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AncTpakTt

MpBuM uckonaBakwuma, Kpajem 19.
cTo/beha, y [lokneju cy oTKpuBeHe 6GpojHe
jaBHe 3rpage pumckor rpaga. Melly uma je
rpafjeBuHa y LEHTpanHOM fJujeny rpaga, ca
COMCTBEHUM XpaMOM, KOja je Ha3BaHa ,np1BaTHa
kyha“. 360r cBOr U3I0XXEHOr NONOXaja NnpemMa
AeKyMaHycy MakCUMYCY 1 TUYHOT CBETUNULLTA,
Besyje ce 3a jefHy of Bopehux nopoauua
[lokneje, nako je NpuiMYyHO CKpoMHa. Hoeo
oTKpuhe @parMeHTa 3aBjeTHOI XPTBEHMKA,
ca npejcTaBOM XXEHCKOr 60XaHcTBa Y
npocTopy xpama Koju npunaga kyhu, goseno
je 40 NOHOBHOr npernefa Hanasa, a NnoToM
W A0 HOBOI Mpeasora Tymayewa ¢yHKuUMje
,npuBatHe kyhe“. [ocTaje jacHO fa nnaH 0CHoBE
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DOCLEA AND ITS URBAN CENTRE:
NEW REFLECTIONS ON THE SO-
CALLED PRIVATE HOUSE AND THE
BENEFICIARII CONSULARIS

UDK 904(497.16)

Abstract

The early excavations of the late 19th
century at Doclea uncovered numerous
public buildings of the Roman city. Among
these is a centrally located building with its
own temple precinct, referred to as a “private
house”. Because of its exposed position at
the decumanus maximus and its sanctuary, it
is associated with one of the leading families
of Doclea, although it is rather modest. The
new discovery of a fragment of a dedication
altar with the representation of a female deity
in the temple precinct belonging to the house
led to a renewed inspection of the findings and
subsequently to a new interpretation proposal
regarding the function of the “private house”. It
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npee ¢ase usrpagwe nokasyje ynaabuse
napanene ca 6eHeduuMjapHOM CTAHULOM Y
06epH6ypry Ha Majuu (Hb). Y [okneju cy Ao
cafja npoHafjeHa Tpu 6eHeduumjapHa HaTnmMca
Yy CEKYHAAPHUM KOHTEKCTMMA, TaKO fja NOCTOoju
BjepoBaTHoNa fa je ,npuBaTHa Kyha"y [lokneju
6una 6eHeduumjapHa cTaHuua. Y apyroj pasu
narpaame, rpafjeBmHa je gobuna nykcysHo
KynaTuno, BjepoBaTHO cafly 3a cacTaHke
ca ancupoM M Manum xpam y CycjeAHOM
ceeTunuwwTty. 0BOM Xpamy MOXe Ce npunucaTtu
n pemed 6orure Pome ca 3abata, Koju je go
caja norpeLHo npunucKeaH T3B. [pBOM Xpamy
[okneje. Moryhe je na ce aBuje pase usrpagme
Kyhe Mory 06jaCHUTU YUHEHULOM fa je y
Apyroj ¢asu ctaHuuya 6eHeduumjapa nocrana
W NpUBpPEMeHa pe3nfeHuuja HamjecHuUka
npoBuHumje [danmaumje, Koju je 6opaBuo y
CanoHu, 360r yera je marpaf)eHO NyKCY3HO
KynaTuno, gorpafjeHa cana 3a cacTaHke
W carpafjeH manu xpaM y cBeTuanwWTY. 3a
nojaweHe 0BOr NUTarba NoTpebHa cy HoBa
WcKonaBarba M M3yyaBatba, Koja he ce 06aBuTH
y OKBUPY LPHOrOPCKO-HEMAaYyKor npojekTa
Aarer uctpaxusama [lokneje.

Kmy4He pujeyn: XXpTBEHNULM, 6eHedULM-
japHe cTaHuue, [loknea, nepuctuiHe kyhe,
npuBaTtHe kyhe, 06epHOypr Ha MajHu, jaBHe
3rpage, CBeTUNIMLLTA.
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becomes clear that the ground plan of the first
construction phase shows striking parallels to
the beneficiary station in Obernburg am Main
(D). At Doclea, three inscriptions of beneficiarii
have been found so far in secondary contexts,
and so it is likely that the “private house” at
Doclea was a beneficiarii station. In a second
construction phase, the structure received a
luxurious bath, possibly a meeting hall with
an apse, and a small temple in the adjacent
sanctuary. The pediment relief with a tondo
of the goddess Roma can be attributed to this
temple, which until now was wrongly attributed
to the so-called First temple of Doclea. Possibly,
the two construction phases of the house can be
explained by the fact that in the second phase
the station of the beneficiarii also became a
temporary residence of the governor of the
province of Dalmatia, who resided in Salona,
which is why a luxurious bath and a meeting hall
were added to the building and a small temple
was built in the sanctuary. The clarification of
this question requires new excavations and
investigations, which will be carried out within
the framework of a Montenegrin-German project
for the further exploration of Doclea.

Keywords: Altars, beneficiarii stations,
Doclea, peristyle houses, private houses, Ober-
nburg am Main, public buildings, sanctuaries
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ok cy ce TepmunHn Unupuja u Unupuk
Beh y aHTMLM KOpUCTUNK 3a BeNuKe ajenose
3anapHor bankaHa, nogpyuje Hace/baBarba
JMnupay yxem cmucny” - lllyrii proprie dicti -
(Mnunuuje H. X. 11I, 143, 144; MomMnoHuje Mena
[, 55) npoctupano ce of pujeke Hepetse
(XP) Ha cjeBepy, o pujeke Maart (AJT) Ha jyry
W Tako CBOjUM Hajsehum aujenom ogrosapa
caBpeMeHoj LipHoj Mopu. Y xeneHncTuuko foba,
OBa peruja je 6una cpue Mnupckor LapcTaa,
Koje je Tpajano Ao KOHayHor nopasa of Puma
168. roguHe . H. e., NoJ HeroBUM Noc/bebum
Kpammem leHuujem.' Y puMCKOM LapCKOM
nepuoay oBa 06/1acT je YMHWNA HajjyXXHUjWU ANO
npoBuHumnje Odanmauyuje. [la je jow y KacHoj
aHTUUM nocjefoBana U3BjecHY ayTOHOMMU]Y,
Kako reorpacky, Tako 1 BjepoBaTHO KYNTYPHY,
OTKpuBa OKOJIHOCT Aa je [luokneuunjaHoBOM
peopraH13aLujom NpoBMHLMja NOHOBO NocTana
NnonMTMYKA ajMMUHUCTpPATUBHA jefuHuLa
nog Hasusowm [lpesanuc unu lMpeBanuTaHa.
HajsHayajHuju rpagoBm 0Be HOBOOCHOBaHe
npoBuHumje 6unn cy Ckogpa (Ckagap/Al),
LNokneja (Ookneja/uUr), Nucyc (Jbew/AnN)
n OnumuHujym (Ynuur/LI).2 3a pasnuky og
BehinHe rpagoBa y npoBuHUmMju [Lanmaumju,
0OBM ,MAUPCKU TpajoBu” - ca U3y3eTKOM
[lokneje - Mornu 61 ce OCBPHYTU Ha AYroTpajHy
Tpaguumjy ypbaHor xuBoTta 6apem of, paHor
XeNneHUCcTUYKor nepuoaa. [lokneja je 6una
jeavHu puMmcku nogyxeart y Mnupuju npeysety
OBOM yXXeM CMucIy. Hanasuna ce cjeBepHo of,
Ckapapckor jesepa Ha nyTy Koju Boau u3 lpuke
npeko Jlucyca un Ckoppe, AyX UCTOYHe obane
Ckapapckor jesepa u npema Hapohu (Bua/XP)
n CanoHu (Conuu/XP).

[lpBo nucaHo noMuware [okneje
notuye n3 cpeauHe 2. ctomeha HoBe epe,
Kako je mocsjefoyeHo y ,leorpaduju” Kojy
je cactaBuo actpoHom Knayauje ltonomej
(2, 16). latym ocHuBatba rpaga, MeflyTum, u
Alajbe je HernosHart. Y usBjewwTajuma o UaMpcKo-
PUMCKWUM CYKOBMMA HWje CMOMEHYyTa, WTo
cyrepuile aay 10 Bpujeme joLl Huje nocTojana.
Moapyuje oko Ckapgapckor jesepa NPBOOUTHO
je 6uno noapyuyje Hace/mmaBatba JlabeaTa.
Y aBryctoBckom nepuofy y Be3u ca OBUM

1 Pajakowski 2000, 9, 66-68.
2 Kovacevi¢ 1967, 242; Hoxha 2003, 162; Stevovi¢ 2014,
123; Hoxha 2021, 252.
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While the terms Illyria and Illyricum were
already used in antiquity for large parts of the
Western Balkans, the settlement area of the
“lllyrians in the narrower sense” - Illyrii proprie
dicti - (Pliny N.H. lll, 143, 144; Pomponius Mela
Il, 55) extended from the river Neretva (HR) in
the north to the river Maat (AL) in the south and
thus corresponded to its largest part to modern
Montenegro. In Hellenistic times, this region was
the heartland of the lllyrian Empire, which lasted
until its final defeat by Rome in 168 BC under
its last king Genthios.™ In the Roman imperial
period, this region formed the southernmost
part of the province of Dalmatia. The fact that
it still possessed a certain autonomy in late
antiquity, both geographically and probably
culturally, is revealed by the circumstance that
it once again became a political administrative
unit called the Praevalis or Praevalitana with
Diocletian’s reorganisation of the provinces.
The most important cities of this newly founded
province were Scodra (Shkodra/AL), Doclea
(Duklja/MNE), Lissus (Lezha/AL), and Olcinium
(Ulcinj/MNE).? In contrast to the majority of the
cities in the province of Dalmatia, these “Illyrian
cities” - with the exception of Doclea - could look
back on a long-lasting tradition of urban life at
least since the early Hellenistic period. Doclea
was the only Roman foundation in Illyria taken
in this narrower sense. It was located north of
Lake Skadar on the road leading from Greece
via Lissus and Scodra along the eastern shore
of Lake Skadar and towards Narona (Vid/HR)
and Salona (Solin/HR).

