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Introduction

A personal introduction

Not so long ago, at the opening of a new museum dedicated to a famous site and Celtic archacology in general, we stood in
front of a wall. I must have felt amazed, but still I was aware of his disillusion with the observed image. It was a nice map,
painted with thick white colour on the gray concrete, showing the spread of Celtic occupation of Europe in the Late Iron
Age. But both of us stared upon a small area of gray concrete, a little bit below the centre on the right hand side, where
we expected it to be all covered in white, there was nothing to see. When we were leaving, he sorrowfully grumbled, that
he dedicated the majority of his career to the research and promotion of archaeological heritage from that specific area
and that he hopes the badly lighten map will remain mostly unnoticed. But deep in me, the decision fell...we have to do
it internationally. 30 years after he edited and published Keltske Studije in a small regional museum, we have to present a
second volume with the same title and dedicate it to his jubilee. Three decades after the pioneer work, we, his friends and
students, have to demonstrate the progress in research triggered, inspired and mentored by Mitja Gustin.

To complete the picture on that grey concrete wall we decided to invite contributors to demonstrate the improvement, de-
velopment and changes in our knowledge on the Late Iron Age on the territory between the Alps, the Pannonian plain and
the central Balkans. Themes ranging from the eve of the Celtic occupation to their submission were used to demonstrate
the two sides of our scientific discipline. On one hand the archacological record discussed was used to demonstrate the
inclusion of the discussed area into the Celtic world and its regional peculiarities. And on the other hand it demonstrated
the long regional history of research of these subjects, which confirmed the importance of the previously conducted work
for the European history of Celtic archacology.

We hoped that our contributions, published in an prestige international series, will be just the white paint, but soon after
receiving the first contributions we realised that the volume will be not only a dedication to a personal jubilee, but more
a compliment to the sense that the honoured developed and unfolded to observe, present and explain the big and small
phenomenon and problems of Celtic archacology. The variety of themes received had one thing in common, they were
all focusing on the subjects Mitja Gustin started in his research. I had the feeling as if we were addressing our dedication
to a demiurge, a primordial name-giver as called by the Greek philosophers, who stood at the beginning and designated
names to the objects observed. I realised that with the presentation of new facts and compilation of new knowledge we
did not only change the future, we have also confirmed the importance and the value of the humble beginnings started
long time ago.

In the end, of course we partly failed ... It took much more time to finish the book as we have thought it will be necessary.

With it finished in my hands, images of the things we did not manage to include shoot through my mind and remind me
to apologize to all affected. I hope it was worth waiting.

Boris Kavur



A (scientific) introduction

This Festschrift, in honour of Professor Mitja Gustin, has the ambition of providing fresh impetus to the in-depth scien-
tific research of the Celts in the South-Eastern Alpine area and of the role this area played in the events of a wider region
between the Channel and the Black Sea, the Mediterranean and northern Europe. It is in fact Gustin who is to be credited
with pioneering the research of the Late Iron Age in the hinterland of the northern Adriatic and western Balkans. The
two proceedings of international symposia (Celtic Studies / Keltske Studije, Posavski muzej Brezice, 1977, 1984), which
include Gustin’s chronology of the Mokronog Group that remains topical to this day, on the one hand, and his presenta-
tion of the Iron Age graves with wagons, on the other, certainly represent an excellent foundation for future work. Part
of this foundation is also the extensive review article entitled Celts in Yugoslavia (JoRGZM, 1984), the organisation and
heading of the Keltoi Project, one of the most important exhibitions ever to be mounted in Slovenia (National Museum
of Slovenia, 1983), and Posocje, the dissertation on the Idrija Group (KiM 1991), to limit ourselves with only the most
prominent results of Gustin’s scientific endeavour. The value of the said foundation is well illustrated below, by the find-
ings published by the author.

Desiderata in this field of research are, of course, mounting, not least due to the unjustified marginalisation of the research
into the La Téne period within the framework of the late prehistoric studies on the university level. Slovene archacology
also has old debts in this field, which include a monographic analysis of the Middle La Téne cemeteries at Dobova and
Brezice as well as the auxiliary necropolis at Verdun pri Stopi¢ah. An integral publication of the Mihovo cemeteries repre-
sents another and a particularly formidable task in terms of cost and organization, the realisation of which will apparently
need to wait for more propitious times. Much is expected from the detailed analysis of the grave groups from Kapiteljska
njiva in Novo mesto, which in its relation to the roughly contemporaneous Celtic cemeteries in the Brezice Gate may
allow crucial insight into the merging of the indigenous Hallstatt population with the newcomers. The absence of system-
atic research into settlements in the past has been temporarily filled by the discoveries of numerous sites on the routes
of motorways and other building sites across Dolenjska (Bi¢ pri Zagorici), Stajerska (Celje and surroundings of Maribor
and Ptuj) and Prekmurje (Kotare-Krogi). Among other things, these discoveries lift the veil of mist surrounding the first
waves of Celtic immigration at the end of the 4th century and help to complete the settlement picture of the north-eastern
Slovenia in the Late La T¢éne that has thus far been only poorly documented. Of no lesser importance are the individual
discoveries in Gorenjska (place of cult near the church of St. John the Baptist at Bohinj, bipyramidal iron ingots from
Lesce and the wider research of ferrum noricum) and the analyses of new as well as previously known sites from western
Slovenia. Locations such as the hillfort at Golo Brdo above the Idrija River, sanctuary at Gradi¢ pri Kobaridu, funeral site
Most na Soci as well as settlements and siege sites in the regions of Cerkljansko, Idrijsko and primarily in Notranjska are
of key importance for the study of the political and military history of the wider area of the Italo-Illyrian Gates in the last
centuries BC. The same can be said of the eagerly awaited analysis of the extensive body of the newly uncovered Celtic
and Roman Republican coins and its importance for the economic history. Of equal interest is the question of localis-
ing pre-Roman Nauportus and the Celtic presence in the Ljubljana basin, which will at least in part be illuminated by
the publication of the settlement at Tribuna in Ljubljana, and an integral analysis of the complexes of the Late Iron Age
material from the Ljubljanica River. In light of the above, we cherish the hope that the esteemed professor rededicates
himself, with his unique research fervour, to the study problems, which he so successfully broached already as curator at
the Posavje Museum in Brezice.

Andrej Gaspari



Warum ,,KeLTsKE STUDIJE II“? — Eine Art ,,organistatorische” Einleitung

Oder : Uber die (unerreichbare) Kunst, einer Koryphde ihres Faches, die von sich selbst behauptet erst 23 Jahre alt zu sein,
eine Festschrift aus Anlass ihres (nachgewiesenermaflen!) 60. Geburtstages zu widmen und dabei gleichzeitig simtlichen
Kollegen, Freunden und Schiilern die Mdglichkeit zu geben, zu Ehren des Jubilars einen Beitrag fiir dieselbige zu verfas-
sen, wohlwissend, dass dieser der Idee ,,Festschrift” grundséitzlich mit gewissen Vorbehalten gegeniiber steht (Zitat Mitja
Gustin : ,,Festschriften sind nur etwas fiir alte Leute!*).

Die Herausgabe einer Festschrift fiir verdiente Wissenschaftler ist — ganz abgesehen von den redaktionellen Problemen
— fiir gewohnlich mit einer Reihe von grundsétzlichen Vorgaben verbunden. So kann es mittlerweile als Usus, ja beinahe
schon ,,ungeschriebenes Gesetz angesehen werden, bereits bei der Auswahl des Titels einen dermafien gro3en fachlichen
Spielraum zu erdffnen, der einer moglichst groen Anzahl an Kollegen, Freunden und selbst Schiilern die Moglichkeit
bietet, ihre Forschungsergebnisse in Form eines gewidmeten Aufsatzes gleichsam als Wiirdigung des Jubilars beizusteu-
ern. Die Folge sind in der Regel duBerst umfangreiche, ja mitunter mehrbandige Festschriften mit einer derartig weitgefa-
cherten — oftmals tiberhaupt nicht mehr in das angedachte Gesamtkonzept passenden — Themenspanne, bei der der Leser
sich mitunter nicht des Eindruckes erwehren kann, dass die Herausgeber — fiir gewohnlich bedarf es hier schon eines
ganzen ,,Herausgeberteams* — eher von einem ,,quantitativ-agonalen®, denn von einem qualtititsbezogenen Prinzip gelei-
tet werden. Fiir den Gewiirdigten bzw. die Gewiirdigte gibt der Umfang ,,seiner” bzw. ,.ihrer” Festschrift zwar einerseits
jeden Grund zum Stolz, spiegeln sich darin doch oftmals jahrzehntelange Kontakte und Freundschaften sowie das eigene
Wirken als universitarer Lehrer und — durchaus nicht in allen Féllen! — das breitgefacherte Arbeits- und Interessensgebiet
wieder. Andererseits — und das wird wohl keiner bzw. keine der dermaBlen Gewiirdigten verneinen konnen — ist eine Zu-
nahme des Umfanges ohne Zweifel auch immer mit einer Einbufle an inhaltlicher Qualitét verbunden.

