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The Late Iron Age hillfort site of Kuzelin on Medvednica in south-western Pannonia has yielded a not 
negligible number of coins, most of which can be classified among the types that are traditionally 
labelled “Tauriscan”. A single coin can be categorized as an East Celtic type from Transdanubia, 
while two further coins were struck by pairs of dies that also occur in the Samobor–Okić hoard and 
were thus produced simultaneously with the bulk of the hoard, whereas the remainder can be cla-
ssified as recently recognized group of coins produced in the �ur�evac (Gjurgjevac) tradition. The 
latter represent the debased and reduced in weight and size coins inspired by the tetradrachms 
deposited as the �ur�evac hoard. They were issued at various sites in south-western Pannonia, 
testifying to different phases of striking and local developments in their production. Two subtypes 
of such coins were recognized in the numismatic record of Kuzelin and are here separated out as 
Kuzelin A and B types. The date of these coins corresponds to the archaeological material excava-
ted at the site, i.e., to the Lt D1 period, ca. 150/130−70/50 BC.

KEY WORDS: Kuzelin, Tauriscan coins, Late Iron Age, Lt D1, coins produced in the �ur�evac (Gjurgje-
vac) tradition, south-western Pannonia
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INTRODUCTION

In a series of papers V. Sokol has published a 
total of seven Late Iron Age (LIA) coins from the 
Kuzelin hillfort, all recovered in archaeological 
excavations directed by Sokol himself (Sokol 
1994a; 1994b; 2001).1 In these works Sokol 
offered his identifications and interpretations 
of the coins, which were later revised and upda-
ted by other scholars (Mirnik 1998; Bilić 2022: 
136−138). It appears that many of Sokol’s in-
terpretations stand, but some were shown to 
have been less convincing, which was indeed 
recognized by later authors. Also, much more 
is known today of the wider numismatic con-
text in which these coins were commissioned, 
produced, handed out, used and deposited, so 
a reappraisal of the LIA coin record of Kuzelin 
does not seem superfluous. In addition, two 
new coins, unknown to Sokol, have been found 
at the site in the last two decades. Finally, after 
Sokol’s latest publication a significant shift has 
occurred in our understanding of the chrono-
logy of local coinage, regularly referred to as 
Tauriscan, which has moved back the produc-
tion dates of Tauriscan coin-types for almost a 
full century.2 This has important consequences 

1 I would like to thank Morena Želja Želle, the director of the Museum of 
Prigorje, for allowing me to study and publish the coins. I am also grateful 
to Irena Vidošević of the Prigorje Museum for all her help in accessing the 
coins. My gratitude also extends to the pioneer of Kuzelin excavations, 
Vladimir Sokol; my debt to him is clear from the number of instances I 
refer to his work in the present paper. All coins were photographed by 
Igor Krajcar of the Archaeological Museum in Zagreb.

2 On the appropriateness of the term “Tauriscan coinage” see Schachinger 
2020: 60.

UVOD

U nekoliko radova V. Sokol je objavio ukupno 
sedam mla�eželjeznodobnih kovanica prona�e-
nih na visinskom utvr�enom lokalitetu Kuzelin ti-
jekom arheoloških iskopavanja koja je sâm vodio 
(Sokol 1994a; 1994b; 2001).1 U tim radovima So-
kol je ponudio svoje determinacije i interpretacije 
kovanica, koje su kasnije revidirali i nadogradili 
drugi autori (Mirnik 1998; Bilić 2022: 136−138). 
Čini se da je većina Sokolovih interpretacija va-
lidna, ali neke su se pokazale manje uvjerljivima, 
što su kasniji autori prepoznali. Nadalje, danas 
se zna mnogo više o širem numizmatičkom kon-
tekstu unutar kojeg su te kovanice bile naručene, 
proizvedene, izdane, korištene i odložene, tako 
da se re-evaluacija mla�eželjeznodobnog nu-
mizmatičkog zapisa s Kuzelina ne čini suvišnom. 
Uz to, dvije nove kovanice, nepoznate Sokolu, 
prona�ene su na lokalitetu tijekom posljednja 
dva desetljeća. Naposljetku, u razdoblju nakon 
Sokolove zadnje rasprave došlo je do značajnog 
pomaka u našem razumijevanju kronologije lo-
kalnih kovanica − u pravilu se one nazivaju tau-
riščanskima – kojim se proizvodnja tauriščanskih 
tipova kovanica pomaknula unatrag za gotovo 
čitavo stoljeće.2 Ovo ima važne posljedice po 

1 Ovom prigodom želio bih zahvaliti ravnateljici Muzeja Prigorja, Moreni 
Želji Želle, što mi je omogućila uvid u materijal te njegovu objavu. Tako�er 
zahvaljujem kolegici Ireni Vidošević iz Muzeja Prigorja, što mi je pomogla 
prilikom pristupa kovanicama. Moja zahvalnost Vladimiru Sokolu, pi-
oniru iskopavanja na Kuzelinu, najbolje se ogleda se u broju referenci na 
njegove radove u ovom tekstu. Sve predmete fotografirao je Igor Krajcar 
iz Arheološkog muzeja u Zagrebu.