Doclea’s first literary mention dates
to the middle of the 2nd century AD only, as
attested in the “Geography” compiled by the
astronomer Claudius Ptolemy (2, 16). The date
of the city’s foundation, however, still remains
unknown. It received no mention in the accounts
on the lllyrian-Roman conflicts, which hence
suggests that it didn't exist at that time yet.
The region around Lake Skadar originally had
been the settlement area of the Labeatae. In
the Augustan period only the Docleatae are
referred in connection with this area.® The

1 Pajakowski 2000, 9, 66-68.

2 Kovacevi¢ 1967, 242; Hoxha 2003, 162; Stevovic 2014,
123; Hoxha 2021, 252.

3 On the settlement area of the Labeatae, see:
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nogpyyjeM nomuwy ce camo [okneatun.’
lpahaHcku paT usmehy Liesapa u MNomneja,
Koju je ajenumuyHo BofjeH y Unupuju, npahen
je BOjHUM MOX0AMMa Ha NUpcKa nnemeHa noga
OkTaBunjaHOM/ABryCTOM U KOHAYHO [TaHOHCKUM
ycTaHKOM (6-9. HoBe epe). TeK HaKOH rywera
nobyHe 1 BENNUKUX rybuTaKa, permoH je 3anpaso
MHTErpucaH y PUMCKO LLapCTBO Kao jyXXHW J10
npoBuHUMje [anmaumje.*

OBu porafaju Moxpaa cy Ha pasnnyute
HayuHe yTuuanu Ha WAUPCKe rpajgose.
Pesyntatu uckonasawa y Jlucycy usrnepga
[la yKasyjy Ha HauuH Ha KOju Cy NONUTUYKH
porafaju ytuuanu Ha pasBoj rpaga. 0g oko 50.
rOfMHe M. H. e., 0 Npenacka y HOBU BUjeK, Ha
Jucycy cy yousbuBe 6pojHe PEKOHCTPYKLUje U
MpoMjeHe, Of KOjuX CY Camo HajBaxKHuje oBAje
yKpaTKo nomeHyTe. HakoH pedoptudukaumje
rpaga Kpo3 06HOBY XeNeHUCTUYKe ofbpaHe nog,
LlesapoMm, y aBrycToBCKOM nepuopgy nogurHyTo
je HekonuKo penpeseHTaTuBHUX 3rpaga. OBo
ce, MefjyTUM, HeZlyro 3aTUM 3aBpLUKIO BEMIMKUM
pasapaneM, HajBjepoBaTHUje TOKOM [aHOHCKOr
ycTaHKa, Koju je Pum y3 MHoro notewkoha
ycnuo Aa yryww. Jiucyc je ounrneaHo usryomo
CBOj yp6aHM KapakTep 1 BpaT1o Ce Yy XUBOT TeK
Y KaCHOj aHTMLm.>

Mano 3HamMo o uctopuju [lokneara y
0BOM HemupHOM nepuoay. OunrnegHo cy ce
ogynupanu Pumy makap y noyertky, nowTo um
je uap ABrycT (27. npuje Xpucta - 14. roguHe
H. €.) HAMETHYO AiaHaK HAKOH CBOT yCnjeLHor
noxoga (AnujaH. Un. 16). HomxoB cTaB TOKOM
lMaHOHCKOT ycTaHKa, Kao 1 noc/beauLe Koje cy
ycnujeaune, u aase cy HenosHate. Moryhe je
Aa je [lokneja ocHoBaHa unu nog ABryctom
(27.n. H. e.-14. H.e.) unu Tubepujem (14 - 31.
H. €.), Y NOC/beAHEM Cryyajy Kao peakuuja
Ha lMaHOHCKY nNobyHy U AKNO ycnocTaB/batbha
nposuHuuje [lanmauuje. Ha noctojarte Hekor
TMNa puMckor Hacesba y [lokneju ykasyje

3 0 o6nactu HacemaBara Jlabeata Bugu: Pajgkowski
2000, 65-66; O xpoHonoLKOM ofHocy usmehy Jlabeara n
[oxnearta, nornepajre: Pavi¢ 2018, 240. - [pyrauuje: Alberti
2019, 29-31.

4 Wilkes 1969, 67-77.

5 Oettel 2014, 458-464; Oettel 2016, 242-244.

- [letasbHa ny6nukaumja o anbaHcKo-temMaykum
uckonaBarbuma y Jlucycy og A. Oettel n G. Hoxha cy y
npunpemu - O kacHoaHTUukoM Jlucycy, Buau: Hoxha 2014;
Hoxha 2021.

civil war between Caesar and Pompey, which
partly had been fought in Illyria, was followed
by military campaigns against Illyrian tribes
under Octavian/Augustus and finally, by the
Pannonian Revolt (AD 6-9). It was only after the
suppression of the revolt and severe losses that
the region was actually integrated to the Roman
empire as the southern part of the Dalmatia
province.*

These events may have affected the
lllyrian cities in different ways. The results of
the excavations at Lissus seem to point to the
way how the political events may have impacted
the city’s development. From about 50 BC until
soon after the turn of the century, numerous
reconstructions and changes are observable
at Lissus, of which only the most important
ones are briefly mentioned here. After the
city’s refortification through the restoration of
its Hellenistic defences under Caesar, several
representative buildings were erected in the
Augustan period. This, however, ended in
extensive devastation only shortly after, most
likely during to the Pannonian Revolt, which
Rome managed to quell only with much difficulty.
Lissus apparently lost its urban character and
returned to life only in late antiquity.®

We know little about the history of the
Docleatae in this troubled period. Apparently
they had resisted Rome at least initially, since
Emperor Augustus (27 BC-AD 14) imposed
tribute on them after his successful campaign
(Appian. lll. 16). Their attitude during the
Pannonian Revolt as well as under the ensuing
consequences still remain unknown. It is
conceivable that Doclea was founded either
under Augustus (27 BC-AD 14) or Tiberius (AD
14-31), in the latter case as a reaction to the
Pannonian Revolt and part of the establishment
of the province of Dalmatia. The existence of
some type of Roman settlement at Doclea is
indicated only by the earliest phase of burials

Pajgkowski 2000, 65-66; On the chronological relationship
between the Labeatae and the Docleatae, see: Pavic¢ 2018,
240. - Differently: Alberti 2019, 29-31.

4 Wilkes 1969, 67-77.

5 Oettel 2014, 458-464; Oettel 2016, 242-244. - A
detailed publication on the Albanian-German excavations at
Lissos by A. Oettel and G. Hoxha is in preparation. - On late
antique Lissos, see: Hoxha 2014; Hoxha 2021.
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caMo HajpaHuja (a3a caxparbmBatrba U3 Jynmo-
Knaygujese aunHactuje.® Mehytum, y camom
rpafly 3a To Hema apxeo/OLKNX A0Ka3a, na cy
npeTnocTaBke 0 paHOM OCHUBawY [lokneje u
Aarbe xunoteTuyke. Enurpadckm gokasu ykasyjy
Ha HeroBo OCHMBarbe camo y ®naBnjeBCKOM
nepuopy (69-96. H. e.).” 0BO je fOC/bEAHO Ca
cjeBepHOM [lanMaumjom, ¢ 063MpoM Ha TO
Aa cy y saneljy npumopja oCHOBaHW 6pojHU
rpagosu y dnasujeBo goba.t [lokneja, ¢ gpyre
CTpaHe, CTOjU cama y MoApYyyjy mnupckor
jesrpa, raje cy rpafoBu nHaye esonympanm us
ofpxuBe ypbaHe Tpaauumje. Yurmenuua aa cy
A0 caja No3HaTh caMo enurpadcku, anum He u
apXxeosiOWKN JOKa3N 0 AaToBakby OCHUBaHA
[llokneje, nocbeauua je cneyndumyHoCcTM
WCTPaXEHOCTK NloKanuTeTa.

Ocum cnopagnyHux usBjeluTaja nyTyjyhux
nucaua v aunnomatckux mucujay 19. ctosmehy,
OA, KOjUX Cy Ce HEeKW ynywTanu y orpaHuyeHa
nckonaeaka,’ apxeosiolka UCTpaxuBarba
y [okneju 3anoyeo je pycku reorpad u
ucropuuap asen A. PosuHcku. Cnposeo je
yeTUpm Kamnarbe nsmelly 1890. n 1892. rogmHe,
Y UMe Mnafie LpHOropcKe KHeXeBWHe, anu cy
HeroBu 06jaB/beHN M3BjeWTaju yrnaBHOM
6unM HemoTMyHW W HeTayHu.'® Ynpaso je
Mjepo CtukoTm, 3ajefHo ca Jlykom Jenuhem
n hmpunom M. UeekoBuhem, 3abusbexno cee
aHTuuke rpafjeBuHe y mjepama M onucuma,
Kao U HaTmuce W Apyre Hanase y Tpu KpaTke
pagHe nocjete 1892, 1902. u 1908. roguHe, no
Hanory WHCTUTyTa 3a KnacuyHy apxeonorujy
YHusepsutetra y bevy. CBoje Hanase cy
npegcrasunn 1913. roguHe y MoHorpadmju Koja
je op Taaa 3aapxana CBOj peepeHTHU cTaTyc
3a 610 Kojy cTyaujy cnpoBeaeHy o [lokneju ao
faHac (cn. 1). OHM cy NpuMUjeTUAM fa je OBaj
NIOKaNIMTET MPETPNMO 06MMHO Uckopuwhasame
KameHa 3a rpafjeBuHcke cspxe y MNogropuum
TOKOM OTOMaHCKOr nepuoaa, GeHOMEeH Koju je
Beh 1614. roguHe onucao uctopuyap MapwujaH
bonuua n3 Kotopa.” MowTo ayTopu Hujecy
yyecTBOBa/NM y caMUM UCKOMaBakwuMa, y

6 Cermanovié¢-Kuzmanovié et all. 1975, 255.

7 Sticotti 1913, 188-191; Wilkes 1969, 260-261; Rinaldi
Tufi 2012, 477, 480; Pavié 2018, 239-240.

8 Mrozewicz 2015.

9 Koprivica 2012, 515; Saski 1882, 74-77.

10 Koprivica 2012, 518-519.

11 Sticotti 1913, 9 ca HanomeHoM 18.
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dating to the Julio-Claudian dynasty.® However,
there is no archaeological evidence for this in
the city itself, so assumptions about an early
foundation of Doclea are still hypothetical. The
epigraphic evidence points to its foundation
in the Flavian period only (AD 69-96).” This is
consistent with regard to Northern Dalmatia
in so far as numerous cities were founded in
the hinterland of the coast in Flavian times.?
Doclea, on the other hand, stands alone in the
lllyrian core area, where cities otherwise had
evolved from sustained urban traditions. The
fact that only epigraphic but no archaeological
evidence is so far known concerning the dating
of Doclea’s foundation is due to the specific
state of research at the site.

Apart from sporadic accounts by travelling
writers and diplomatic missions in the 19th
century, of which some ventured in limited digs,°
archaeological excavations in Doclea began with
the Russian geographer and historian Pavel A.
Rovinski. He carried out four campaigns there
between 1890 and 1892 on behalf of the young
Montenegrin principality, but his published
reports were by and large incomplete and
inaccurate. It was Piero Sticotti who, together
with Luka Jelié¢ and Ciril M. Ivekovié, recorded
all the ancient buildings in measurements and
descriptions, as well as inscriptions and other
finds in three short working visits in 1892, 1902,
and 1908 under the commission of the Institute
of Classical Archaeology of the University of
Vienna. They presented their findings in 1913
in a monograph which since has retained its
reference status for any study undertaken on
Doclea to this day (Fig. 1). They observed that
the site had suffered from extensive stone
pillaging for construction purposes in Podgorica
during the Ottoman period, a phenomenon which
already the historian Mariano Bolizza from
Cattaro had described as early as 1614."" Since
the authors did not participate in the excavations
themselves, their account inevitably lacks
observations on the stratigraphy and largely

6 Cermanovi¢-Kuzmanovié et al. 1975, 255.

7 Sticotti 1913, 188-191; Wilkes 1969, 260-261; Rinaldi
Tufi 2012, 477, 480; Pavié 2018, 239-240.

8 Mrozewicz 2015.

9 Koprivica 2012, 515; Saski 1882, 74-77.

10 Koprivica 2012, 518-519.

11 Sticotti 1913, 9 with note 18.
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PLAN von DOCLEA

Cn. 1 Mnan pumckor rpaaa flokneje npema Mjepy Ctuxkotujy, Niyku Jenuhy n hiupuny M. Usekosuhy
(Sticotti 1913) (1 - [euymaHyc makumyc, 2 - Mpeu xpam, 3 - Opyru xpam, 4 - ,MpueatHa kyha", 5 -
[JujaHuH xpam, 6 — Tepme, 7 - Liusunna 6asunuka, 8 - dopym, 9 Kanutoncku xpam, 10 - Lipkee, 11 -

Hekponone)

Fig. 1 Plan of the Roman City of Doclea after Piero Sticotti, Luka Jeli¢, and Ciril M. Ivekovié (Sticotti 1913)
(1 - Decumanus maximus, 2 - First temple, 3 - Second temple, 4 - “Private house”, 5 - Temple of Diana, 6
- Thermal baths, 7 - Civil basilica, 8 - Forum, 9 Capitol temple, 10 - Churches, 11 - Necropolises)

HUXOBOM M3BjelTajy HEeMUHOBHO Hef0CTajy
3anaxawa o0 cTpaTurpaduju, a fobpum
AVjenoM u 0 Hanasuma, u3yseB HaTnuca u
HeKonuko ¢parmeHata ckynntypa. [Buje
KaCHOaHTUYKe LipKBe y UCTOYHOM Aunjeny rpaja,
Koje je 1893. rogmHe uckonao 6pUTaHCKKU TUM
npatehun pagose PoBuHCKOr, Ao6une cy cBojy
nyénukaumjy.'?