Demgegeniiber stellt sich die Herausgabe einer Festschrift fiir einen ,,Spezialisten, d. h. fiir einen Wissenschaftler mit
fachlich schwerpunktmifig eingeschrianktem, kompaktem Arbeitsgebiet als ein auf den ersten Blick vermeintlich einfa-
cheres Unterfangen dar, da die primére Beschéftigung mit einem speziellen Fachgebiet dabei von vornherein nur einen
selektierten Kollegenkreis als potentielle Autoren nahezulegen scheint. Je spezialisierter sich das fachliche Arbeitsgebiet
des Gewiirdigten darstellt, desto selektiver kann — in der Theorie — das Thema bzw. der Titel der Festschrift gewahlt wer-
den und desto spezifischer (und fachlich héherwertiger) sollten demzufolge auch die entsprechenden Beitrage ausfallen.
Dass auch dies in der Praxis nicht immer funktioniert, braucht wohl nicht erst betont zu werden. Zumindest vermag der
Fall einer thematisch ,,eingeschrankten* Festschrift ein umfangméBiges Ausufern zu vermeiden!

In Anbetracht dieser Voriiberlegungen standen die Herausgeber der geplanten Festschrift fiir Mitja Gustin vor zwei Al-
ternativen :

1. Samtlichen Kollegen, Freunden und Schiilern des Jubilars sollte die Mdglichkeit geboten werden, ihre Forschungser-
gebnisse etc. in Form eines Aufsatzes beizusteuern. Im Hinblick auf das sowohl fachlich, als auch geographisch enorm
breitgeficherte Interessens- und Arbeitsgebiet des Jubilars, wére dabei von einer thematisch derart weitldufigen, vom
Umfang her sicher mehrbéndigen Festschrift auszugehen, die dariiberhinaus Beitrdge in mehreren Sprachen umfasst hét-
te. Diese Variante, die zwar allen Gratulanten die Moglichkeit zur Partizipation geboten hétte, wire einerseits fiir unser
personell doch nur schwach besetztes Redaktionsteam nicht bewaltigbar gewesen, andererseits wére damit in weiterer
Folge auch ein unmittelbares Problem der Druckkostenfinanzierung verbunden gewesen.

2. Beschriankung auf ein fachliches Thema bzw. einen Titel, das bzw. der mit dem Jubilar in engsten Bezug gesetzt werden
kann : Hierbei ergab sich durch Zufall eine bemerkenswerte zeitliche Koinzidenz : Abgesehen vom 60. Geburtstag des
Jubilars stellte das Jahr 2007 auch den 30. Jahrestag des von Mitja Gustin herausgegebenen Standardwerkes zur kelti-
schen Archéologie im Siidostalpenraum ,,KeLTSKE $TUDIE dar. Diese gliickliche ,, Terminkollision ermdglichte es uns als
Herausgeber nun mittels einer ,,Fortsetzung™ dieses grundlegenden Sammelbandes eine entsprechende wissenschaftliche
Wiirdigung des Jubilars auf seinem eigentlichen Forschungsinteressenskerngebiet zu erreichen. Ein besonderer Dank gilt
in diesem Zusammenhang Michel Feugere, der sich als langjéhriger Freund und Kooperationspartner des Jubilars sofort
bereit erkldrte, diesen Band in die Reihe ,,Protohistoire Européene* aufzunehmen.

Unter den geschilderten Aspekten ist nun die vorliegende Arbeit ,,KELTSKE $TUDLE I primér als eine ,,Hommage™ an
die pionierhaften Forschungsarbeiten Mitja Gustins auf dem Gebiet der keltischen Archdologie zu werten, und nicht als
»Festschrift im eigentlichen Sinne, fiir die der Jubilar (nach seinen eigenen Angaben) ja auch noch gar nicht das geeig-
nete Alter erreicht hitte!

Ad multos annos!

Georg Tiefengraber
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STUDIES IN CELTIC ARCHAEOLOGY

Martina Blec¢i¢ Kavur*

Universal and Original.
Transformation of style in the North-Adriatic Region

Summary : The author presents and discusses fibulae of the Middle La Téne scheme characteristic of the region of the
northern Adriatic koiné at the time of the Late Iron Age in the 3™ and 2™ centuries BC. She supplements previous know-
ledge about Kastav type and variety fibulae by new data, which considerably broaden what, has until now been the estab-
lished distribution of their find spots. A distinct kind of fibula is singled out from among them, of the Nesactium type in the
Middle La Téne scheme, which appears in two possible variants. It seems that both the variants are chronologically con-
current and originated and developed under La Téne influence as the last outcrops in the production of a local workshop.

Keywords : Northern Adriatic, Late Iron Age, La Téne influence, Kastav type fibulae, Nesactium type fibulae
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Martina Blec¢i¢ Kavur

The year 2007 was for many reasons truly a jubilee year for
our guest of honour, Professor Mitja Gustin. His untiring
work has left an indelible stamp on research into the Celtic
culture in central and south-eastern Europe.

Therefore the choice of the title Celtic Studies 1I for
this collection is more than appropriate and thematically
completely justified. Professor Gustin is also marking an-
other important jubilee inseparably linked to this subject,
the twentieth anniversary from the inauguration in schol-
arly and broader professional literature of “La Tene fibulae
from Istria”!. Although he had addressed this subject even
earlier?, he developed and has added to it in more recent
research and writing, in the first place in many works about
the Celts on the Adriatic®. In these, he paid special atten-
tion to defining the fibula of the Middle La Tene scheme of
the Kastav type, with regional variants.

In this article I have published, with the most heartfelt
motivation and esteem, new material and data to broaden
knowledge about Kastav type fibulae and kindred speci-
mens from the region of the northern Adriatic koine, as a
contribution to the tribute offered to their originator and
promoter.

The Kastav variant of the Kastav fibula has in more
recent research been recorded and/or found distributed in
the wider region of Caput Adriae (Fig. 2). This especially
refers to the Friuli area on one hand, and on the other to
the area of Lika. The “picture” for the Kvarner basin was
added to and rounded off as expected, especially due to
island finds on Krk and Cres (Fig. 2)*. The fibulac from
Kastav are the most numerous, and to them have now been
added the specimens’ in the Desetinec Parish Collection in
Vrbnik (Fig. 1)°.

! Gustin 1987a; Gustin 1987b.

2 Gustin 1984.

3 Gustin 1991; Gustin 2001; Gustin 2002; Gustin 2005a; Gustin 2005b.

4 Carlo Marchesetti mentioned many rather damaged fibulae of the Mid-
dle La Téne scheme in Osor as early as 1924 — Marchesetti 1924, 145.
When fibulae were charted and analysed a find of the same kind of fibula
from Dalj was left out (Majnari¢ Pandzi¢ 1970, 20 T. 6, 1) because its sec-
ondary inclusion among the finds of Dalj material in the Archaeological
Museum in Zagreb had already been confirmed earlier (Ble¢i¢ 2002, 117).
° The fibula is 4.2 cm long, 2.5 cm wide, and the diameter of its bow is
0.6 cm. It was restored by Sladana Latinovi¢ and the drawings were made
by Miljenka Gali¢, both colleagues from the Archaeological Museum in
Zagreb, for which I thank them cordially.

