Emperor Joseph II. The former monastery was turned into 
a parish in 1812. Archaeological excavation was conducted between 2007 and 2009 in most of the 
southern plateau along the today’s parish church of the Blessed Virgin Mary in Remete’s southern 
façade. On that occasion, two earlier sacral structures were revealed. The modern, present-day 
parish church is of the same style as the two earlier structures. Altogether 282 graves were 
excavated, containing around 30 % of devotional objects (medals with images of saints, crosses, 
and rosaries). Alongside monks, laymen were also buried at the Remete monastic cemetery. High 
pilgrim activity was observed, especially towards Styria and Bavaria, but also to more distant 
pilgrimage sites such as Częstochowa, Cologne, Rome, and Loreto. (Azinović Bebek, 2012, p. 19).

	 18	 There were a Dominican monastery and St. Mary Magdalene’s church in the town of Čazma 
from 1229. In the mid-16th century, the Ottomans captured Čazma and made it the centre of their 
Sanjak of Čazma (1552–1559) with a military crew consisting of 1400 soldiers. After the withdrawal 
of the Ottomans, the return of the normal life and reconstruction of Čazma began. Archaeological 
excavation was conducted in 1991 (by Čazma City Museum, Institute of Art History, IGH 
Institute), and in 2003 and 2005 (by Croatian Conservation Institute). The area of the northern 
and southern nave was completely excavated, as well as the western part of the main nave of St. 
Mary Magdalene’s parish church in Čazma. Many functional finds and devotional object were 
discovered in 136 burials. Almost 56 percent of graves contained finds. A high pilgrim activity 
was recorded in Čazma as well. (Azinović Bebek, 2012, pp. 12–13).

Medals from Marianka

There are three medals from Marianka 
published in the Croatian scholarly litera-
ture. Two of them were discovered during 
the excavation of the Pauline monastery 
of Blessed Virgin Mary in Remete’s cem-
etery17 in Zagreb, while one was discov-
ered in the research of the parish church 
of St. Mary Magdalene in Čazma.18

Mary is depicted crowned with the 
imperial crown, in a bell-shaped man-
tle, with a small crowned Jesus in her 
left and a sphere in her right arm. The 
image usually comes with the inscrip-
tion Virgo Maria Tallensis Patrona Hungar-
iae. Two medals are identical (Fig. 1 – 2). 
One of them was discovered in a grave 
in the parish church of St. Mary Mag-
dalene in Čazma, the other in a grave in 
the Pauline monastery in Remete in Za-
greb. They were authored by the same 
person, Georg Pfründt, a Pauline monk 
and medal maker, who signed them (GP 
· O · S · PAVLI · P · E · F · F · I · V Georg 
Pfründt Ordo Sancti Pauli Primi Eremi-
ti Facto Fieri IV). The reverse of the two 

medals shows the patron saints of the 
Pauline order, St. Paul of Thebes and St. 
Anthony the Great. They are depicted sit-
ting underneath a palm tree, St. Paul of 
Thebes in a dress made of palm leaves, 
with his left hand on his knee, and the 
right hand on his chest. St. Anthony the 
Great is depicted with a book in his lap 
and there is a raven carrying bread in his 
beak in the middle. The third medal (Fig. 
3), discovered in the Pauline Monastery 
in Remete in Zagreb, depicts Mary from 
Marianka wearing a bell-shaped mantle. 
The reverse shows St. Joseph with Baby 
Jesus in his arms.

On Pauline Fathers, Marianka, 
and Remete
The Order of Saint Paul the First Hermit 
is a solitary or hermitic order established 
in the 13th century Kingdom of Hunga-
ry and Croatia by uniting hermits in 
a monastic community. The order soon 
expanded throughout entire Central Eu-
rope. At its peak, it had 207 monasteries 
across European countries, 127 of them 
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	 19	 Jasna Góra Monastery in Czenstochowa and Saint Michael the Archangel Monastery in Kraków.
	 20	 Serfőző, Szabolcs: Pilgrimages of Emperor Leopold I in Central Europe, p. 62.