OTKpuMBEHM oCTauu puUMCKOr rpaja
Jlokneje paHac nexe y 3awTuheHoj
apxeosiolLKOj 30HK, KOja je cTora yrnaBHOM
ocTana HeowrTteheHa KacHWjUM pasBojeM.
MehyTum, Xe/be3Hunyka npyra kKoja je nosesana

12 Munro et al. 1896.

54

also on the finds, except for the inscriptions and
a few sculpture fragments. The two churches
from late antiquity in the eastern part of the city,
which had been excavated in 1893 by a British
team following the work of Rovinski received
their own publication.™

The uncovered remains of the Roman
city of Doclea today lie within a protected
archaeological zone, which by and large
has therefore remained unscathed from
later developments. However, a railroad line
connecting Podgorica with Niksi¢ was built right
through the site in 1946-1947, thus encroaching

12 Munro et al. 1896.
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Moaropuuy ca Hukwuhem nsrpaheHa je ynpaso
Kpo3 0BO MjecTo 1946-1947. roguHe, unme je
owTeTuna aHTMYKe rpafjeBUHe U LpeBHU rpag,
noAvjenuna Ha fjBa pasnuuuta noapyuvja.

My6nukayuja Ctukotmja, Jenuha u
NBekoBuha o [lokneju 3agpxana je CBOj
pedepeHTHU cTaTyc cBe fo cpefuHe 20.
ctosbeha, Ha yemy je, Ha npumjep, J. J. Bunkec
3aCHOBAO CBOja 3anaxatba O JIoKanuTery.
MpBM cBEO6YXBATHM UCTPAXMUBAYKK NPOjeKaT O
[oknejun, kojuje pajaoog 1954. 1o 1965. rogue,
OKYNMO je HajucTakHyTuje jyrocnoBeHCKe
CTpyuwake. 3ajefHUYKUM Hanopuma
Apxeonowkor uHctutyTa M Gunosodekor
dakynteta y beorpagy, 3aBofa 3a 3awWTUTy
crnomeHuka kyntype LipHe Tope Ha LleTury u
3aBuyajHor Myseja y Tutorpagy, He camo fia cy
MOHOBO UCTPaXXeHU 06jeKTH y LIeHTPY rpasa u
LLPKBE Y UCTOYHOM Aujeny, Hero u Hekponone
W A0 caja HeUCTpPaXeHU apXUTEKTOHCKM
06jeKTn. HaxxanocT, pesyntaTi uckonaBatba Ha
NOAPYYjYy rpaAa 06jaB/beHMN Cy CaMOo Yy KpaTKUM
n3BjewTajuma.” C gpyre cTpaHe, UCTpaxuBara
HekponoJie npefcraB/beHa Cy y OMNCEXHOj
nyé6nmkaumju.™

HakoH Tpupaecetoroguiuter npeknaa,
TePeHCKW pafloBW CYy HacTaB/bEHU Y Nepuogy
1995-2000. roagnHe NOHOBHUM UCTPAXMBaHEM
BEJINKMX TEPMU, Ko U Ha NpOCTOpUMa 3anafHo
W cjeBepo3anagHo of rpafjaHcke 6a3unuke u
AjenoBuma 3anagHe Hekponone (cn. 1)."8

HoBe MHMUMjaTUBE 3@ MCTpaxuBame
nokanutetra nokpeHyna je OnwTuHa
Moaropuua 2000-ux roguHa y capaphu ca
YHuBep3uTeToM y YpouHy, bputaHCKOM LUKONIOM
y Pumy un LipHoropckom akageMunjoM Hayka u
YM]jETHOCTH, LUTO je YKSby4nBano reomarHeTHa
UCTpaxuBarba U aHanu3e aepodoTorpaduja.’
OBaj paja je jow yBeK y TOKy U auo je seher
npojekTa nog Ha3neoM ,byayhHocT npownocTy:
npoyyaBatrbe 1 yHanpehere aHTuuke [lokneje,
LipHa lNopa.“" bpoj apxeonowknx uckonaeara
y Lokneju ce nosehaoy 21. ctosbehy n ynpkoc

13 Srejovié 1967, 69-76, HanoMeHa 1.

14 Cermanovi¢-Kuzmanovic et al. 1975.

15 Bakovi¢ 2010, 67-68.

16 Rinaldi Tufi 2012, 477, 480-481.

17 Alberti (Ed.) 2019. - 3a uubeBe npojekTa: Alberti,
D’Eredita 2019.
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on the ancient structures whilst dividing the
ancient city into two distinct areas.

The publication by Sticotti, Jeli¢, and
Ivekovi¢ on Doclea kept its reference status until
the middle of the 20th century, on which, for
example, J. J. Wilkes based his observations on
the site. A first comprehensive research project
on Doclea lasting from 1954 to 1965 brought
together Yugoslavia's most prominent experts.
In a joint effort between the Archaeological
Institute and the Faculty of Philosophy in
Belgrade, the Institute for the Protection of
Cultural Monuments of Montenegro in Cetinje,
and The Homeland Museum in Titograd,
they not only re-explored the buildings in the
city centre and the churches in the eastern
quarters, but furthermore necropolises and
hitherto unexplored architectural structures.
Unfortunately, the results from the town area
excavations appeared in short reports only.™
On the other hand, the investigations in the
necropolis were presented in a comprehensive
publication.™

After an interruption of thirty years,
fieldwork resumed in the period 1995-2000 with
the re-exploration of the large thermal baths,
as well in the areas west and northwest of the
civil basilica and parts of the western necropolis

(Fig. 1).'s

New initiatives for the site’s investigation
were developed by the Podgorica municipality
in the 2000s in cooperation with the University
of Urbino, the British School at Rome, and the
Montenegrin Academy of Sciences and Arts,
which included geomagnetic surveys and aerial
photo analyses.'® This work is currently still in
progress and is part of a larger project called
“The Future of the Past: Study and Enhancement
of Ancient Doclea, Montenegro®."” The number
of archaeological excavations in Doclea has
increased in the 21st century, and despite
occasional interruptions, continue to this day.
One has been the fieldwork by the Museum of

13 Srejovié 1967, 69-76, note 1.

14 Cermanovic¢-Kuzmanovié et al. 1975.

15 Bakovi¢ 2010, 67-68.

16 Rinaldi Tufi 2012, 477, 480-481.

17 Alberti (Ed.) 2019. - For the objectives of the project:
Alberti, D'Eredita 2019.
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NOBpeMEHUM Npekupuma Tpajy 4O AaHac.
C jenHe cTpaHe, Tpeba NOMEHYTU TEPEHCKM
pan Myseja [Nogropuue Ha HOBOOTKPUMBEHOM
06jeKTy KanuToNCKOr Xpama Koju je CNpoBefeH
Y HEeKONMKO Kamnama y nepuogy oa 2005. go
2011. roguHe' u omoryhaBare AeTa/bHOr
npoyyaBata terose pase HakoH ynotpebe.™
NcToBpemMeHo, LleHTap 3a KoH3epBauujy u
apxeonorujy LipHe lope Ha LleTuwy BoAMO je
UCTpaXuBayke aKTUBHOCTU Ha CjeBEPHUM U
3anajHWM Hekpononama rpaga Koje yekajy
Ha objaB/buBare. OBa UCTA MHCTUTYLM]a je
2017. ropuHe NOKpeHyna npojekar ca HOBUM
NPUCTYNOM Kako 6y ce pacBujeTninna nutamba
Koja ce TU4y npoueca ypbaHusaumje rpaga.
WckonaBara cy ce, ctora, okycupana Ha
rpagcku 6epgem, KaHanusauWOHWU CUCTEM,
pacnopeg ynuua, a nocebHo Ha cTpaturpadcke
LjenuHe y 3anagHoMm, UCTOYHOM U [YXXHOM
Anjeny nokanuteta.?? OTKPUBEHM CY M TParosm
NnpaucTopujcKor Hacesba Ha nogpyyjy rpaga.
OBU NOYETHM pesynTaTu OTKPUBAjy NOTeHLUujan
CaBPEMEHMX UCKonaBara 3a pasymujeBarbe
ucTopmje ypbaHor passoja rpaga. TpeHYTHO
LleHTap 3a KoH3epBauujy u apxeonorujy LipHe
[ope npunpema MeHaLIMeHT nnaH nokanuTera
Jlokneja. To 3Hauu fa apxeosioLIKO Hanasuwre
3HauvajHo yHanpehyje CBOje KanauuTeTe Kako 3a
Hay4YHa UCTpa)KuBamba, Tako 1 3a Npujem Lwupe
jaBHOCTW 3auHTepecoBaHe 3a uctopujy LipHe
lope.

JlaHac Hausrnep XuBOMNKUCHa JioKauuja
OBOr NOKanuTeTa, Ha 3apaBHN OKPYXEHO]
ca TpW CTpaHe pjeYHUM TOKOBUMA KOju Cy
AY6OKO ype3aHu y TepeH, Npyxana je 3awTuty
y aHTuuu. MehyTum, oBO je 3axTujeBano
NaX/bMBO NnaHuparbe U 06MMHE UHXUHbEPCKe
pafioBe Ha TeMe/b1MMa rpaga, nowTo je Tpe6ano
[la ce uarpagu Hekonuko moctosa (Cn. 1).
Kako [lokneja Huje uMana cratyc KONoHuje,
OuYNUrNeaHo je 6una Mare HaMujerbeHa pUMCKUM
BeTepaHuMMa, Hero npunagHuumMma niemeHa
Jlokneara, Koju Cy BjepoBaTHO J0/1a3unun u3
MakbKX, aNu joww yBKjeK Heno3HaTux Hacesba.?!
liTaBuwe, o HekapawwUM YyCcnoBUMA
CTaHOBaHa YHyTap rpaja He 3HaMo roToBo

18 Bakovié 2011, 9-24.

19 Zivanovié 2011, Zivanovié 2014, Zivanovié 2021.
20 Zivanovié 2018, 37-40.

21 ¥n. o npo6nemy caga Alberti 2019.
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Podgorica in the newly discovered building of
the Capitol Temple which was carried out in
several campaigns between 2005 and 2011
and enabling a detailed study of its post-
use phase.’ At the same time the Centre for
Conservation and Archaeology of Montenegro
in Cetinje has led the research activities in the
city’s northern and western necropolises which
now are awaiting publication. In 2017, this
same institution initiated a project with a new
approach to shed light on issues concerning
the city’s urbanisation process. Excavations
therefore focused on the city wall, the sewage
system, the street layout, and especially the
stratigraphic sequences in the site's western,
eastern, and southern quarters.?’ Traces
from a prehistoric occupation within the city
area were also detected. These initial results
reveal the potential of modern excavations
for understanding the history of the city’'s
urban development. Currently, the Centre for
Conservation and Archaeology of Montenegro
is preparing a site management plan for Doclea.
This means that the archaeological site is
considerably improving its capacities for both
scholarly research and likewise the reception
of a broader public interested in the history of
Montenegro.