¢ The Desetinec Parish Collection in Vrbnik is rich in various materials
that were collected from the nineteenth century to the present. The profes-
sional public knows only about what was published in the older works
of Sime Batovi¢ and Dunja Glogovié, who concentrated on the material
heritage of pendants, amulets and some fibulae, all of them found on the
Kastav site, probably the Veli Misinac necropolis (Batovi¢ 2003, 306 fn.
143; Glogovi¢ 1989, 46). Thanks to the kindness of Father Anton Zec,
parish priest of Vrbnik, I was given the opportunity to examine and cata-
logue all the material in this collection, for which I use this occasion to
once more thank him most sincerely.

Fig. 1 : Fibula of the Kastav type and variant, from the eponymous
archaeological site (Desetinec Parish Collection, Vrbnik, isl. of Krk).

Fig. 2 : Map of the distribution of Kastav type and variant fibulae
(supplemented after Gustin 1987b).

These are followed in number by the fibulae from Go-
lek pri Vinici,” while other sites usually produced only
one or two specimens of these fibulae, only occasionally
three. From Iapodic territory only the fibula from Prozor is
known and has been evaluated, whose bow, foot and knob
are richly decorated with a geometrical ornament of en-
graved lines and crosses®. The only identical fibula known
at present is from Kompolje where, like on other Iapodic
sites, many fibulae of the Middle La Téne scheme were
found and where the Kastav type was especially well rep-
resented (Fig. 2)°. In Friuli there have been important new

"Vogt 1934, P1. XXI, 117; Gustin 1984, Abb. 30, 21; 360/Liste 7-Peabody
Museum of Archaeology and Ethnology, Harvard.

8 Todorovié¢ 1968, T. LIX, 8.

° Drechsler Bizi¢ 1970, 244 fn. 3. I thank Ms. Dubravka Balen Letuni¢,
museum counselor in the Archaeological Museum in Zagreb, on verified

— 198 —



List of sites (Fig. 2) :

Universal and Original. Transformation of style in the North-Adriatic Region

No. Finding site Pieces/Context Literature
1 Este (It) 1 : grave 37, Randi necropolis Terzan 1976, 371 Fig. 39, 3.
2 Aquileia (It) I : individual find, settlement gz)soczheégl %?g, 11316g3 1, 6; Desinan 1990, 87; Buora 1991, T. V, 3; Gustin
3 Dernazzacco (If) 3 - necropolis Brozzi — Tagliaferri, 1985, 63 Fig. 14, 8; Gustin 2002, 36 Fig. 1, 14;
) P Pettarin 2006, 216 T. XXXI, 536; Mlinar — Pettarin 2007, 46 Fig. 7, 4-5.
4 Pavia di Udine (It) 1 : individual find Seidel 2008, 88, cat. 45.
5 | Gradiscadi 1 : settlement, individual find Buora 1991, T. VI, 2; Gergolet 2001/02, 126 Fig. 2, Scidel 2008, 88 cat 46.
Sedegliano (It)
Misincinis di . . I . . C e e .
6 Paularo (It) 1 : necropolis Vitri 2001, 31, 33 Fig. 11, 4; Donat — Righi — Vitri 2007, 96 Fig. 9, 1.
7 Most na Soci-Repelc (Si) | 1 : necropolis Pettarin 2006, 216 f. n. 123; Mlinar 2008, 132, T. 30, 2.
8 Veliki Menges (Si) 1 : individual find Sagadin 1979, 271-272 Fig. 16.
9 Smihel-Za Pol3no (Si) 1: grave 116 Gustin 1979, 44 T. 53, 14.
10 | Povir (Si) 1 : chasm-grave find Marchesetti 1895, Fig. 2; Crismani — Righi 2002b, 92-93 Fig. 52.
11| Socerb (Si) 3 : 1 individual find on a necropolis Moser 1903, Fig. 163; Mahr 1934, P. 130; Crismani — Righi 2002a, 70 Fig.
beside graves 53 and 54; 2 ? 28.
. Marchesetti 1883, 21 T. 3, 21; Kucar 1979, T. 12, 9, Gustin 1987b, 46 Fig.
12 | Beram (Cro) 1 : necropolis 456
13 | Pula (Cro) 1 : necropolis Gustin 1987b, 51; Percan 2008.
14 | Nesactium (Cro) 1 : necropolis? Gustin 1987b, 51.
. . Matej¢i¢ 1974, 51-52 T. 2-3; Gustin 1987b, Fig. 6, 2; 7, 1. 6; Bleci¢ 2002,
15 | Kastav (Cro) 6 : necropolis Fig. 9, T. 8, 1.6.1-3; Fig. 1; Desetinec Collection, Vrbnik.
16 | Grobnik (Cro) 2 : necropolis Gustin 1987b, Fig. 5, 3; Blec¢i¢ 2004, Fig. 15, c—d, T. 4, 1.4.1-2.
17 | Golek pri Vinici (Si) | 1(?) : necropolis XZ%:, ;ri_"atn};t gl(l)s(ﬁi 1117; Peabody Museum of Archaeology and Ethnology,
18 | Beli, is. Cres (Cro) 1 : individual find Archaeological Museum Zagreb, unpublished.
19 | Zagrajine, is. Krk (Cro) | 2 : destroyed tumulus Collection of the Kosljun Franciscan Monastery, unpublished.
20 | Baska, is. Krk (Cro) 1 : necropolis? Lo Schiavo 1970, T. XXIV, 6.
21 | Osor, is. Cres (Cro) 1 - individual find IC:;?Z:?;%Z: 51; permanent exhibition of the Archaeological Museum of
22 | Vlasko polje (Cro) 2 or more? : necropolises Archaeological Museum Zagreb, unpublished.
23 | Kompolje (Cro) 4 or more? : necropolises Archaeological Museum Zagreb, unpublished.
24 | Prozor (Cro) 2 or more? : necropolises Todorovi¢ 1968, T. LIX, 8; Archaeological Museum Zagreb, unpublished.
25 | Vrebac, Velika njiva (Cro) | 1 : outside graves Drechsler Bizi¢ 1958, 44 T. X, 83.
26 | Nin-crkva Sv. Jurja (Cro) | 1 : grave 19 Hiller 1991, 370 T. 26, 284.
27 | Kosa-Ljuba¢ (Cro) 1 : necropolis ? Brusi¢ 2002, 238 Fig. 38, 8.
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finds of these fibulae in the Misincinis di Paularo necrop-
olis and, of course, in Dernazzacco (Fig. 2)'°. However,
in the publications of Italian researchers these fibulae are
often equalised with type XXIla in Anne Marie Adam’s
classification of La Téne fibulae from Trento'!, although
they do not belong to the same typological scheme mostly
because of the distinctly shaped foot, pin holder and the
coils of the fibula wound from the outer side of the spring.
It seems that the Kastav type and variant of fibula was not
a popular subject for many researchers who were always
confined to a strictly regional approach. Its distribution
map, however, shows the opposite because it is increas-
ingly becoming a superregional variety known in the en-
tire Caput Adriae (Fig. 2).

Gustin dated the above fibulae on the basis of graves,
or groups of graves, in the Veli MiSinac necropolis in
Kastav'2. Unfortunately, fibulae of this kind have so far
not been documented in clear contexts that would make
it possible to date them more specifically and precisely.
Their form and workmanship shows that the production
of this functional and decorative part of the costume was
made in the Late Iron Age at the end of the third and in the
second century BC, at the time of the developed Middle La
Téne period in the central European periodisation (Lt C).
However, some details, such as the design and decoration
of the foot or the crafting of the spring, clearly indicate
a characteristic local component which could have devel-
oped along peripheral Celtic areas and intensified under
the strong influence of the newly-founded colony in Aqui-
leia'3. The basic universal La Téne model of the fibula was
taken over, carefully redesigned and worked according to
local standards or traditional taste, and this resulted in an
authentic and recognisable costume accessory.

Besides publishing the Kastav type fibula and its re-
gional variants, Gustin was also the first to publish and
thus turn attention to a completely separate kind of fib-
ula of the Middle La Téne scheme'. It is much smaller
than the Kastav type, with a knee-shaped bow plastically
moulded on the bent in imitation of a knob decorated, as a
rule, with engraved lines and/or geometrical patterns (Fig.
4, 1-4. 6-7). If the fibula’s foot has been preserved, the
same decoration is repeated on its knob, and the foot itself
ends in a row of incised lines on the joint that attaches it
to the fibula bow (Fig. 4, 1-3. 8). It was this decorative
element at the end of the foot and the coils of the spring

data for fibulae from lapodic territory and on her great help.