in Croatia and Hungary. From 1577 on-
wards, the seat of the supreme head (gov-
ernor) of the order was in Lepoglava, and 
in 1699 the Croatian Province seceded 
from the province in Hungary. In Croa-
tia, the Pauline Fathers first came to Du-
bica (1244), after which they built a mon-
astery in Remete near Zagreb (1278). Most 
of their monasteries were destroyed by 
Ottoman raids, and from the 16th century, 
they were present only in Istria and the 
northwest of Croatia, alongside the afore-
mentioned sites. Despite being a hermitic 
order, they gained large estates from no-
bility, making them a strong and wealthy 
order that expanded their activity to 
the economy, religion, preaching, and 
cultural realms. They founded the first 
Croatian grammar school in Lepoglava 
in 1503, a predecessor of public gram-
mar schools. Even though the school 
was founded for the needs of the young 
Pauline Fathers, laymen could also study 
there. The order was abolished on the 
territory of Habsburg monarchy by Em-
peror Joseph II in 1786; only two monas-
teries in present-day Poland remained.19 
On that occasion, all monasteries in Cro-
atia were closed. The Pauline Fathers re-
turned to Croatia in 1972, to their former 
monastery of Kamensko near Karlovac. 
Today they also have their monasteries 
of Svetice and Sv. Petar u Šumi (Saint Pe-
ter in the Forest) are united in the Croa-
tian Pauline province.

Marianka (Maria Thall) is the na-
tional, and the oldest, pilgrimage site in 
Slovakia situated near Bratislava. The 
church was constructed in the 14th cen-
tury, and the Pauline monastery was 
built in the same century. Since 1603, the 
votive statue of Madonna, similar to the 
one in Mariazell, is worshiped. Aside 

from having great religious significance, 
Marianka also played an important role 
in the Counter-Reformation activities of 
the Catholic Church in the Kingdom of 
Hungary, where, with around 70 – 80 
percent, the Protestant population was 
dominant around 1600.20 It is thought 
that Georgius Lippay, Archbishop of Esz-
tergom, contributed the most to the ven-
eration of the miraculous Madonna stat-
ue. Many kings, noblemen, and Church 
dignitaries would come to Marianka on 
pilgrimage. From the mid-17th century, 
alongside Mariazell, Stará Boleslav, and 
Altötting, Marianka played a vital role in 
the representation of the Habsburg dy-
nasty. The first visit of the royal family 
was recorded in 1647. The visits were al-
ways linked to crowning ceremonies or 
visits to royal estates and served as a way 
of legitimizing the royal family. For in-
stance, Ferdinand IV visited the site with 
his father Ferdinand III and Archbishop 
Lippay after he was crowned the King 
of Hungary and Croatia in 1647 upon 
which he gifted the site generously with 
funds for the renovation of the church. 
Leopold I also cherished the custom of 
pilgrimage to Marianka. He even signed 
the wall during a lunch in the Pauline re-
fectory, praising the Blessed Virgin Mary. 
Among other things, Marianka was the 
favourite spot for weddings of Slovakian 
nobility, upon which they gifted dresses 
made of bride and groom’s wedding at-
tires to the Virgin Mary.

The church of the Blessed Virgin 
Mary in Remete, an advocate of Cro-
atians, is situated in Zagreb. At the en-
trance to the church is an inscription in 
stone, “This church was built by the Marian 
devotion”. The Remete monastery dates 
back to the 13th century and, alongside 
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	 21	 Jelenčić, Miroslav: Fragment zidne slike s prikazom sveca u trijumfalnoj kočiji. In: Portal, a. 6, 2015, 
pp. 149–160 and 149.

Lepoglava monastery, it was the most 
important Pauline monastery in Croa-
tia. In the 16th century, it was destroyed 
by the Ottomans, and after the Pauline 
order was abolished, the site was under 
the Carmelites’ administration. Since the 
Blessed Virgin Mary in Remete was be-
loved and honoured from the early days 
and the site of pilgrimage for leading 
Croatian nobility, bans, heads of coun-
ties, bishops, priests, monks, and believ-
ers, it acquired the title of Advocata Croa-
tiae in the 17th century.

A well-known Pauline monk and 
painter Ivan Krstitelj Ranger (1700 – 1753) 
worked in the Leopoglava monastery in 
the 18th century. During the restoration 
of the priory room in Lepoglava in 1729, 
he painted the image of a saint in a car-
riage pulled by two lions (Fig. 4) and two 
medallions with the names of two Paul-
ine monasteries (Remete in Croatia and 
Marianka in Slovakia) bound by the ven-
eration of the Virgin Mary.21

A medallion with the inscription 
DIVA / VIRGO REMETENSIS /IN CRO-
ATIA (Fig. 5) held by two angels can be 
seen alongside the right northern edge of 
the fragment. On the left (southern) side, 
a medallion with the inscription DIVA 
VIRGO M. TALLENSIS / IN HUNGA
RIA (Fig. 6) can be seen. It clearly men-
tions the Blessed Virgin Mary of Thall. 
The medallions were dedicated to the 
two Pauline monasteries that venerat-
ed the Blessed Virgin Mary – Remete in 
Zagreb and Thall, i.e., Marianka in pres-
ent-day Slovakia. It can be assumed that 
the fragment was part of a larger image 
with a central scene that included a saint 
in a carriage surrounded by medallions 
with names of other important Pauline 
monasteries.