The site’'s seemingly picturesque location
today on a plateau surrounded on three sides
by river courses cutting deeply into the terrain
offered protection in antiquity. However,
this required careful planning and extensive
engineering work at the city’'s foundation,
since several bridges had to be built (Fig. 1).
Because Doclea lacked the status of colonia, it
apparently had been less intended for Roman
veterans than for members of the Docleatae
tribe, who presumably had come from smaller,
though still unknown settlements.?’ Moreover,
we know virtually nothing about the former
housing conditions inside the city, owing to
the circumstance that Rovinski's excavations
essentially concentrated on the public buildings
in the city centre (Fig. 1). The walls of these
large buildings were besides easily identified in

18 Bakovié 2011, 9-24.

19 Zivanovié 2011, Zivanovié 2014, Zivanovi¢ 2021.
20 Zivanovié 2018, 37-40.

21 Cf. on the problem now Alberti 2019.
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HULWLTA, YC/beA OKOSIHOCTW Aa Cy MCKOMaBaka
PoBMHCKOT 61na Yy CYLITUHU KOHLEHTPUCAHa Ha
jaBHe 3rpage y ueHTpy rpaga (Cn. 1). 3upoBu
OBWUX BENUKKUX ObjekaTa 6unu cy nopep Tora
NaKo NPeno3HaT/biBM Ha TEPEHY U CTOra cy 6unm
HEnoCpesHM Lnib TepEHCKOr pasa POBUHCKOT.
OcTaum ctambeHux 3rpaga cy, ctora, u aasbe
3aTpnaHu Ucnog faHallke NoBpLUMHE.

04 puMmcKor rpajga, LMO AeKymaHyca
Makcumyca ca hopyMoM, 6a3MNUKOM, BEIMKUM
TepMasHUM KOMMEKCOM U TpU Xpama je
nckonao POBUHCKM, a KacHuje ,OKYMeHTOBanu
CtukoTtu, Jenuh u MeekoBuh. Y HOBUjuUM
ucKkonaBakMMa OTKPUBEH je jow jeflaH xpam
(Cn. 1). OBa ujenuHa jaBHUX rpafjeBuHa je
pasfior 3awTo HayYHWUM AaHac cmatpajy
[loknejy y3opHUM NpUMjepoM puMCKor rpaga.?

JloK ce of,cycTBO 06jekaTa 3a CTaHOBakbE,
noce6Ho ¢ 063UpOM Ha NOCTOjatbe 06UMHMX
Hekponona ucnpej rpaga, Moxe 06jacHUTH
YMHEHULIOM Jia HUjecy BpLUEHA UCKONaBama
Ha nepudepHUM ajenosuma rpapga, cacBum
jenHako je usHeHaljyjyhe pa je y Lokneju
OYUrNeAHO HeAoCTajano U nosopuwTte u
amduTeartap. MowTo ogroBapajyhe cTpykType
HeAOCTajy y rpaACKOM Mej3axy OHe cy Morne
6uTK y HajbosbeM cryyajy u3rpaljeHe op apBera.
Auckycuja o Mmoryhem nosopuwity noyena je
oTKpuhem mane 6poH3aHe cTaTye raymua ca
MackKowm, 3anagHo og, opyma. Mehytum, moryhe
je u pa rnymum y Jlokneju HuCy Hactynanm y
nosopuwTuma, Beh Ha popymy unm y 61mM3nHm
XpamoBa.? Mopa ce y3eTun y 063up aa je
nosopuwHa Kyntypa y rpagosuma Nnupuka
6una noj, MarbUM yTULajeM rpuKe KynType 1 Aa
je Moxxaa urpana camo nogpefeHy ynory. YuHu
ce la 0BO BaXu 6apeM 3a rpafioBe ca CTapoM
WNUPCKOM TpagmumjoM: Jlucyc ounrneHo Huje
“Mao NO30PULLTE, @ YNHM Ce [ja je TO Cllyyaj u ca
APYrvM rpagoBuma busLuer inupckor Lyapcrea.
Y 13B. jy)KHOj Unupujun, ogHOCHO y MakeOHMju U
Enunpy, nocTtojana cy no3opuiuTa Kako y rpykum
KonoHujama AnonoHuje, [ipaya n bytpuHTa,
TaKo W y HEKUM MAMPCKUM rpagoBuma. OBo
noc/beate je, MeflyTuM, BjepOBaTHO CNYXMNO
Kao cacTajanuwTe caBesa. [lakne, y TPeHyTKY
OCHuMBama [lokneje, narpagwa nosopuiuta

22 Yn. Ha npumjep Ward Perkins 1981, 252-253, cn. 161
23 Draskovi¢ 2013, 125-126.
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the terrain and therefore the immediate target
of Rovinski’s fieldwork. The remains of the
residential buildings are therefore still shrouded
below today’s surface.

Of the Roman city, part of the decumanus
maximus with the adjacent forum, a basilica, a
large thermal complex, and three temples were
excavated by Rovinski and later documented by
Sticotti, Jeli¢, and Ivekovi¢. Another temple was
uncovered in more recent excavations (Fig. 1).
This ensemble of public buildings is the reason
why scholars today consider Doclea as a model
example of a Roman city.?

While the absence of dwellings, especially
in view of the existence of extensive necropolises
in front of the city, can be explained by the fact
that excavations had not been carried out in the
city's peripheral areas, itis all the same surprising
that Doclea apparently lacked both a theatre and
an amphitheatre, since corresponding structures
are missing in the cityscape and may at best
have been built of wood. The discussion about
a possible theatre started with the discovery
to the west of the forum of a small bronze
statue of an actor wearing a mask. However,
it is also possible that actors in Doclea did not
perform in theatres, but in the forum or near
the temples.? It has to be considered that the
theatrical culture in the cities of the Illyricum
was less influenced by Greek culture and that it
hence may have played a subordinate role only.
This seems to be true at least for the cities with
an old lllyrian tradition: Lissos apparently had no
theatre, and this also seems to be the case for
the other cities in the former lllyrian empire. In
so-called southern lllyria, i.e. in Macedonia and
Epirus, there were theatres both in the Greek
colonies of Apollonia, Durres, and Butrint, and in
some lllyrian cities. The latter, however, probably
served as meeting places for alliances. Hence,
at the moment of Doclea’s foundation, the
construction of a theatre had not been foreseen
for the want of the Greek tradition among the
lllyrian Docleatae to build theatres.

22 Cf. for instance Ward Perkins 1981, 252-253, fig.
161.
23 Draskovi¢ 2013, 125-126.



Nova anticka Duklja XIII

Oettel, Zivanovié, Doklea i njen...

Huje 6una npepBuheHa 360r HegocTaTKa rpyke
Tpaauumje melly unupckum Jokneatuma fa
rpage nosopuwTa.

Anu, wTa je 6Uo pa3nor 3a OYUrNEeAHO
oacycTBo amduTeatpa y [lokneju? MosHaTo
je na cy amduTeartap 1 BaxHa rnagujatopcka
WwKona, yksbyyyjyhu rpobsbe, noctojanu U Ha
cjesepy y Canonn,2 y [lanmauuju, u Ha jyry,
raje je Hajonuxu amduteatap 6mo y [pauy?
W raje cy CTaHOBHULM NpoBUHLMja Pumckor
LlapcTBa rpyuKor roBOPHOr NoApyyja, Hansrnep
ca Be/IMKMM eHTy3njaamoMm,” nocjehusanu
porahaje y apeHama, noce6HO Kafa cy y nuTary
rnagujatopcke urpe. [la nm je 0Bo 610 HamjepaH
NponycT WAW jeAHOCTaBHO 360r NMpomjeHa y
nnaHosuma? [la 6u ce nocTurao Hanpegak y
OBMM NuTarbima u 60/be pasymumo rpag, XuTHO
Cy noTpebHa fjasba UCTpaxuBama y [lokneju.

JlatoBawe ocHuBawa J[okneje y
(®nasunjeBCKN Nepuoj 3acHMBA Ce UCKIbYYMBO
Ha cayyBaHWM HaTNMUCKUMa U3 rpaga: HajcTapuju
[laTOBaHW HaTNUC CBjefloumn O LapCKOM KynTy
[Ousyca Tuta (79 - 81. H. e.) 1 Npema Tome
npunaga snagasuHn JomuuujaHa (81 - 96.
H. €.). LleHTap HOBOOCHOBaHOT rpaga 6uo je
dopyMm, BEeNMKM, CKOPO KBapaTHN KOMMJIEKC Ca
TPU CTpaHe OKPYXeH NopTuuuMa. Ha Herosoj
3anajHoj CTpaHW Hanasu ce 6asunuka Koja je
n3rnepa rpafjeHa no puMCKoj CTOMNM, LWeMu Koja
Ce MOXe NPUMMWJETUTM U Ha ApyruM rpafjeBuHama
(Cn. 1).% Mehytum, y 0BOM nornegy, camo
UCLPNHO UCNUTUBaHE U3rpaae he fJoHujeTu
MyHY CUrypHOCT. Ha cjeBepHOj CTpaHu, Hacnpam
ynasa, je LueHTpasHa, UcCTakHyTa npocTopuja.
MefyTum, bopym Hema CBOj KanuToNCKU Xpam.
[akne, y okBupy Unupuka, ogHocHo 3anagHor
BankaHa, popymy [lokneju He npunaga Hu T3B.
WUTanckom,? Hu T3B. npeTopujckoM Tuny, wro
je n jeaHo n Lpyro npoBjep/bUBO y BPOjHUM
npumjepuma. A. lMaBuh, Koju je AeTabHO
npoyyaBao Komniekce rpagosa Mnupuka,
rOBOPU Y OBOM KOHTEKCTY O T3B. MjELLOBUTOM

24 Cambi 2007, 96-98.

25 Cambi 2007, 96-98.

26 Mann 2011.

27 Wilkes 1969, 373-374.

28 Walthew 2002, 142-146, cn. 21 A.B.
29 Pavi¢ 2018, 36-38.

30 Pavi¢ 2018, 38-39.

58

But what was the reason behind the
apparent absence of an amphitheatre at Doclea?
An amphitheatre and an important gladiator
school including a cemetery are known to have
existed both to the north at Salona, in Dalmatia,
and the south, where the nearest amphitheatre
was at Durres? and where the inhabitants of
the Greek-speaking provinces of the Roman
Empire seemingly attended events in arenas
with great enthusiasm,?® especially when it
came to gladiator games. Was this a deliberate
omission, or simply due to changes in plans?
To make progress on these issues and better
understand the city, further research at Doclea
is urgently needed.