10Vitri 2001, 31, 33 Fig. 11, 4. Although the Dernazzacco fibula was al-
ready known from the publication of Marco Brozzi and Amelio Tagliaferri
(1985, 63; Sparsi 14, 8) and charted in M. Gustin (1987a, 51; 2002, Fig. I,
14). Silvia Pettarin published some new specimens, all of them illustrated
(Pettarin 2002, 66 Fig. I, 57; Pettarin 2006, 216; Mlinar — Pettarin 2007,
46).

' Adam 1996, T. X, 262.

12 Matejci¢ 1974, 2—-10; Blegi¢ 2002, 77-85.

13 Gustin 1987b, 50-51; Bozi¢ 1999, 203; Gustin 2005a, 119; Gustin
2005b, 11.

14 Gustin 1987a, Fig. 2, 5; 7; 3, 2; Gustin 1987b, Fig. 2, 3; 3, 5; 4, 5; 6, 8.

around the bow that were a direct link or similarity with
the Kastav type fibula.

In Kristina Mihovili¢’s monograph “The Grave Vault
of Epulon’s Ancestors” or “the grave vault excavated in
19817, two or four fibulae of this kind were documented
under Temple B in Nesactium'. The author classified
them as the Kastav type and variant, clearly demonstrat-
ing their basic differences from the given form, design and
decoration so characteristic of the Kastav type fibula. Al-
though she linked them chronologically, she also pointed
out their broader spatial distribution'®, which later works
unfortunately did not echo. The fibula found in Socerb was
also classed as the Kastav type and variant, like those from
Nesactium, and a detailed explanation was given of the
differences as had been done in the case of the analogous
fibulae from Istria'’. This work also mentioned a fibula
of the same kind found in Kastelir at Nova Vas,which will
soon be published in Masa Sakara Sucevi¢’s monograph
as belonging to the Nesactium type'. She used this typo-
logical designation at the suggestion of Marko Gergolet
who classified the fibulae according to the eponymous ar-
chaeological site on which their greatest number had been
recorded until then, and which is still where the largest
number of them has been found"’.

The recently processed and presented archacological
material from the Desetinec Parish Collection in Vrbnik
has two fibulae that are designated as originating from the
“Kastav” site, and which have typological and stylistic
characteristics completely identical with those mentioned
above (Fig. 3; 4, 6. 11). I therefore considered it useful
to devote myself to this kind of fibula in more detail and
perhaps indicate the role it undoubtedly played and its im-
portance in the area of the northern Adriatic. Considering
that the fibula has already been terminologically classified
in archaeological literature, I find the Nesactium type a
suitable name that could lastingly be used for this unusual
fibula of the Middle La Téne scheme.

It must be borne in mind that the identical fibulae from
Numana and Gazzo Cassinate were published much ear-
lier than the Istrian specimens (Fig. 4, 1-2)*, except of

15 Gabrovec — Mihovili¢ 1987, T. XXXIV, 8; Gustin 1987b, 51 Fig. 4,
8; The preceding authors published only one fibula, while Mihovili¢’s
monograph published two fibulae and mentioned a third identical fibula
from Nesactium, but without any closer explanation : Mihovili¢ 1996, 52
fn. 115, T. 1, 8-9. Finally, this publication presents that Nesactium fibula
and one other — see here Mihovili¢ 2008, Fig. 2, 5-6.

1 Mihovili¢ 1996, 52-53; Mihovili¢ 2001b, 272 Fig. 6, 4.

17 Crismani — Righi 2002, 70; Crismani — Righi 2002a, 90.

18 Sakara Sucevi¢ 2004, 24-25, 162. The author did not enter into a de-
tailed discussion of typological differences nor did she compare these
more closely with other fibulae from Istria of the Middle La Téne scheme.
On the contrary, she gives a wrong parallel, which refers to a fibula from
Socerb, but of the Late La Téne scheme.

19 Gergolet 2001/02, 66, 81 Fig. V. 9.

2 Lollini 1979, 57 Fig. 1; Salzani 1976, Fig. 37, 1 : see list of sites at Fig.
5.D. G. Lollini also in earlier published synthesis about the Picene culture
mentions a fibula of the Middle La Téne scheme, but from that collection
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Fig. 3 : Nesactium type fibulae of the I (A) and II (B) variant
from Kastav (Desetinec Parish Collection, Vrbnik, isl. of Krk;
Photo : M. Bleci¢ Kavur).

course that from Beram?!. They were treated in the context
of the other fibulae of the Middle La Tene scheme that ap-
peared or developed under strong Celtic influence in large
urban commercial or mediating centres, such as Gazzo and
Numana®. As the Numana fibula came from the Rilli Col-
lection, without details about its discovery, Delia G. Lol-
lini included it among the other material characteristic of
the VI phase of the Piceni culture in the region inhabited
by the Piceni, not the Marche inhabited by the Senones®.
Venceslas Kruta, on the other hand, singled it out as an ex-
ception and emphasised its non-Italic origin, connecting it
with fibulae of the Middle La Téne scheme of the so-called
lllyrian source. In doing so he relied on the Kastav type
fibulae, Ribi¢ variant, known from the Ribi¢ necropolis on
the Una and published by Zdravko Mari¢*, although these
fibulae were already known, mostly to the Italian scholarly
public, from the work of Fulvia Lo Schiavo at the Jezerine
and Ribi¢ sites®.

Finally, the survey on the Celtisation of Veneto also took
over this attribution for the two fibulae; both typologically
and culturally, but in the charting they were not singled
out from the known Italic “circle” of fibulae belonging to
the Middle La Téne scheme®. Three bronze fibulae from
Este should also be added to the group of finds in the Ap-
ennine region. The fragments of two fibulae of this kind
were discovered in Reitia Sanctuary (Fig. 4, 7-8), while
the small fibula was documented in the Villa Benvenuti
site, in Tomb 123 one of the most important tombs of the
late Este culture (Fig. 4, 5)*”. The tomb was used by sev-

publishes only individual finds of luxury ceramics : Lollini 1976, 157 T.
12, 14.

2! Marchesetti 1883, T. 3, 21.

22 In general in Zuffa 1978; Lollini 1976, 168—169; Spade 1978, 184—189;
Ruta Serafini 1984, 11, 30; Salzani 1984, 788-789.

2 Lollini 1976, 157; Lollini 1979, 59-60; Kruta 1983, 11.

2 Kruta 1983, 9 fn. 36, 11; Mari¢ 1968, T. IV, 6; XIII, 22-23. 25. 40. V.
Kruta cited the same work by Z. Mari¢ but published in German (Die
Japodischen Nekropolen im Unatal. Wissenschaftliche Mitteilungen des
bosnisch-herzegovinischen Landesmuesums in Sarajevo I/A, 1971).

% Lo Schiavo 1970, 456 T. XXXIV, 17.

% Calzavara Capuis — Ruta Serafini 1987, 289-290 fn. 25, Fig. 1; 7.