2 O prikladnosti termina „tauriščanske kovanice“ vidjeti Schachinger 2020: 
60.

Na mla�eželjeznodobnom visinskom utvr�enom lokalitetu Kuzelin na Medvednici (jugozapadna Panoni-
ja) prona�en je nezanemarivi broj kovanica, većina kojih se može klasificirati, u tradicionalnim termini-
ma, kao tauriščanski tipovi. Jedna kovanica može se kategorizirati kao istočnokeltski kov iz Transdanu-
bije; dvije kovanice izra�ene su parovima pečata koji se tako�er pojavljuju u ostavi Samobor–Okić te su 
otkovane istovremeno s predmetima iz te ostave; preostale kovanice mogu se podvesti pod nedavno 
prepoznatu grupu kovanica izra�enih u �ur�evačkoj tradiciji. Ova posljednja kategorija predstavlja de-
valvirane kovanice reducirane težine i promjera, čiji nastanak je inspiriran tetradrahmama odloženima 
u ostavi prona�enoj kod �ur�evca. Takve kovanice bile su producirane na različitim lokacijama u jugo-
zapadnoj Panoniji, svjedočeći na taj način različitim fazama kovanja i lokalnim obrascima razvoja proiz-
vodnje. Unutar numizmatičkog zapisa s Kuzelina bilo je moguće izdvojiti dva podtipa takvih kovanica, 
Kuzelin A i B. Kronološki položaj tih kovanica odgovara onome arheološkog materijala prona�enog na 
lokalitetu, tj. razdoblju Lt D1, oko 150./130. – 70./50. g. pr. Kr.

KLJUČNE RIJEČI: Kuzelin, tauriščanske kovanice, mla�e željezno doba, Lt D1, kovanice izra�ene u 
�ur�evačkoj tradiciji, jugozapadna Panonija
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on the chronology of the numismatic assem-
blage from the Kuzelin hillfort, which almost 
exclusively consists of Tauriscan coins.3

As already noted, a vast majority of LIA co-
ins from Kuzelin – eight out of nine, to be more 
precise – belong to Tauriscan coin-types. The-
refore, it is necessary to present a short pre-
liminary overview of Tauriscan coinage, with 
an emphasis on the latest developments in the 
field.

TAURISCAN COINS

The coins usually labelled “Tauriscan” are 
for the most part a facet of the material cultu-
re of the La Tène-period Mokronog group. In 
terms of currently somewhat outdated ethno-
cultural affiliations, it could be said that they 
were issued within the orbit of the Taurisci tribe 
or tribal alliance (Božič 1999: 192; Dizdar 2011: 
71–73, 89–90; 2013: 11–12; Potrebica, Dizdar 
2014: 137). Here, the term “Tauriscan coinage” 
is used as a convenient heuristic term for a ti-
ghtly connected, including direct association 
of types in relative chronological series, gro-
up of coin-types current in the – for the most 
part – late La Tène period in south-western 
Pannonia, without any desire to impute ethni-
city to the coins’ commissioners, producers or 
users.4 At the same time, this does not mean 
that the exonym Taurisci does not correspond, 
at least partially (for example, in terms of the 
language(s) they used), to (some of) the indi-
viduals and groups of people that were invol-
ved in the production, use and deposition of 
these coins. It is simply very hard to estimate 
the level of correspondence between the terms 
and the actual historical situation, if any indeed 
existed in the first place.

These considerations notwithstanding, it 
is currently possible to date the appearance 
of the earliest Tauriscan coin types to the la-
te first half of the 2nd century BC, i.e., to the 
late Lt C2 period or the Lt C2/D1 transition.5 
The earlier horizon of Tauriscan coins follows 
the development in quick succession from the 
VES�tetradrachms through Varaždin and Sa-
mobor to �ur�evac coin-types, which were all 
issued during perhaps a decade or so after ca. 

3 As briefly noted in Bilić 2017: 236.
4 I will not insist on the use of quotation marks, as proposed by Mihajlović 

(2019: 268) for the “Scordisci”, since this would, I feel, be overly pedan-
tic. But they always need to be understood as being present.

5 The key work on the dating of Tauriscan coinage is Kos, Šemrov 2003; 
see also Kos 2007; 2012; Kos, Mirnik 2011.

kronologiju numizmatičkih nalaza s Kuzelina, koji 
su gotovo isključivo predstavljeni tauriščanskim 
kovanicama.3

Kao što je već primjećeno, golema većina mla-
�eželjeznodobnih kovanica s Kuzelina – preci-
znije, osam od ukupno devet prona�enih – mogu 
se podvesti pod tauriščanske tipove. Iz tog ra-
zloga nužno je iznijeti kratki preliminarni pregled 
tauriščanskog kovanja, s naglaskom na recentne 
spoznaje na tom polju.