The dating of the foundation of Doclea
to the Flavian period is based solely on the
surviving inscriptions from the city: the earliest
dated inscription attests to the imperial cult for
Divus Titus (AD 79-81) and accordingly belongs
to the reign of Domitian (AD 81-96) .2 The centre
of the newly founded city was the forum, a large,
almost square complex surrounded on three
sides by porticoes. On its western side lies the
basilica which apparently was built according
to the Roman foot measure, a scheme also
observable in other buildings (Fig. 1).% However,
in this respect, only a exhaustive construction
survey will bring full certainty. On the northern
side, opposite the entrance, is a central,
emphasised room. However, the forum does
not have its own capitol temple. Thus, within
the lllyricum, i.e. the Western Balkans, the forum
of Doclea belongs neither to the so-called Italic
type? nor to the so-called Praetoria type,® both
of which are verifiable in numerous examples. A.
Pavi¢, who studied the complexes of the cities
of lllyricum in detail, speaks in this context of a
so-called mixed type.®' The capitol temple was
excavated in 2005, 2009, and 2010 to the east of
the forum, where it had its own square complex.2
Opposite the forum and the capitol temple, on

24 Cambi 2007, 96-98.

25 Cambi 2007, 96-98.

26 Mann 2011.

27 Wilkes 1969, 373-374.

28 Walthew 2002, 142-146, fig. 21 A.B.
29 Pavi¢ 2018, 36-38.

30 Pavi¢ 2018, 38-39.

31 Pavi¢ 2018, 39-40.

32 Bakovi¢ 2011; Zivanovi¢ 2014, 12-13.
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Tuny.*" Kanutonckn xpam uctpaxusax 2005,
2009. n 2010. roaMHe Hanasu ce UCTOYHO Of
dopyma, u uMao je CONCTBEHU KBaApaTHU
komnunekc.*2 HacynpoT ¢opyma u Kanutonckor
Xpama, Ha jyXXHOj CTpaHu fleKyMaHyca Hanasuo
Ce BENUKU TepMaHN KOMIEKC. JYXXHO Of hera
Cy cnujegsuna Tpu xpama: rnefaHo ca 3anaaa,
13B. [pBK xpam no CTuKOTHMjy, npocTmocC.
WcTouHo of wera Ha feKkyMaHycy Hanasuna
ce T3B. npuBaTHa Kyha, Kojoj ce npunucyje
manu xpam, T3B. [ipyru xpam no CTukoTujy.
Tpehu xpam oamax 3anafHo of TepManHor
KOMMnekca npunucaH je [injaHm HaKkoH LWTo je
Tamo npoHafeH 3a6aTHu pesbed (Cn. 1). OBa;
Xpam je y BeJIMKOj Mjepu YHULLITEH U3rpagHom
XeJbesHUyKe npyre, anu je noaujym camor
Xpama npexmsuo.

Beh npBu nornep Ha nnaH aHTUuKe
Jlokneje oTKpuBa u3yseTaH MoJiOXaj T3B.
npuatHe Kyhe. Hanasu ce Ha MCTaKHYTOj
no3uunju Ko AeKymaHyca makcumyca u 'y
HenocpeaHoj 6nu3nHK T3B. pBOr Xxpama u
Hefaneko og xpama [ujaHe (Cn. 1). Cappxu n
cakpanHu NpocTop ca MasuM XpamoM Koju je,
MeRyTum, 6o goctynaH camo ca ynuue (Cn.
2). Kyha ce cacToju og nepuctuna uMeHsuja
11x13 M, OKO Kojer cy ca CBMUX CTpaHa
CMmjewTeHe npocTopmje. UcTounm auo kyhe
3ay3uMa KynaTuno 1 Manu ctambeHu npocTop
KOju ce cacToju o Tpu cobe. MpocTop KynaTuna
MOXe 6UTM KacHujer gatyma, jep npogupe
y MpocTop AeKymaHyca u3 npepmer gujena
ob6jekTa. CTukoTH je Beh npetnocTaBuo Aa je
npuBaTHa Kyha y noYeTKy MMana HewTo Matby
NnaaH OCHOBE 1 TO je Y CBOM M/aHy HasHauuo
ucnpeknaaHum nuHujama (Cn. 2).%

Moce6HOCT OBOTr MPUIMYHO CKPOMHOT
3fata Huje caMo HeroBa fiokauuja Ha
W3y3eTHO UCTaKHYTOj NO3ULMjW yCpen, rpagckor
jesrpa [lokneje, Beh 1 npucycTBO Manor xpama
y uctoj rpahesuHu, npema CTUKOTH]y, T3B.
[pyror xpama. [pocTop CBETUAIMILTA FPAHUYMO
Ce 3ajeHNYKMM 3UA0M Ha 3anagy uy wera ce
ynasuno ca AekymaHyca Kpos LieHTpanHa u Kpos
ycka 604Ha BpaTa. Y HeroBoM 3afHeM aunjeny
Has1a3no ce Maun XpaM ca peNnaTMBHO BEIMKOM

31 Pavi¢ 2018, 39-40.

32 Bakovi¢ 2011; Zivanovi¢ 2014, 12-13.
33 Sticotti 1913, 79-84, cn. 37-41.
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the southern side of the decumanus, there was
a large thermal complex. South of it followed
three adjoining temples: seen from the west,
the so-called First temple according to Sticotti,
a prostylos. East of it at the decumanus was the
so-called private house, to which is attributed a
small temple, the so-called Second temple after
Sticotti. The third temple directly to the west
of the thermal complex has been accredited to
Diana after a gable relief found there (Fig. 1).
Its temple precinct was largely destroyed by the
construction of the railroad line, but the podium
of the temple itself has survived.

Afirst glance at the plan of ancient Doclea
already reveals the outstanding rank of the so-
called private house. It is located in exposed
position at the decumanus maximus and in
immediate vicinity of the so-called First temple
not far from the temple of Diana (Fig. 1). It also
comprises a sacred precinct with a small temple,
which, however, was accessible from the street
only (Fig. 2). The house consists of a peristyle
measuring 11 x 13 m, around which there are
rooms on all sides. The eastern part of the house
is occupied by a bath and a small dwelling area
consisting of three rooms. The bathroom wing
may be of later date, as it protrudes from the
front of the building while penetrating the space
of the decumanus. Sticotti already assumed
that the private house initially had a somewhat
smaller floor plan and indicated this in his plan
with dashed lines (Fig. 2).%

The peculiarity about this rather modest
building is not only its location in an extremely
prominent position in the middle of Doclea’s city
centre, but furthermore the presence of a small
temple within the same structure, according
to Sticotti, the so-called Second temple. The
sanctuary district adjoined the common wall
to the west and could be entered from the
decumanus through a central door and a
narrower side door. In its rear part was a small
temple with a comparatively large cult image
base inside. In the immediate vicinity of this
small temple the slightly bent index finger of a
somewhat larger-than-life sized marble statue
was found, possibly that of the cult statue.3*

33 Sticotti 1913, 79-84, figs. 37-41.
34 Sticotti 1913, 75-80, figs. 36-37, 39; p. 154.
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Cn. 2 NnaH T38. npuBatHe kyhe y [lokneju npema Ctukotujy (Sticotti1913, 77 cn. 37). LipeeHu X o3HayaBa
NPUBANXKHY NOKaLKjy Ha Kojoj je npoHaheH dparMeHT xpTBeHuka (cn. 3-4).

Fig. 2 Ground plan of the so-called private house of Doclea after Sticotti (Sticotti 1913, 77 fig. 37). The red X
marks the approximate location where the altar fragment (Fig. 3. 4) was found.

6a30M 3a KyNTHy CTaTyy yHyTpa. Y HenocpeaHoj
611M3MHM OBOT Manor xpama npoHafeH je 6naro
CaBMjeH KaXMNPCT MEPMEPHe CTaTye, HewWTo
Behu of NpMpoaHe BENUYNHE, KOjU BjepOBaTHO
npunaga KynTHoj ctatym.?

JfpnBaTHa kyha"y [lokneju je oumrnegHo
umana noce6Hy dyHkuujy. L1. Bunkce je usjasuo:
,FbeH UCTaKHYT nosioxaj y rpagy, 3ajegHo ca
NpuBaTHUM XpaMOM, He OCTaB/ba HUKAKBY
CyMIbY Aia je 0BO 6una pesugeHumja jefHe of
HajoéoraTujux nopoguua, BjepoBaTHo dnasuja
Koja je marpaguna opym“®® MehyTtum, y
nopehemwy ca npocjeyHum kyhama camo
y Momnejun, pesnjeHunja je faneko mawe
NYKCy3Ha Hero wTo 6W cyrepucana keHa
nokauuja y okBupy nnaHa [lokneje. 3a fjomyc
WCTaKHYTe JIMYHOCTU, yNasHU NPOCTOP Camo
3a nocjeTuoue 6uo 6u obaeesaH. Y cTBapw,

34 Sticotti 1913, 75-80, cn. 36-37, 39; cT. 154.
35 Wilkes 1969, 375-377; cf. Sfameni et al. 2019, 94.
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The “private house” of Doclea clearly
had a special function: J. J. Wilkes stated:
»|ts prominent position in the city, together
with the private temple, leaves no doubt that
this was the residence of one of the wealthiest
families, probably the Flavii who built the
forum«.®® However, compared to average
houses in Pompeii alone, the residence is far
less luxurious than its location within the plan
of Doclea would suggest. For the domus of a
prominent personality, an entrance area for
visitors alone would be mandatory. In fact, the
building lacks this as well as a highlighted group
of rooms consisting of triclinium and cubiculum,
which refers to the peristyle (Fig. 2). Also, as
M. Sui¢ noticed, the lack of a tablinum to the
atrium, as well as a different organisation of
communication in the building distance it from
the classical Roman house.*® Only the bath wing
in the eastern part of the building and the rooms

35 Wilkes 1969, 375-377; cf. Sfameni et al. 2019, 94.
36 Sui¢ 1976, 180.
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06jeKTy HepoCTaje 0BO Kao W WUCTaKHyTa
rpyna npocrtopuja Kojy YmHe TPUKIUHUjYM
W KYOMKynyM, Koje ce 0fHOCe Ha nepucTun
(Cn. 2). Takohe, kako je npumujetno M. Cyuh,
HepgocTaTak TabnuMHMjyMa A0 aTpujyma, Kao
W Apyrayuja opraHusauuja KoMyHuKaumje y
06jeKTy ra yaa/baBa Of KflaCM4YHE puMcKe
kyhe.3¢ Camo ce npocTop Kynatunay UCTOYHOM
Aunjeny srpage v nNpocTopuje Ha jyroncToky
MOry CMaTpaTtu IyKCy3sHUM. Anu, ako 3rpagay
rnaBHoj ynuum [lokneje Huje 6una pesngeHumja
nnemuha, Koja je 6una reHa cepxa?

Krbyy 3a pasymujeBarbe rpafjeBuHe je
BPNO BjepoBaTHO Manu, T3B. [lpyru xpam y
EHOM UCTOYHOM pujeny (Cn. 2). CnyyajHu
Hanas NpyXuo je NpUAKKy aa ce oBaj objekart
AeTambHuje npoyuu. lMpunukom obunacka
nokanutetay centem6py 2019. roaue, y cknony
npunpemMa 3a 3ajeiHUYKN NpojeKaT usyyaBama
ypbaHucTuukor paseoja [lokneje, y npoctopy
ABOpULLTA Manor xpama npoHafeH je hparmeHt
pesbeda 04 Kpeyrbaka Koju je HajBjepoBaTHMje
npunaaao 3aBjeTHOM XpTBeHuky (Cn. 2-4).4’ Ha
pesbedy je npukasaHa XeHcka purypa umjm je
A0HU AUO0 TUjeNia OrpHYT 0nacaHoM Xa/bUHOM
Koja hopmmupa Habope Ha byTUHaMa W AECHO]
pyuu. Y AecHoj pyun ApXu KOmnsbe, a OrpHyTa
je nyrayakum nnawTom (cn. 3-4). MpeacTaBa
)XEHe ca KOM/beM HajBjepoBaTHuje ykasyje Ha
6orutby MuHepsy, Pomy nnu [ujany.