27 Meller 2002, 31 T. 2, 20. 22; Capuis — Chieco Bianchi 2006, 285 T. 159, 92.

eral generations and is dated to the period from the middle
of the third to the beginning of the first century BC.
Besides a large number of parts of jewellery, costumes
and grave gifts, the most valuable finds are certainly
four urns with inscriptions, outstanding among which is
situla 4328, Although our fibula has been only partly pre-
served, the section and shape of the bow is recognisable,
the moulded thickening on the bow and the characteristic
spring with three coils and one wrapped around the bow.
It differs from the other examples only in lack of the typi-
cal decoration on the moulded part of the bow and on the
joint. Most recent research has attributed it to the Kastav
type, and the authors rightly differentiate it from the one
that was found in the Randi 37 Tomb, placing it within the
framework of the third and second centuries BC*.
Although there is no data about their archaeological
context, the Numana and Gazzo Cassinate fibulae are espe-
cially interesting (Fig. 4, 1-2), in the first place because of
their state of preservation that allows better and clearer ex-
amination of their morphology and ornamentation, which
we also find on all the other Nesactium type fibulae on
the eastern Adriatic coast. The most complete examples,
which are the closest in technological solutions and prac-
tical production, come from Picugi, on which the whole
foot has also been preserved (Fig. 4, 3), and from Socerb
(Fig. 4, 4) and Kastav (Fig. 4, 6)*, where the foot is miss-
ing in both cases. It is easy to see that on these fibulae the
functional and the decorative are clearly differentiated but
strongly combined. Thus, the moulded protrusion on the
bow is functional, designed so that the joint lies against it
completely and is thus more secure. Aesthetically this is a
geometrical but well designed and harmoniously dynamic
decoration that “runs” along the entire visible side of the
fibula. The plastically moulded knob is decorated with the
incised “X” symbol or the “clepsydra”, a composition of
two or three slanting lines combined with one or two lines
incised across them (Fig. 4, 1-4. 6-7). The same decoration
is found on the knob of the sharply bent foot. This clepsy-
dra motif is similar to the decoration on the Kastav type
and variant fibulae known from Prozor and Kompolje*' and
is also met, although very rarely, on some variants of Cer-
tosa type fibulae, such as the one from Dernazzacco near
Udine®?. This way of decorating jewellery and costumes

2 Capuis — Chieco Bianchi 2006, 288-294 T. 150-161.

2 Capuis — Chieco Bianchi 2006, 292 fn. 362. As the tomb was never
completely published, this fibula is published and described here for the
first time. It is rather corroded and badly damaged, and was not restored.
Perhaps this is why the decoration cannot be seen?

3 The fibula from Kastav is partly preserved, with insignificant damage
and without major corrosion of the bronze. Missing are part of the pin,
pin holder and foot, while the bow and the joint are complete. The spring
consists of three coils on either side of the bow, and one wrapped around
the bow. The coil is cracked. Size : length 4.2 cm, height 2.5 cm, bow
diameter 0.6 cm.

31 Prozor : Todorovi¢ 1968, T. LIX, 8; Kompolje : Archaeological Mu-
seum Zagreb.

32 De Piero 1985, 183 Fig. 5a, b — The fibula belongs to the VIIc Certosa
type, which appeared with specimens of the X kind and remained fashion-
able for a long time : Terzan 1976, 327, 357 Fig. 44.
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Fig. 4 : 1 Gazzo Cassinate, 2 Numana, 3 Picugi, 4 Socerb, 5 Este, 6 Kastav, 7-8 Este, 9-10 Nezakcij, 11 Kastav, 12 Koper, 13 Kastelir-Nova vas, 14
Pula. Different scales (1 after Salzani 1976; 2 after Lollini 1979; 3 after Gustin 1987b; 4 after Crismani — Righi 2002; 5 after Capuis — Chieco Bianchi
2006; 7-8 after Meller 2002; 9—10 after Mihovili¢ 1996; 12 after Gustin 1987b; 13 after Sakara Suéevi¢ 2004; 14 after Percan 2008).
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undoubtedly had, although this was not the rule, a symboli-
cal meaning besides a decorative and aesthetic one. It is ac-
cepted that the clepsydra, often entwined or in combination
with the sign of the cross, marked the solar aspect, the life
cycle, perhaps emphasising the higher status of the person
who wore such decorations and/or symbols and even their
connection to religious cults or services®. Wearing it on
clothes and jewellery gave it an apotropaic meaning, which
was especially indicative on helmets of the Illyrian type,
3A 2b variant, after Biba Terzan, from Vica luka on the
island of Brac¢, from Zagvozd or from Suc¢uraj on the island
of Hvar**. On the other hand, it secured for its wearer heav-
enly protection, vitality and life force, and was thus often
used to decorate fibulae. Besides the Certosa type or the
Kastav type of fibulae already mentioned, clepsydrae are
also found on, for example, Baska type fibulae from Nin,
Solin and Vi¢ja luka®, or on so-called lanceolate fibulae of
the Middle La Téne scheme from Velje ledine near Gostilj
or Mahrevi¢i*. Be that as it may, because of all their char-
acteristics these fibulae undoubtedly differ from the other
specimens and may be considered as belonging to the first,
more luxurious or decorated variant of Nesactium type fib-
ulae, from whose conspicuous decorative canon only the
fibulae from Socerb and Este at present deviate.

This completely defined aesthetic structure, workman-
ship and style is contrasted to another, more modest variant
of the Nesactium type II fibula marked by the knee-shaped
bow, not a plastically moulded thickening on it. These are
decorated with two or three lines cut into the bottom back
part of the bow, which is bent in the place where there are
usually two or three transversal incised lines.

The decoration, unlike that on Nesactium type 1, is less
precise and could be called clumsy, and it is similar on the
fibulae from Kastav (Fig. 3B; 4, 11)*’, Nesactium (Fig. 4,
9-10), Koper (Fig. 4, 12), Kastelir near Nova vas (Fig.
4, 13) and Pula (Fig. 4, 14)*®. Only the incompletely pre-
served joint with incised lines on the Nesactium and Pula
fibulae show that the decoration was originally unbroken
(Fig. 4, 9-10. 14).

In general, all the Nesactium type fibulae are much more
delicate and sensitively built than the Kastav type fibulae,
so this may explain why their foot and, as a rule, pin are

33 Marovi¢ — Nikolaci 1968/69, 36, 39; Stip&evi¢ 1981, 21, 33.

3* In Vica luka, the rich Grave 4 has a helmet and spools with the clepsy-
dra symbol : Nikolaci 1959, 81 T. VII, 1; Marovi¢ — Nikolaci 1968/69, 26
Fig. 13, 30; 16, 39; Zagvozd : Nikolaci 1959, 82, 85 T. VIIL, 2; Sucuraj :
Nikolaci 1960, 31-34 Fig. 1; Terzan 1995, 87-88, 118-119 Abb. 8.

35 Nin 20 : Hiller 1991, T. 26, 291; Solin : Marovi¢ 1960, 20-22 Fig. 9,
1; Vica luka, Grave 3 : Marovi¢ — Nikolaci 1968/69, 18, 43—44 Fig. 9, 2.
3¢ Truhelka 1912, 24 Fig. 28; Popovi¢ 1994, 57-59 Abb. 3, 1.

37 All that remains of the Kastav fibula is the spring, part of the bow and
the pin. Size : length 3.3 cm, height 1.1 cm, diameter of bow 0.4 cm.

3% 1 cordially thank my dear colleague Tihomir Percan for providing me
with an opportunity to see the material from the Pula necropolis, and on
his help. The material was processed for writing a graduation thesis at the
Department of Archacology of the Faculty of Philosophy in Zagreb. For
new finds of these fibulae, see here Mihovili¢ 2008, Fig. 2, 5-6; 3, 24.

Fig. 5 : Distribution map of Nesactium type fibulae
variant [ (A) and 11 (@).

missing. The best-preserved specimens are certainly those
from Numana, Gazzo Cassinate and Picugi, while pins at-
tached to a pin holder are only known from Numana and
Nesactium. It will probably also be possible to classify the
Golek pri Vinici fibulae under the first variant of Nesac-
tium fibulae, but it is truly very interesting that, insofar as
we know to date and from accessible material, there were
none in lapodic territory.

The distribution map shows (Fig. 5) that Nesactium
type fibulae originate from the Istrian peninsula both in
quantity and also in quality and distinctiveness.

Only a few sporadic finds were made outside its perim-
eter, in areas with which the Histri had traditionally estab-
lished and reliable relations of various kinds, such as Vene-
to or the Marche. Regional production following a model
is known from the Early Iron Age among the Histri,** so
in this case the development and formation of a local taste
using forms taken over from the style then dominant in the
La Tene civilisation is not surprising. However, the more
luxurious Nesactium type I fibulae have so far usually been
found outside Istria, presumably they were made for the
external market or for a more representative reason and
later, by way of trade, exchange or similar contacts, they
reached the region of the western Adriatic coast. The more
modest II variant of Nesactium fibulae is more numerous
and mostly typical of the local area on the eastern coast of
the northern Adriatic in the Late Iron Age. It is arguable
whether quantity of finds determines place of production,
especially if specific archaeological contexts are missing.
However, since we have sure data only for the finds under

¥ See in general and most completely in Mihovili¢ 2001a.
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List of sites (Fig. 5) :

No. Finding site Pieces/Context Literature
1 | Numana (It) 1 : individual find Lollini 1979, Fig. 1. (Fig. 4, 1)
2 | Gazzo Cassinate (It) 1 : necropolis? Salzani 1976, Fig. 37, 1; Rizzetto 1978, Tav. 2, 3; Calzavara — Capuis — Ruta

Serafini 1987, 290 Fig. 7; Salzani 1987, 79 Fig. 75. (Fig. 4, 2)

3 | Este (1t 1 : Villa Benvenuti 123;

Capuis — Chieco Bianchi 2006, T. 159, 92; Meller 2002, T. 2, 20, 22. (Fig. 4, 5.