Conclusion

Three out of four pilgrimage centres 
were identified (excluding Stará Bole-
slav) were identified on pilgrim medals 
discovered in Croatia. Mariazell medals 
are dominant among them (60 items), fol-
lowed by medals from Altötting (around 
ten items) and medals from Marianka (3 
medals). Out of Pauline pilgrimage sites, 
the site of Częstochowa was also con-
firmed with 3 more medals. Comparison 
with other monastic orders (the Jesuits, 
Franciscans, and Dominicans) points 
to a conclusion that the Pauline Fathers 
were not particularly insistent on reli-
gious medals. The number of medals 
with the images of Franciscan, Jesuit, 
and Dominican saints, as well as the 
pilgrim sites of these orders, is multiple 
times greater than the number of Pauline 
saints and sites on pilgrim medals. Jesuit 
and Franciscan saints dominate.

Although they are not as numerous, 
medals with the image of the pilgrim site 
of Marianka stand out with their beauty 
and exquisite artistic value. They were 
produced by the well-known medal mak-
er and Pauline monk Georg Pfründt, who 
worked in Nürnberg (1603 – 1663). His 
signature is GP; he signed both the ob-
verse and the reverse of the medals and 
emphasized that he was a Pauline monk. 
Thanks to the fact that the Pauline Fathers 
promoted science, education, and art and 
to the activity of Ivan Krstitelj Ranger, 
Pauline painter, two medallions with the 
names of two Pauline monasteries (Rem-
ete in Croatia and Marianka in Slovakia) 
were preserved in the priory room in 
Lepoglava, the centre of the order. The 
Paulines Fathers are noted as the order 
that contributed to the artistic expression 
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in the time of post-Trident piety, through 
painting, but also the images on medals. 
Although there were not many pilgrim-
ages of Croatians to Marianka, they are 

still present to this day thanks to Burgen-
land Croats living around Bratislava who 
brought the annual votive pilgrimage of 
Croatians back to Marianka.

Fi
gu

re
 5

: M
ed

al
lio

n 
w

ith
 th

e i
ns

cr
ip

tio
n 

de
di

ca
te

d 
to

 B
le

ss
ed

 V
irg

in
 

M
ar

y 
of

 R
em

et
e, 

by
 Iv

an
 K

rs
ite

lj 
R

an
ge

r. 
Je

li
nč

ić
: F

ra
gm

en
t z

id
ne

 
sli

ke
 s 

pr
ik

az
om

 sv
ec

a 
u 

tr
iju

m
fa

ln
oj

 k
oč

iji
, p

. 1
51

.

Fi
gu

re
 4

: T
he

 im
ag

e o
f a

 sa
in

t i
n 

a 
ca

rr
ia

ge
 p

ul
le

d 
by

 tw
o 

lio
ns

 in
 L

ep
og

la
va

 M
on

as
te

ry
, b

y 
Iv

an
 K

rs
ite

lj 
R

an
ge

r. 
Je

li
nč

ić
: F

ra
gm

en
t z

id
ne

 
sli

ke
 s 

pr
ik

az
om

 sv
ec

a 
u 

tr
iju

m
fa

ln
oj

 k
oč

iji
, p

p.
15

6 
an

d 
15

7.

Fi
gu

re
 6

: M
ed

al
lio

n 
w

ith
 th

e i
ns

cr
ip

tio
n 

de
di

ca
te

d 
to

 B
le

ss
ed

 V
irg

in
 

M
ar

y 
of

 T
ha

ll,
 b

y 
Iv

an
 K

rs
ite

lj 
R

an
ge

r. 
Je

li
nč

ić
: F

ra
gm

en
t z

id
ne

 
sli

ke
 s 

pr
ik

az
om

 sv
ec

a 
u 

tr
iju

m
fa

ln
oj

 k
oč

iji
, p

. 1
51

.