0OBO HOBO OTKpuhe noacjeTuno Hac je
Ha 3abaTHU pesbed Koju je Takofe npoHaleH y
[lokneju ca nonpcjem 6orurbe y ToHAY. borumwa
ce MoXxe naeHTudukoBatn kao MuHepBa mnu
Poma 360r heHOr KOPUHTCKOT WeMa U ernge
Ha teHNUM rpyauma (Cn. 5). Jow o CTukoTuja
je ocnos/baBaHa kao ,Poma’, nepcoHudukauuja
Puma. Pasnor 3a 10 je WTO je KynT uapay
[okneju noyes on [usyca Tuta (op 81. H. e.)
notepfeH HaTnucuma.*® 3ajegHo ca uapem
4ecTo ce nowuToBana 1 borurba Poma. Jlokauuja
3abaTHor pemeda Huje ca curypHouwhy
AOKYMEHTOBaHa. bputaHcku uctpaxusaum

36 Sui¢ 1976, 180.

37 Yn. Oettel, Zivanovié 2020, 4-6, cn. 7-10. -
BuwepHeBHa nocjeta je ogpxaHa Ha nosus LieHTpa 3a
KoH3epBauujy u apxeonorujy LipHe l'ope Ha LleTurby. Mopeg,
ayTopa, yyectBoBana je u B. bowkosuh.

38 Sticotti 1913, 72-73, 159 6p. 9, c1. 194; Wilkes 1969,
373-374.
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Cn.3 GparmeHT XpTBEHNKA Ca NPeACTaBOM XEHCKOr
60)XXaHCTBa

Fig. 3 Fragment of an altar with the representation
of a female deity

Cn. 4 OparMeHT XPTBEHUKA: LPTEX U
poTorpameTpujcka cnumka

Fig. 4 Altar fragment: Drawing and
photogrammetric image
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Cn. 5 PoMuH 3ab6art: upTex u GotorpameTpujcka cnmka

Fig. 5 Roma pediment: Drawing and photogrammetric image

HaBoje fa je PpparmeHT 3abaTa npoHaheH y
13B. [IpBOM Xpamy. CTMKOTH je npeTnocTaBuo
Aa cy 0By UHhOpMaLmjy 0 nokauuju [obunu og
PoBMHCKOT 1 CTOra je CMaTpao BjepOAOCTOjJHOM.
Jok je cam CTUKOTM BeOMa OMpe3HOo HacTaBuo
Aa rosopu o ,lIpBom xpamy*, nako cmatpajyhu
BjepOBaTHOM NPETNOCTaBKy fia Ce paau 0 MjecTy
o6oxaBarba Pome n ogrosapajyhom Besom ca
Lapckum kyntom,* Hasue ,PoMuH xpam”“ 3a
Tako3BaHu pBK xpaM je nocTao yobuuajeH y
HOBWjuM nybnukauujama.”* MehyTum, Kkao WwTo
heMo nokasatu, oBa aTpubyLunja HMje TayHa.

Nokauuja HoBor GparmeHTa pesbeda Ha
WBMUM JBOPMLITA Manor, T3B. [lpyror xpama,
HEeMocpegHo je y3 npocTop HaBogHor MpBor
xpama (Cn. 2). Ctora je Moryhe 3amucnuTy
Aia HOBOOTKPUBEHM (parMeHT 3aBjeTHOr
XPTBEHMKA NpuKasyje UCTY 60rMkbY Kao u
3abaTHu pesbed 1 fa cy oba npunagana ucTom
Kynty. Meljyytum, 6nmxun nornep Ha pemweod
39 Sticotti 1913, 73-74.

40 ¥n. Rinaldi Tufi 2012, 478 cn. 6-8. - 06a3puBo:
Sfameni et al. 2019, 94 cn. 6 (,73B. Xpam 6orute Pome").
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in the southeast may be considered as luxurious.
But if the building on the main street of Doclea
was not a residence of a noble resident, what
was its purpose?

The key to understanding the building is
very likely the small, so-called Second temple in
the eastern part (Fig. 2). A chance find provided
the occasion to study this building more in
detail. During a visit of the site in September
2019 in preparation for a joint project on the
urban development of Doclea, a limestone
relief fragment which most likely belonged to
a dedication altar was found in the area of the
courtyard of the small temple (Fig. 2-4).*” The
relief shows a female figure of which the lower
body clad in a girded robe forming a bulge on the
thighs and the right arm have been preserved.
In her right hand she holds a spear, and she is
clothed in along cloak (Fig. 3. 4). The depiction

37 Cf. Oettel, Zivanovié 2020, 4-6, figs. 7-10. - The
visit of several days took place at the invitation of the Centre
for Conservation and Archaeology of Montenegro in Cetinje.
Besides the authors, also V. Boskovi¢ participated.
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Cn. 6 PekoHCTpyKLMja pOMUHOT 3ab6aTa U nnaH
Tako3saHor [pyror xpama

Fig.6 Reconstruction of the Roma pediment and
the ground plan of the so-called Second temple

3abata ca Pomom y ToHAy (Cn. 5) oTkpuBa
npobnem Kojum ce fo capa 6aBno camo b.
bacnep. 3a6aT je ouurnefHo npemanu 3a
o6jekaT BennymHe T3B. [pBor xpama.*' MowTo
je pesbed - y NOTAYHOCTU 0YyBaH A0 NPBOOGUTHE
BUCKHHe of, oko 1,02 M 610 Ano 3abaTa, terosa
npopayyHcKa wupuHa 6e3 604yHe KoCuHe
n3Hocuna 6m oko 5,60 M. [lakne, oBaj 3abat Huje
MOrao npunajaart Tako3saHoM [1pBoM xpamy,
ymnja je wupuHa no Ctukotunjy usHocuna 9,40
M. MMeHoBare T3B. [IpBOr Xpama ,XpaMom
Pome" oBUM HaBogKMa ry6u cmucao. Anu, Kojoj
rpafjeBuHn oHAa npunaja 3abaTtHu pebed?

Pjewere 3a atpubyunjy dparmeHTa
3abata ca PoMOM je eBUAEHTHO:
PEKOHCTPyMCaHa WHUPUHA uujenor 3abaTa
TayHo ojrosapa WupuHu og 5,10 M Kojy je
CTukoTM pao y ogHocy Ha manu, T3B. [lpyru
Xpam 1 BepudMKOBao LipTEXXOM PEKOHCTPYKLMje
(Cn. 6). Ctora je pa3syMHO MpeTnocTaBUTY
Aa je manu xpam 6uo POMUH xpam, y uujem

11 Basler 1963, 141.
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of a woman with a spear most likely points the
goddesses Minerva, Roma, or Diana.

This new find recalls a pediment relief
also found at Doclea with the bust of a goddess
in a tondo. The goddess can be identified as
Minerva or Roma because of her Corinthian
helmet and the aegis on her chest (Fig. 5).
Ever since Sticotti, she has been addressed
as “Roma”, the personification of Rome. The
reason for this is that the emperor cult in Doclea
beginning with Divus Titus (from AD 81) is
attested to by inscriptions.*® The goddess Roma
was also often worshipped together with the
emperor. The location of the pediment relief has
not been documented with certainty. The British
excavators state that the pediment fragment
was found at the so-called First temple. Sticotti
assumed that they had received this location
information from the excavator Rovinski and
therefore considered it as credible. While
Sticotti himself continued to cautiously speak
of the “First Temple”, although considering an
interpretation as a place of worship of Roma and
a corresponding connection with the imperial
cult as probable,*® the designation “Roma
Temple” for the so-called First temple has
become common in more recent publications.*
As will be shown, however, this attribution is not
accurate.

The location of the new relief fragment at
the edge of the courtyard of the small so-called
Second temple is directly adjacent to the area of
the alleged First temple (Fig. 2). Therefore, it is
conceivable that the newly discovered fragment
of a dedication altar shows the same goddess
as the pediment relief and that both belonged
to the same cult. However, a closer look at the
gable relief with the Roma tondo (Fig. 5) reveals
a problem addressed so far only by b. Basler,
as it clearly is too small for a building the size
of the so-called First temple.*' Because the
relief [ fully preserved to its original height
of approx. 1.02 m [ was part of a gable, its

38 Sticotti 1913, 72-73, 159 no. 9, p. 194; Wilkes 1969,
373-374.

39 Sticotti 1913, 73-74.

40 Cf. Rinaldi Tufi 2012, 478 figs. 6-8. - Cautiously:
Sfameni et al. 2019, 94 fig. 6 (“so-called temple of the
goddess Roma”).

41 Basler 1963, 141.
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Cn. 7. XunoteTuykun nnaH T3B. npusatHe kyhe [lokneje y weHoj 1. dasu.
Fig. 7 Hypothetical ground plan of the so-called private house of Doclea in its 1st phase

(oem

Cn. 8 Lematcku nnaH 6eHeduumnjapHe cTaHuue y 06epHbypry Ha Majuu ([) (npema Steidl 2014, 416 cn. 2)
Fig. 8 Schematic ground plan of the beneficiarii station in Obernburg am Main (D) (after Steidl 2014, 416 Fig. 2)
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KOHTEKCTY Ce NpakTUKOBAO M LapCKu KynT.
Y teHOM [BOPULITY Ce NPBOBUTHO Hanasno
3aBjeTHM XPTBEHUK, Ynju je GparMeHT oBfje
npoHaheH (Cn. 3-4), kao v BjepoBaTHO U3Mely
OCTanux u XpTBeHuk nocsehen Ausycy Tuty
Haf)eH Ko 3anaAHe Kanuje.*? BjepoBaTHo je
y ABOpUWTY 6MN0 MHOro XpTBeHuKa. [lobpa
napanena oBOMe je Mano CBeTUIMwWTe ca
XpaMoM Y jyXXHOM Kpuny nanaTte pumckor
HamjecHuKa y AkBuHKyMmy (ByapumnewTta/M).
Op xagpujaHoBor nepuoga, A0 KacHor 3.
cTo/beha H. e., HaMjeCHUUM cy Ty nogusanu
XpTBeHuke.” MehyTtum, T3B. npuBaTHa kyha y
[lokneju Huje nanata — HaMjeCHUK NPOBUHLMje
[anmauuje 6opaswo je y Canonm (ConuH/XP) -
Beh penaTuBHO CKpOMHa nepuctunHa kyha ca
W3y3eTHOM LIeHTPanHOM MO31LUjOM.