2 : Reitia Sanctuary 7-8)
w1
5 | Koper (Si) 1 : individual find, settlement | Gustin 1987b, Fig. 2, 3. (Fig. 4, 12)
6 | Kastelir-Nova Vas (Cro) | 1 : grave ? Sakara Sucevi¢ 2004, 162 cat. 65. (Fig. 4, 13)
7 | Beram (Cro) 1: grave ? Marchesetti 1883, T. 3, 21; Gustin 1987a, Fig. 2, 7; Gustin 1987b, Fig. 4, 5.
8 | Picugi (Cro) 1 - individual find Gabrovec — Mihovili¢ 1987, Fig. 18, 17; Gustin 1987b, Fig. 3, 5; Mihovili¢ 1991,

162 Fig. 1, 16. (Fig. 4, 3)

1 : grave Fondo Dejak101/187;

9 | Pula (Cro) 1 : Herkulova vrata, settlement

Mihovili¢ 1996, 52, fn. 115; Percan 2008; see here : Mihovili¢ 2008, Fig. 3,
24-25. (Fig. 4, 14)

4 : from temple B; 2 : from
tombs 1981; 2 : from central
part of temple B

10 | Nezakcij (Cro)

Gabrovec — Mihovili¢ 1987, T. 34, 8; Gustin 1987b, Fig. 4, 8; Mihovili¢ 1996, 52
T. 1, 8-9; fn. 115; Mihovili¢ 2001b, Fig. 6, 4; see here : Mihovili¢ 2008, Fig. 2,
5-6. (Fig. 4, 9-10)

11 | Kastav (Cro) 2 : necropolis?

Desetinec Collection, Vrbnik. (Fig. 3, 4, 6. 11)

12 | Golek pri Vinici (Si) 2 : necropolis

Peabody Museum of Archaeology and Ethnology, Harvard, unpublished.

Temple B in Nesactium and from the Pula necropolis®,
while Tomb 123 in Villa Benvenuti from Este shows a
longer continuity of burial, it could be that these small but
interesting fibulae were produced somewhere in southern
Istria. As such they probably mark the last independent
expression of craftsmanship of an alochthonous form and
autochthonous aesthetics, and were truly a derivative of
the Kastav type fibula from the third and second centuries
BC in the then flourishing Middle La Tene period of the
wide continental region.

On the other hand, the presence of both variants in
Kastav is understandable because Kastav was equally a
gravitation centre and a developed junction for contacts
and commercial communication with the interior of the
continent. It was on the easiest and fastest route to Bela
krajina, i. e. to Vinica, where both Kastav type and Nesac-
tium type fibulae were found*'. Finally, Kastav and Socerb,
as the end points and the two “Istrian sentries”, played an
important role in absorbing and also in radiating influence
and cultural currents towards the eastern sub-Alpine re-
gion on one hand, and Lika and Bela krajina on the other,
at the time of the Late Iron Age when the Roman Republic

40 Gnirs 1925; Percan 2008; Mihovili¢ 2008.

4l These, of course, are not the only material remains linking Kastav and
Grobnik with Vinica; indeed, there are many such similarities and con-
necting items. See in general in Ble¢i¢ 2002; Bleci¢ 2004.

was ambitiously nearing their territory, or just before the
beginning of a completely new historical episode.

Whether what has been described above makes it pos-
sible to recognise or consider a relationship between a
universal style and its transformation into original local
creativity and craftsmanship is a question that will pro-
vide motivation for further research, which was also Mitja
Gustin’s visionary wish twenty years ago*~.

4 Academy Professor Biba Terzan and PhD Boris Kavur provided me

with the indispensable discussion, advice and help in the writing of this
work, for which I thank them sincerely.

— 204 —



Universal and Original. Transformation of style in the North-Adriatic Region

Bibliography

Adam 1996 : A. M. Adam, Le fibule di tipo celtico nel
Trentino, Servizio Beni Culturali della Provincia Autono-
ma di Trento, Ufficio Beni Archeologici (Trento 1996).

Batovié 2003 : S. Batovi¢, Stanje istraZivanja prapo-
vijesti na kvarnerskim otocima. Abstract : The State of re-
search into Prehistory on the Kvarner Islands, Diadora 21,
2003, 253-348.

Bleci¢ 2002 : M. Bleci¢, Kastav u posljednjem tisu¢ljecu
prije Krista. Zusammenfassung : Kastav im letzten Jahr-
tausend vor Christus, Vjesnik Arheoloskog muzeja Zagreb,
3.s. 35,2002, 67-146.

Bleci¢ 2004 : M. Bleci¢, Grobnik u zeljezno doba.
Abstract : Grobnik in the Iron Age, Vjesnik Arheoloskog
muzeja u Zagrebu, 3.s. 37, 2004, 47-117.

Brozzi — Tagliaferri 1985 : M. Brozzi — A. Tagliaferri,
La necropoli veneto-celtica di Dernazzacco, Documenti e
informazioni di scavo, Forum Iulii IX, 1985, 13-64.

Brusi¢ 2002 : Z. Brusi¢, Nekropole liburnskih naselja
Nina i Kose kod Ljupca. Summary : Necropolises of the
Liburnian Settlements of Nin and Kosa near Ljubac, His-
tria Antiqua 8, 2002, 213-242.

Bozi¢ 1999 : D. Bozi¢, Die Erforschung der Laténezeit
in Slowenien seit Jahr 1964, Arheoloski vestnik 50, 1999,
189-213.

Buora 1991 : M. Buora, Le fibule in Friuli tra La Téne
e romanizzazione, in : Preistoria e protostoria dell’Alto
Adriatico, Antichita Alto adriatiche XXXVII, 1991, 123—
155.

Calzavara Capuis — Ruta Serafini 1987 : L. Calzava-
ra Capuis — A. Ruta Serafini, Per un aggiornamento della
problematica del celtismo nel Veneto, in : Colloquio In-
ternazionale, Celti ed Etruschi nell’Italia centro-settentrio-
nale del V sec. a. C. alla Romanizzazione (Imola 1987)
281-308.

Capuis — Chieco Bianchi 2006 : L. Capuis — A. M.
Chieco Bianchi, Este II. La necropoli di Villa Benvenuti,
Monumenti antichi. Accademia nazionale dei Lincei. Vo-
lume VII (Roma 2006).

Crismani — Righi 2002a : A. Crismani — G. Righi, Le
sepolture protostoriche e il catalogo dei materiali, in : M.
Viduli Torlo (ed.), La necropoli di San Servolo. Veneti,
Istri, Celti e Romani nel territorio di Trieste, Civici musei
di Storia ed Arte (Trieste 2002) 63—88.

Crismani - Righi 2002b : A. Crismani — G. Righi, Con-
siderazioni sul materiale protostorico di San Servolo, in :

M. Viduli Torlo (ed.), La necropoli di San Servolo. Veneti,
Istri, Celti ¢ Romani nel territorio di Trieste, Civici musei
di Storia ed Arte (Trieste 2002) 89-94.

De Piero 1985 : G. De Piero, Il Friuli nella Preistoria.
Formazione delle montagne, delle colline, della pianura e,
delle lagune testimonianze di vita dell” uomo preistorico
(Udine 1985).

Desinan 1990 : C. C. Desinan, Toponomastica e archeo-
logia del Friuli prelatino, Quaderni del Menocchio, Biblio-
teca Civica di Montereale Valcellina (Pordenone 1990).