HacynpoT Tome, jow jegHa rpahjeBuHa
je pobpo ynopeaguBa ca npBoM ¢asom
T3B. npuBaTHe Kyhe Kojy je npeTnocTaBuo
Ctukotn (Cn. 2, 7). O6jekat y 06epHOypry
Ha MajHu (Jowa GpaHkoHuja/Hb) y pUMCKO]
npoBuHLMju [opba [epMaHuja UMa fuMeH3suje
ca/6e3 3anagHe aBopaHe 26,60/0k0 21 x HEWTO
ucnog 18 m (90/70 x 60 pumckmx ctona) (Cn.
8) M caMMM TUM je CaMO HEWTO Matbk of
rpafieBuHe y [lokneju y weHoj 1. dpa3n npema
CTukoTHjeBoM nnaHy (oko 23,6 x 23 M = 0Ko
80 M x 78 pumckux ctona) (Cn. 7). U oBgaje
ce 06jekar rpaHuMuyu ca CBeTUM NPOCTOPOM Y
KOMe ce Hanase 6pojHN XPTBEHULM, ann 6e3
Tpara BnacTutor xpama. KameHa rpafjeBuHa,
NOAWTHYTA je Y LUMBUIHOM Hacesby (BMKYC)
kacTpyma usmehy 140. n 150. roguHe H. e. Ca
CBOjUM ManuM nepucTUIHUM ABOPULLTEM U
OKOJTHUM NPOCTOPWjaMa yMHOTOME INYM Ha T3B.
npusatHy kyhy y [lokneju, anu 6e3 ynopegmsor
Avjena 3a kynarbe. Hatnucu 6pojHux 3aBjeTHNUX
XPTBEHMKA NpOHaheHUX y CBETUAMWITY
omoryhaBajy Ham fja jacHO OApeauMO QYHKLMjY
oBe rpafjeBuHe y Bukycy O6epHbypra Koja
je TONUKO cnuyHa T3B. NpuBaTHO] Kyhu y
[okneju: To je 6una 6eHednumjapHa cTaHULa.*
BeHeduumjapu cy 6unu uckycHu, nogopuumpu
Koju cy 6unu ocnobohjeHn pefoBHUX BOjHMX
AYXXHOCTU 3a NocebHe 3afaTke U LOANje/beHM
obuuupy unm nak, AMPEKTHO HaMjeCHUKY
42 Sticotti 1913, 55,72, 159 6p. 9.

43 Schafer 2014, 401-405, cn. 5-11.
44 Steidl 2005; Steidl 2014, 413-417.
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calculated width without the lateral bevel would
have been approx. 5.60 m. Thus, this pediment
could not have belonged to the so-called First
temple, of which the width according to Sticotti
was 9.40 m. The naming of the so-called First
temple as “Roma Temple” loses its purpose
with this statement. But which building does
the pediment relief then belong to?

The solution for the attribution of the Roma
pediment fragment is evident: the reconstructed
width of the complete pediment fits exactly
to the width of 5.10 m given by Sticotti with
regard to the small, so-called Second temple
and verified by a reconstruction drawing (Fig.
6). It is therefore reasonable to assume that
the small temple was a Roma temple, in whose
context the imperial cult was also practiced. Its
courtyard originally harboured the consecration
altar, the fragment of which was found here (Fig.
3. 4), as well as probably among others the
consecration altar for Divus Titus found near the
west gate.“? There probably had been numerous
altars in the courtyard. A good parallel is a
small sanctuary with a temple in the southern
wing of the palace of the Roman governor at
Aquincum (Budapest/H). From the Hadrianic
period until the late 3rd century AD, dedication
altars were erected there by the governors.®
However, the so-called private house at Doclea
is not a palace - the governor of the province
of Dalmatia resided in Salona (Solin/HR) - but
a comparatively modest peristyle house with a
remarkably central location.

By contrast, another building is well
comparable with the first phase of the so-
called private house assumed by Sticotti (Fig.
2. 7). The building in Obernburg am Main
(Lower Franconia/D) in the Roman province of
Germania Superior measures with/without the
west hall 26.60/ca. 21 x just below 18 m (90/70
x 60 Roman feet) (Fig. 8) and thus is only slightly
smaller than the building in Doclea in its 1st
phase according to Sticotti's plan (ca. 23.6 x 23
m = ca. 80 x 78 Roman feet) (Fig. 7). Here too the
structure is immediately bordered by a sacred
precinct containing numerous dedication altars,
but no evidenced temple of its own. The stone

42 Sticotti 1913, 55,72, 159 no. 9.
43 Schéfer 2014, 401-405, figs. 5-11.
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npoBuHLMje.* HbuxoBe CTaHuMLE Cy ce Hanasune
y rpagoBUMa, AYX rNaBHUX NyTeBa U rpaHuLa
NPOBUHLMja, Ha pacKpCHULLaMa U Nykama, Kao
Wy GNU3NHKU PYyAapCKMX LieHTapa, LapCcKux
WMarma M KaMmeHonoma.*® beHepuyujapHu
KoH3ynapu y 06epHOypry cy HajBjepoBaTHuje
6unu 0AroBOpPHM 3a 6e36UjefHOCT ANOHMLE
nyta. Tpajarbe HUX0BE CNyxb6e 6uno je wect
MjeceLn, HaKOH Yera cy NOAM3anu XPTBEHUK
y ManoMm CBETUIMWITY Y MjecTy Cnyx6e, Kojux
je cxoaHO ToMe 6Mno MHoro y O6epHOypry.
beHedunumjapHe cTaHuue cy mosHaTe joLw
op dnaBujeBor BpemeHa, yrnaBHOM MpPeKo
HaTnMca Ha KUXOBWUM 3aBjETHUM XPTBEHULUMA
no uujenome Llapcty. CamM0 y NpoBMHUKjM
Janmauunju, npeko nepgecet NO3HaTUX
BOTUBHMWX XPTBEHMKA YKasyje Ha NoCTojarbe
beHeduLMjapHMX CTaHWLA Ha MeTHaecTak
pasnnyntux nokaumja.*’ C ppyre cTpade,
TakBe CTaHuMLe ce BP0 pujeTKo Hanase uau
uckonaeajy. Ha npumjep, y MCTOj NPOBUHLMjN Y
Hbemaukoj n camo 50 kM jyxHo of, 06epHbypra,
y OcTepbypKeHy, OTKpUBEHa je beHeduLmjapHa
CTaHuua u3rpafeHa og apseta.*® Haxanocr,
OCMM MpOCTOpa Xpama ca XPTBEHULNUMA, Of
Hoe je Masio ocTano.

Mopen O6epHbypra u OcTepbypKeHa,
jow jeaHa cTaHuMua nosesaHa CBOjOM
apXMTEKTYpOM Ca CBeTU/IUILITEM OTKPUBEHA
je y Cupmujymy*(Cpemcka MutpoBuua/
CPE), y npoBuHuuju [owoj MaHoHuUju, raje
cy npoHafeHa yak 84 3aBjeTHa XPTBEHMKA
nocsehena Jynutepy. TOKOM CBOr NOCTOjakba
OA CKOPO jeHOr BHjeKa, fOXUBjena je yetTupu
dase usrpagme, of Kojux je npea buna apBeHa
rpaheBnHa. HakoH noxapa, y 3aamo0j ¢asu
je nogurHyTa yspcta rpafjeBMHa guMMeH3uja
15%x30 M, Kao # xpaM Yy LeHTpy cBeTor
ABOpULWTA. XpaM UMa Manu, TpanesonaHu
061K OCHOBE, AUMEH3Nja 3x7 M. 3aBjeTHH
XPTBEHULM Cy NOCTaB/bEHWU OKO CBETUAWLLTA
Tako Aa hopMupajy Tpu KpyxHe 30HEe 0KO
xpama.* [Nopea XpTBEHMKA, Haf)eHu cy CTy60BM
(t3B. Jupitersdulen), gjenoBn kanutena u
oapefeHn 6poj pparmMeHata MepMepHUX
45 Nelis-Clément 2000.

46 Ott1995,88.

47 Glavas 2016, 18. u pame.

48 Huther, Schallmayer 2005, 214-216; Huther 2014.
49 Popovi¢ 1989; Mirkovié 1994; Mirkovi¢ 2017, 72-77,

cn. 17.
50 Jeremi¢ 2008, 171-172,cn. 4
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building, was erected in the civilian settlement
(vicus) of a castrum between AD 140 and
150. With its small peristyle courtyard and the
surrounding rooms it much resembles the so-
called private house at Doclea, though without
any comparable bathing wing. The inscriptions
of the numerous dedicatory altars found in
the sanctuary allow us to clearly determine
the function of this building in the vicus of
Obernburg which is so similar to the so-called
private house in Doclea: It was a beneficiary
station.* Beneficiarii were experienced, non-
commissioned officers who had been released
from their regular military duties for special
tasks and assigned to an officer or else, directly
to the provincial governor.* Their stations were
located in cities, along major roads and provincial
borders, at crossroads and ports, as well as in
the vicinities of mining centres, imperial estates,
and quarries.“® The benificiarii consularis in
Obernburg were most likely responsible for the
security of a road section. Their term of service
at a station was fixed at 6 months, at the end
of which they erected a consecration altar in
the station’s small sanctuary of the station,
which were accordingly numerous in Obernburg.
Beneficiary stations are therefore known since
the Flavian times mainly through the inscriptions
on their dedication altars throughout the entire
empire. In the province of Dalmatia alone, over
fifty known consecration altars point to the
existence of beneficiarii stations at about fifteen
different locations.*” On the other hand, such
stations are very rarely found or excavated. For
example, in the same province of Germany and
only 50 km south of Obernburg in Osterburken,
a beneficiary station built using timber was
discovered.® Unfortunately, apart from the
temple surface with altars, little remains of it.

In addition to Obernburg and Osterburken,
another station linked by its architecture to
the sanctuary was discovered at Sirmium
(Sremska Mitrovica/SRB) ,** in the province of
Pannonia Inferior where as many as 84 votive
altars were found that had been dedicated to
44 Steidl 2005; Steidl 2014, 413-417.

45 Nelis-Clément 2000.

46 Ott1995, 88.

47 Glavas 2016, 18 ff.

48 Huther, Schallmayer 2005, 214-216; Huther 2014.
49 Popovi¢ 1989; Mirkovié 1994; Mirkovi¢ 2017, 72-77,
fig. 17.
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CKyNnTypa nose3aHux ca kyntom Jynutepa.®
Kao wto Buaumo, apxeonowku notephexe
beHeduuUMjapHe cTaHULE OTKpMBajy MHore
C/IMYHOCTM Yy nornejy CBOjUX OUMEH3MK]a,
OAiBOjEHUX CaKpaJIHUX MpocTopa 1 Mnosoxaja
y 6nM3nHM ynasa y Hacesbe.®? Tako3BaHa
npueaTtHa kyha y [lokneju Takohe gujenu ose
CNIUYHOCTM.

YKynHO yseBlW, no3HaTa Cy Tpu
HaTnuca u3 [lokneje Koju ykasyjy Aa je Hekaga
nocTojana 6eHeduumnjapHa cTaHuua oBgje
Y BjepoBaTHO HajBaXkHWjeM rpagy y jy)XHOM
Avjeny nposuHumje anmauuje. JegaH og oBux
HaTnuca, ayKcunujapHu BojHUK MNy6nuje benuje
Erpernjyc noceetuno je Jynutepy, 60rumbu
EnoHu 1 reHunjy mjecta.®® BjepoBaTHO ce MoXxe
AaToBaTU y APYry NONOBUHY 2. cTo/beha H. e.%
Opyru HaTnuc je paTtoBaH y 187. roguHy H. e.
3axBasbyjyhn uMeHMMa KoH3yna, a [aj Okpaumje
NakoH, npunagHuk neruje NMpse AguyTpukce, ra
je nocBeTno uctum 6oroeuma.*® Mocmwearu
je dparMeHT HaArpo6GHOr HaTNUCa NOAUTHYT
3a 6eHeduumjapa of n3BjecHe PypuHe® koju
noTmye U3 BpemeHa nosHor MpuHumnara.®’

[pema TOMe, BpNo je BjepoBaTHO Aa
je T3B. npuBaTHa kyha Koja ce Hanasuna
namehy Mpeor un [ujaHnuHor xpama 6una statio
beneficiarii kojoj je npunapgano nogpyuje
Xxpama nocseheHor Pomu, rgje ce BjepoBaTHO
npakTUKOBao U Lapcku kynt. 0BO cBeTUAULITE
je moxpa 6uno n Ara Caesaris, xpam noceeheH
Lapy, Koju ce NoMUkbe y U3rybsbeHoM HaTnucy
n3 [lokneje.*® MehjyTum, npeTnoctaB/beHO
nowroBake PoMe, a BjepoBaTHO U Liapa, kao

51 Popovi¢ 2012, 41-43.

52 Y 06epHbypry 90 M 3anagHo oA jyxHe kanuje yn. Steidl
2005, 72, y OctepbypkeHy 250 M cjeBepHo of ynasa yn. Ranko
1986, 180., a y Cupmujymy oko 100 M opf cjeBeposanagHe
Kanuje rpaga yn. Jeremi¢ 2006, cn. 1/B.

53 CIL 11l 12679:1(ovi) O(ptimo) M(aximo) / Epon(a)e
regin(ae) / genio loci / P(ublius) BeniusEg / regius mil(es) /
coh(ortis) Vol(untariorum) adiu[t(or)] / princ(ipis) b(ene) f(icia-
rius) / co(n)s(ularis) v(otum) s(olvit) / [..]

54 Matijevi¢ 2009, 53.

55 ILJug 1825: I(ovi) O(ptimo) M(aximo) / EponaeR-
e[g(inae)] / genioloci / C(aius) Ocratius / Laconb(ene)f(icia-
rius) co(n)s(ularis) / leg(ionis) IAdiutr(icis) / v(otum) s(olvit)
I(ibens) m(erito) / CrispinoetAeliano / co(n)s(ulibus); Sticotti
1913, 157 br. 4, 185-187; Haensch 1997, 78 beleska 80.

56 CIL 111 13828:[...] b(ene)([fi]ci[ario] / co(n)s(ularis) [...] /
[...] Rufina [marito?] / piissimlo...]; Haensch 1997, 420.

57 Matijevi¢ 2009, 52, 6bumbewka 111.

58 Sticotti 1913, 72-73, 160 6p. 11
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Jupiter. During its existence of almost a century,
it experienced four phases of construction, of
which the first was a wooden building. After a
fire, a solid building measuring 15 x 30 m was
built in the final phase, as well as a temple in
the centre of the sacred courtyard. The temple
has a small, trapezoidal layout of 3 x 7 m.
Votive altars were placed around the sanctuary
so as to form three circular zones around the
temple.* Beside the altars, there were pillars
(the so-called Jupitersaulen), parts of capitals,
and a number of fragments of marble sculptures
associated with the cult of Jupiter.>” As we see,
the archaeologically confirmed beneficiary
stations reveal many similarities with regard
to their dimensions, their separate sacred
precincts, and their position near the entrance
to the settlement.> The so-called private house
at Doclea too shares these resemblances.

In all there are three known beneficiarii
inscriptions from Doclea indicating that a
station once had existed here in probably the
most important town in the southern part of
Dalmatia province. One of these inscriptions
was dedicated by the auxiliary soldier Publius
Bennius Egregius to Jupiter, the goddess Epona,
and the genius of the place.*® It may probably
date to the second half of the 2nd century AD.%
The second inscription is dated AD 187, owing to
the names of the consuls, and was dedicated to
the same gods by Gaius Ocratius Lacon, member
of Legio | Adiutrix.% The last one is a fragment
of atombstone inscription for the beneficiary by
a certain Rufina® that dates back to the time of
the late Principality.%’

50 Jeremic¢ 2008, 171-172, fig. 4.

51 Popovi¢ 2012, 41-43.

52 In Obernburg 90 m away west from the south gate cf.
Steidl 2005, 72, in Osterburken 250 m north of the entrance
cf. Ranko 1986, 180., and in Sirmium about a 100 m from the
north-western gate of the town cf. Jeremi¢ 2006, fig. 1/B.

53 CIL 11l 12679: I(ovi) O(ptimo) M(aximo) / Epon(a)e
regin(ae) / genio loci / P(ublius) Benius Eg / regius mil(es) /
coh(ortis) Vol(untariorum) adiu[t(or)] / princ(ipis) b(ene) f(icia-
rius) /co(n)s(ularis) v(otum) s(olvit) / [..]

54 Matijevi¢ 2009, 53.

55 ILJug 1825: I(ovi) O(ptimo) M(aximo) / Eponae
Relg(inae)] / genio loci / C(aius) Ocratius / Lacon b(ene)f(icia-
rius) co(n)s(ularis) / leg(ionis) | Adiutr(icis) / v(otum) s(olvit)
I(ibens) m(erito) / Crispino et Aeliano / co(n)s(ulibus); Sticotti
1913, 157 no. 4, 185-187; Haensch 1997, 78 note 80.

56 CIL 11113828:[ ...] b(ene)[fi]ci[ario] / co(n)s(ularis) [...] /
[...] Rufina [marito?] / piissimlo... ]; Haensch 1997, 420.

57 Matijevi¢ 2009, 52, note 111.
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Cn. 9. XunoTeTnykun nnaH T3B. npuaTHe Kyhe [lokneje y beHoj 2. hasu.

Fig. 9 Hypothetical ground plan of the so-called private house of Doclea in its 2nd phase

W NnocTojatbe BeOMa CNOXEHOr ofjesbka 3a
Kynarbe Yy HenocpeaHoj 6n3nHu penaTuBHO
BESIMKMX TepMasTHUX KynaTuna 6eHeduumjapHe
CTaHWLe, jaCHO pasnukyje 6eHeduumjapHy
cTaHuuy y lokneju on oHe y 06epH6ypry (Cn.
8). [la nu je cTaHuua y [lokneju umana apyry

(hyHKLmjy?

3a puMmcky npoBuHUKjy MPOKOH3YyNapHy
Adpuky nocToje okasu Aa cy CTaHuLe cryxune
Kao NMpuUBpeMeHe pesnjeHumnje HaMjeCHUKY
Kaja je NnyToBao Kpo3 nMpoBuHLMjY.”® 3a
npoBUHLMjy [Janmaiujy nocToju BuLLe NoTBpAA
0 NPUCYCTBY HaMjeCHUKa 1 ApYrux YNHOBHMUKA
npoBuHUMjanHe agMuuucTpaymje — officales
- KOjuMa cy cTaHuue BjepoBaTHO cChyxuie
Kao npuBpemMeHa cnyxb6eHa 6opaBuwTa.®

59 Haensch 1997, 78, 84-85, 89.
60 Haensch 1997, 78.
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It is therefore very likely that the so-called
private house located between the first temple
and that of Diana was a statio beneficiarii to
which belonged a temple precinct dedicated
to Roma, where also the imperial cult was
probably practiced. This sacred building may
have been the Ara Caesaris, the temple of the
emperor, mentioned in a lost inscription from
Doclea.%® However, the probable veneration of
Roma and possibly also the emperor, as well
as the existence of a very elaborate bath wing,
clearly distinguishes the station at Doclea from
the beneficiary station at Obernburg (Fig. 8).
Did the station at Doclea therefore have another
function?

58 Sticotti 1913, 72-73, 160 no. 11.
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3a HapoHy (Bua/XP) Hen§ cmatpa pga ce
TaMolwHa noTepheHa 6eHeduLMjapHa CTaHKLa
MOXe 06jaCHUTU NOBPEMEHUM MPUCYCTBOM
HaMmjecHuka.®' HajsjepoBaTHuje, 0BO BaXu K
3a 6eHeduumnjapHy cTaHuLy y [lokneju, Kojoj je
porpafeHo KynaTuio ca 0fB0jeHUM CTaMbeHUM
npoctopumay Lpyroj ¢asu, TOKOM Koje je MoX,a
6una pesugeHumja nyTyjyhux YnHOBHUKA Mnu
HamjecHuka (Cn. 9). Mo Tome ce pa3nukosana
of, ctaHuue y 06epH6ypry. Bpno je BjepoBaTHO
Aia Cy U CBETUNINLLTE U HeroB xpam nocseheH
Pomu y [lokneju umanu asuje dase, jep ce
NPOTeXy M3BaH nnaHa npeTnocras/beHe 1.
da3se rpaheBuHe. MNopep Tora, ocrtaje Aa ce
WCTpaXkn fa nu je ancupa rpafeBuHe Koja je
AjeNMMUYHO BM/bUBA Ha jyry CTaHuULe MOXa
npunagana manoj 6asunuum, ynpaBHoj 3arpagm
(cn. 9).2

OBa HOBa pasmaTparba jacHO nokasyjy aa
je HeonxofHo WTO Npuje, feTa/bHO NPOYUUTH
cnomeHuke [okneje koje je npuje oko 130
rofuHa oTKpmo POBMHCKM, @ AOKYMEHTOBAM
CtukoTu, Jenuh n MeekoBuh,®® n nsBpwmnTy
peBuM3nOHa McKonaBarba, MOroTOBO jep
je WUXOBO fartoBake [0 caja ocrano
HEeu3BjecHo, a TUMe W pa3Boj ypbaHor nejsaxa
okneje Tokom cTto/beha. MocTaBmbajy ce
6pojHa nNuUTarba Koja ce MOry pujewnTi camo
6yayhum uctpaxuBawuma. [locapawma
ycnjewHa uctpaxuearba y [lokneju ctora he
6UTK JONyHEeHA W MPOLINPEHA LPHOrOpPCKO-
KeMauykuM npojekToM, Koju he nouyetu ca
pagoM y 6nuckoj 6yayhHocTw.

61 Haensch 1997, 78.

62 Sticotti, 1913, 84. je oBaje npeTnocTaBmo ykpalleH BpT
WK CBEYaHY cany.

63 Sticotti 1913.

For the Roman province of Africa
Proconsularis there is evidence that beneficiary
stations served as temporary residences for the
governor when travelling through the province.*
For the province of Dalmatia there are several
attestations for the presence of governors and
other officials of the provincial administration -
officales - for whom the stations probably had
functioned as temporary official residences.®®
For Narona (Vid/HR) Haensch considers that the
there attested beneficiary station is explainable
by the periodic presence of the governor.®” Most
likely, this also applies to the beneficiary station
at Doclea, to which a bath wing with separate
living quarters was added in a second phase,
during which it may have been the residence
for travelling officials or the provincial governor
(Fig. 9). In this way it differed from the station
at Obernburg. Very likely, the sanctuary and
its Roma temple at Doclea were also biphasic,
as they extend beyond the floor plan of the
presumed 1st phase of the building. In addition,
it remains to be investigated whether the apse
of a building partially exposed to the south of
the station possibly belonged to a small basilica,
an assembly building (Fig. 9).62

These new considerations make it clear
that it has become urgently necessary to study
in detail the Doclea monuments which were
uncovered about 130 years ago by Rovinski and
documented by Sticotti, Jeli¢, and Ivekovi¢,* and
to excavate them again, especially since their
dating has so far remained uncertain and thus
also the development of the urban landscape
of Doclea over the centuries. Numerous
questions arise that can only be solved by
future excavations. The previous successful
investigations at Doclea are therefore to be
supplemented and expanded by a Montenegrin-
German project, which is to begin its work in the
near future.

59 Haensch 1997, 78, 84-85, 89.

60 Haensch 1997, 78.

61 Haensch 1997, 78.

62 Sticotti, 1913, 84 assumed here an ornamental garden
or a banquet hall.

63 Sticotti 1913.
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