Donat — Righi — Vitri 2007 : P. Donat — G. Righi — S.
Vitri, Pratiche cultuali nel Friuli settentrionale tra tarda eta
del ferro e prima eta imperiale, Alcuni esempi (Italia), in :
S. Groh - H. Sedlmayer (eds.), Blut und Wein. Keltisch-
romische Kultpraktiken, Akten des vom Osterreichischen
Archéologischen Institut und vom Archédologischen Verein
Flavia Solva veranstalteten Kolloquiums am Frauenberg
bei Leibnitz (Osterreich), Mai 2006. Protohistoire Euro-
péenne 10 (Montagnac 2007) 91-117.

Drechsler-Bizi¢ 1958 : R. Drechsler-Bizi¢, Naselje i
grobovi preistorijskih Japoda u Vrpcu. Zusammenfassung:
Die Siedlung und die Gréber der urgeschichtlichen Japo-
den in Vrebac, Vjesnik Arheoloskog muzeja u Zagrebu,
3.s. 1, 1958, 35-60.

Drechsler-Bizi¢ 1970 : R. Drechsler-Bizi¢, Latenski
grob iz Tro$marije, in : V. Mirosavljevi¢c — D. Rendi¢-
Miocevi¢ — M. Sui¢ (eds.), Adriatica Prachistorica et An-
tiqua, Miscellanea Gregorio Novak dicata (Zagreb 1970,)
243-250.

Fischer 1966 : F. Fischer, Frithe Fibeln aus Aquileia,
Aquileia Nostra XXXVII, 1966, 7-22.

Gabrovec — Mihovili¢c 1987 : S. Gabrovec — K.
Mihovili¢, Istarska grupa, in : A. Benac (ed.), Praistorija
jugoslavenskih zemalja V. Zeljezno doba (Sarajevo 1987)
293-338.

Gergolet 2001/02 : M. Gergolet, Rapporti tra i gruppi
culturali dell’arco Alpino Orientale nella seconda eta del
Ferro, Universita degli Studi di Udine, Manuscript (Udine
2001/2002).

Glogovi¢ 1989 : D. Glogovi¢, Prilozi poznavanju
zeljeznoga doba na sjevernom Jadranu-Hrvatsko primorje i
Kvarnerski otoci. Summary : Studies in the Iron Age of the
Northern Adriatic, Hrvatsko primorje and Kvarner Islands,
Monografije JAZU 1 (Zagreb 1989).

Gnirs 1925 : A. Gnirs, Istria Preromana. Beitrdge zur
Geschichte der frithesten und vorrdmischen Kulturen an
den Kiisten der Nordlichen Adria (Karlsbad 1925).

— 205 —



Martina Blec¢i¢ Kavur

Gustin 1979 : M. Gustin, Notranjska, K zacetku zelezne
dobe na Severnem Jadranu / Notranjska, Zu den Anféngen
der Eisenzeit an der nordlichen Adria, Katalogi in mongra-
fije 17 (Ljubljana 1979).

Gustin 1984 : M. Gustin, Die Kelten in Jugoslawien.
Ubersicht iiber das archiologische Fundgut, Jahrbuch des
Romisch-Germanischen Zentralmuseums 31, 1984, 305-363.

Gustin 1987a : M. Gustin, Latenske fibule iz Istre. Ri-
assunto: Fibule di tipo La Téne nell’Istria, Izdanja Hrvat-
skog arheoloskog drustva 11/2 (1986), 1987, 33—46.

Gustin 1987b : M. Gustin, La Téne fibulae from Istria,
Archaeologica Tugoslavica 24, 1987, 43-56.

Gustin 1991 : M. Gustin, Posoéje. Posocje in der jiinge-
ren Eisenzeit, Katalogi in mongrafije 27 (Ljubljana 1991).

Gustin 2001 : M. Gustin, I Celti : argomenti per la de-
finizione, in : S. Vitri — F. Oriolo (eds.), I Celti in Carnia
e nell’arco alpino centro orientale, Atti della giornata di
studio, Tolmezzo, 30. aprile 1999 (Trieste 2001) 335-336.

Gustin 2002 : M. Gustin, I Celti ante portas, in : Gli
echi della terra. Presenze celtiche in Friuli : dati materiali e
momenti dell’immaginario, Convegno di studi, Castello di
Gorizia 5-7. 10. 2001 (Pisa 2002) 27-40.

Gustin 2005a : M. Gustin, The Adriatic Celts and their
Neighbours, in : W. Gillies — D. W. Harding (eds.), Celtic
connections, Volume 2. Papers from the 10. International
Congress of Celtic Studies, Edinburgh (Edinburgh 2005)
111-124.

Gustin 2005b : M. Gustin, Kelti v Furlaniji, Sommario :
I Celti in Friuli, Zbornik prispevkov v pocastitev 75-letnice
prof. Sergia Tavana, Goriski letnik 30-31, 2005, 7-16.

Hiller 1991 : G. Hiller, Zur japodischen und liburni-
schen Friiheisenzeit Nordwest-Jugoslawiens, Phil. Diss.
(Heidelberg 1991).

Kruta 1983 : V. Kruta, Faciés celtiques de la Cisalpine
aux IV et I1I° siecles av. n. e., in : Popoli e facise culturali
celtiche a nord e a sud delle Alpi dal V al I secolo a.C.,
Atti del Colloquio Internazionale, Milano 14—16 novembre
1980 (Milano 1983) 1-15, T. I-VL

Kucar 1979 : V. Kucar, Prahistorijska nekropola Be-
ram, Histria Archeaeologica 10/1, 1979, 85-121.

Lollini 1976 : D. G. Lollini, La civilta Picena, Popoli e
civilta dell’Italia antica V, Biblioteca di storia patria (Roma
1976) 107-195.

Lollini 1979 : D. G. Lollini, I Senoni nell’ Adriatico
alla luce delle recenti scoperte, in : P. M. Duval — V. Kruta

(eds.), Les mouvements celtiques du V¢ au I siécles avant
notre ére, Actes du XXVIII¢ colloque organisé a I’occasion
du IX® Congres International des Sciences Préhistoriques
et Protohistoriques, Nice 19. 09. 1976 (Paris 1979) 55-79.

Lo Schiavo 1970 : F. Lo Schiavo, Il gruppo liburnico-
japodico per una definizione nell’ambito della protostoria
balcanica, Atti della Accademia nazionale dei Lincei, Me-
morie Classe di Scienze morali, storiche e filologiche, S.
VIII-Vol. XIV/ Fasc. 6 (Roma 1970) 363-524.

Majnari¢ Pandzi¢ 1970 : N. Majnari¢ Pandzi¢, Kelt-
sko-latenska kultura u Slavoniji i Srijemu, Acta Musei Ci-
balensis 2 (Vinkovci 1970).

Marchesetti 1883 : C. Marchesetti, La necropoli di Ver-
mo presso Pisino nell’Istria, Bollettino della Societa Adria-
tica di Scienze Naturali in Trieste 10, 1883, 265-294.

Marchesetti 1895 : C. Marchesetti, Alcuni oggetti pre-
istorici trovati in una voragine presso Povir, Atti del Civico
Museo di Storia Naturale di Trieste 9, 1895, 257-260.

Marchesetti 1924 : C. Marchesetti, Isole de Quarnero —
Ricerche Paletnologiche, Regione X (Venetia et Histria),
Notizie degli Scavi XXI, 1924, 121-148.

Mari¢ 1968 : Z. Marié, Japodske nekropole u dolini
Une, Glasnik zemaljskog muzeja Bosne i Hercegovine,
n.s. XXIII, 1968, 5-79.

Marovi¢ 1960 : 1. Marovié, Prahistorijski nalazi na
podru¢ju Solina. Résumé: Trouvailles préhistoriques et
protohistoriques sur le territoire Salone, Vjesnik za arheo-
logiju 1 hisotriju dalmatinsku LXII, 1960, 5-28.

Marovié¢ — Nikolaci 1968/69 : I. Marovi¢ — M. Nikolaci,
Cetiri groba iz nekropole u Vi¢oj luci (0. Brag) pronadena
u 1908. god. Résumé : Quatre tombes provenant de la né-
cropole de Vica luke (ile de Brac), découvertes en 1908,
Vjesnik za arheologiju i hisotriju dalmatinsku LXX-LXXI,
1968-1969, 5-51.

Matejci¢ 1974 : R. Matejci¢, Prethistorijska nekropo-
la MiSinac u Kastvu, Liburnijske teme 1 (Opatija 1974)
51-77.

Meller 2002 : H. Meller, Die Fibeln aus dem Reitia-
Heiligtum von Este : (Ausgrabungen 1880-1916); Studien
zu den Spétlaténeformen / Le fibule dal santuario di Reitia
a Este : (Scavi 1180-1916); Studie delle forme del tardo La
Teéne, Studien zu Vor- und Frithgeschichhtlichen Heiligtii-
mern 2/1, 1 (Mainz 2002).

Mihovili¢ 1991 : K. Mihovili¢, L’Istria dal IV al I se-
colo a. C., in : Preistoria ¢ protostoria dell’Alto Adriatico,
Antichita Alto adriatiche XXXVII, 1991, 157-275.

— 206 —



Universal and Original. Transformation of style in the North-Adriatic Region

Mihovili¢ 1996 : K. Mihovili¢, Nezakcij, nalaz grob-
nice 1981. godine / Nesactium. The Discovery of a Grave
Vault in 1981, Monografije i katalozi 6 (Pula 1996).

Mihovili¢ 2001a : K. Mihovili¢, Nezakcij, Prapovije-
sni nalazi 1900-1953 / Nesactium. Prehistoric finds 1900—
1953, Monografije i katalozi 11 (Pula 2001).

Mihovili¢ 2001b : K. Mihovili¢, L’Istria tra Celti e
Roma, in : G. Cuscito (ed.), I Celti nell’ Alto Adriatico, An-
tichita Alto adriatiche XLVIII, 2001, 261-275.

Mihovili¢ 2008 : K. Mihovili¢, New finds representing
La Téne fibulae from Istria, in : In this volume, Protohistoi-
re Européenne 11 (Montagnac 2008).

Mlinar 2008 : M. Mlinar, Most na Soci (Sv. Lucija) —
izkopavanja na grobis¢u 2000-2001, Magistrsko delo, Fil.
fakulteta Univerze v Ljubljani (Ljubljana 2008).

Mlinar — Pettarin 2007 : M. Mlinar — S. Pettarin, L’eta
del ferro nelle Valli dell’Isonzo e del Natisone, in : M.
Chiaba — P. Maggi — Ch. Magrini (eds.), Le Valli del Nati-
sone e dell’Isonzo tra Centroeuropea e Adriatico, Atti del
Convegno internazionale di Studi, San Pietro al Natisone
— Udine 15.-16. 09. 2006 (Roma 2007) 43-52.

Moser 1903 : K. Moser, Die Nekropole di San Servolo
in Istrien, Jahrbuch der k. k. Zentral-Kommission fiir die
Erforschung und Erhaltung der Kunst- und Historischen
Denkmale I, 1903, 115-138. (= Reprint in : M. Vidulli Tor-
lo (ed.), La necropoli di San Servolo. Veneti, Istri, Celti e
Romani nel territorio di Trieste. Civici musei di Storia ed
Arte (Trieste 2002) 24-47).

Nikolaci 1959 : M. Nikolaci, Nove grcke kacige 1 kne-
mide u Dalmaciji. Résumé : Nouveaux casques et cné-
mides grecs en Dalmatie, Vjesnik za arheologiju i historiju
dalmatinsku LXI, 1959, 81-93.

Nikolaci 1960 : M. Nikolaci, Dodatak gréko-ilirskim
kacigama u Dalmaciji, Résumé : Addition aux casques
greco-illyriens en Dalmatie, Vjesnik za arheologiju i histo-
riju dalmatinsku LXII, 1960, 31-35.

Percan 2008 : T. Percan, Histarska zeljeznodobna
nekropola u Puli, Diplomski rad. Fil. fakultet SveuciliSta u
Zagrebu (Zagreb 2008).

Pettarin 2002 : S. Pettarin, Le necropoli di San Pietro
al Natisone e di Dernazzacco, in : Gli echi della terra. Pre-
senze celtiche in Friuli: dati materiali ¢ momenti dell’im-
maginario, Convegno di studi, Castello di Gorizia 5.—7. 10.
2001 (Pisa 2002) 65—66.

Pettarin 2006 : S. Pettarin, Le necropoli di San Pietro
al Natisone e Dernazzacco, Studi e ricerche di Protostoria
Mediterranea 6 (Roma 2006).

Popovi¢ 1994 : P. Popovi¢, Lanzenfibeln des Westbal-
kans und der Donauniederung, Balcanica XXV/1, 1994,
53-71.

Rizzetto 1976 : G. Rizzetto, La tarda eta del Ferro nel
territorio Veronese, in : 3000 anni fa a Verona, Della fine
dell’eta del Bronzo all’arrivo dei Romani nel territorio Ve-
ronese, Catalogo della Mostra (Verona 1976) 63-76.

Ruta Serafini 1984 : A. Ruta Serafini, Celtismo nel Ve-
neto : materiali archeologici e prospettive di ricerca, Etu-
des Celtiques XXI, 1984, 7-33.

Sagadin 1979 : M. Sagadin, Veliki Menges, Domzale,
Varstvo spomenikov 22, 1979, 271-272.

Sakara Sucevi¢ 2004 : M. Sakara Sucevi¢, Kastelir.
Prazgodovinska naselbina pri Novi vasi/Brtonigla (Istra).
Prehistoric settlement near Nova Vas/Brtonigla (Istria),
Annales Mediterranea (Koper 2004).

Salzani 1976 : L. Salzani, Cassinate, in : 3000 anni fa a
Verona, Della fine dell’eta del Bronzo all’arrivo dei Roma-
ni nel territorio Veronese, Catalogo della Mostra (Verona
1976) 173.

Salzani 1984 : L. Salzani, Il territorio Veronese duran-
te I’l. Millennio a. C., in : L. Salzani (ed.), Eta del Ferro,
Il Veneto nell’ Antichita, preistoria e protostoria (Verona
1984) 777-808.

Salzani 1987 : L. Salzani, Panorama storico, in : L. Sal-
zani (ed.), La preistoria lungo la valle del Tartaro, Centro
Studi per la Storia della Bassa Veronese (Verona 1987)
35-88.

Seidel 2008 : S. Seidel, Catalogo—La T¢ne Fibeln/Fibu-
le laténiane, in : M. Buora — S. Seidl (eds.), Fibule antiche
del Friuli, Cataloghi e monografie archeologiche dei Civici
Musei di Udine 9 (Roma 2008) 86—88.

Spadea 1978 : G. Spadea, Numana, in : [ Galli e I’Ita-
lia, Soprintendenza archeologica di Roma (Roma 1978)
184-189.

Terzan 1976 : B. Terzan, CertoSka fibula. Zusam-
menfassung : Die Certosafibel, Arheoloski vestnik 27,
1976/1977, 317-536.

Terzan 1995 : B. Terzan, Handel und soziale Ober-
schichten im fritheisenzeitlichen Siidosteuropa, in : B.
Hansel (ed.), Handel, Tausch und Verkehr im Bronze- und
Fritheisenzeitlichen Siidosteuropa. Siidosteuropa-Schrif-
ten, Band 17, Préhistorische Archdologie in Siidosteuropa
Band 11/1995, 81-159.

Todorovi¢ 1968 : J. Todorovi¢, Kelti u jugoisto¢noj
Evropi, Dissertationes VII (Beograd 1968).

— 207 —



Martina Blec¢i¢ Kavur

Truhelka 1912 : C. Truhelka, Ein Tumulus der La-Téne
Periode in Mahreviéi (Bez. Cajnica), Wissenschaftliche Mit-
teilungen aus Bosnien und der Herzegowina 12, 1912, 12-28.

Voght 1934 : E. Voght, The Cemetery of Vinica (Wein-
itz), Carniola, in : A. Mahr (ed.), Treasures of Carniola
(New York 1934) 47-56.

Vitri 2001 : S. Vitri, Lo stato della ricerca protostorica
in Carnia, in : S. Vitri — F. Oriolo (eds.), I Celti in Carnia
e nell’arco Alpino centro orientale, Atti della Giornata di
studio Tolmezzo 30. I'V. 1999 (Trieste 2001) 19-50.

Zuffa 1978 : M. Zuffa, I Galli sull’Adriatico, in : I Gal-

li e I’Italia, Soprintendenza archeologica di Roma (Roma
1978) 138-162.

— 208 —