TAURIŠČANSKE KOVANICE

Kovanice koje se uobičajeno nazivaju „tau-
riščanskima“ uglavnom su obilježje materijalne 
kulture mokronoške skupine mla�eg željeznog 
doba. U terminima sad već pomalo zastarjelih 
etno-kulturalnih grupiranja moglo bi se tvrditi 
da su bile izra�ivane u okviru utjecaja pleme-
na ili plemenskog saveza Tauriska (Božič 1999: 
192; Dizdar 2011: 71–73, 89–90; 2013: 11–12; 
Potrebica, Dizdar 2014: 137). U ovom se ra-
du termin „tauriščanske kovanice“ koristi kao 
prikladni heuristički termin za usko povezanu, 
uključujući izravno povezivanje tipova u relativ-
nokronološke nizove, skupinu tipova kovanica 
prisutnu tijekom – uglavnom – kasnolatenskog 
razdoblja u jugozapadnoj Panoniji, bez želje za 
imputiranjem etniciteta naručiteljima, izra�iva-
čima ili korisnicima kovanica.4 Istovremeno, ovo 
ne znači da egzonim Taurisci ne odgovara ba-
rem djelomično, primjerice, u terminima jezika 
koje(g) su koristili, (nekim) pojedincima i sku-
pinama ljudi koji su bili uključeni u proizvodnju, 
upotrebu i odlaganje tih kovanica. Ipak, vrlo je 
teško procijeniti razinu podudarnosti izme�u 
termina i stvarne povijesne situacije, ukoliko je 
ta podudarnost uopće prisutna.

Bez obzira na ta razmatranja, u ovom trenutku 
moguće je datirati pojavu najranijih tauriščan-
skih tipova kovanica u kasnu prvu polovicu 2. st. 
pr. Kr., tj. u kasni dio razdoblja Lt C2 ili prijelaz 
Lt C2/D1.5 U najranijem horizontu tauriščanskih 
kovanica vidljivo je brzo smjenjivanje tipova u 
nizu od tetradrahmi s natpisom VESpreko ko-
vanica tipa Varaždin i Samobor do �ur�evačkog 
tipa, koje su sve izra�ene tijekom možda jednog 
desetljeća nakon oko 150. g. pr. Kr.6 Situaciju 

3 Kao što je kratko primijećeno u Bilić 2017: 236.
4 Smatram da nema potrebe inzistirati na dosljednoj upotrebi navodnika, kao 

što predlaže Mihajlović (2019: 268) za „Skordiske“ jer bi to bilo previše 
sitničavo. Ali, oni se čitavo vrijeme imaju smatrati prisutnima.

5 Ključni rad za datiranje tauriščanskih kovanica je Kos, Šemrov 2003; vidjeti 
tako�er Kos 2007; 2012; Kos, Mirnik 2011.

6 O kronologiji �ur�evačkih kovanica, najmla�eg tipa me�u starijim 
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150 BC.6 The situation is somewhat complica-
ted by the latest coin series, the one named 
after the find site of the hoard near modern 
�ur�evac. I will discuss this group of coins in 
due time, but two circumstances related to 
these coins must be emphasized at the mo-
ment. First, they seem to have circulated for an 
extended period and had a much wider reach 
in comparison to other earlier Tauriscan types; 
second, they seem to have inspired the deve-
lopment of a class of debased coins reduced in 
weight, among which several subtypes can be 
distinguished, which can be subsumed under 
an umbrella category of coins produced in the 
�ur�evac tradition. These seem to have been 
produced mainly during the Lt D1 period, but 
possibly also somewhat later, although certa-
inly not after the Roman conquest (Bilić 2022).

KUZELIN COIN RECORD

All Kuzelin LIA coins were found in a secu-
re archaeological context of the late La Tène 
stratum of the site, widely distributed thro-
ughout the hillfort (Sokol 2001: 14). It seems 
that the archaeological material from the si-
te belongs exclusively to the La Tène D1 pha-
se (Dizdar 2011: 87−88), in absolute dates, 
ca. 150/130−70/50 BC, which would thus ma-
ke the latter date the terminus ante quem for 
the appearance of these types of coins. At 
the same time, this archaeological period wo-
uld naturally provide the deposition context 
for the Kuzelin finds. After the end of the La 
Tène occupation of the site, most probably at 
the end of the 1st c. BC, there are no traces of 
Roman presence whatsoever at the site during 
the entire 1st c. AD, but only in the second half 
of the 2nd century AD (Sokol 1994c: 200−201; 
1997: 221; 1998: 10; 2003: 201; 2009: 154). The 
Late Iron Age coins at Kuzelin were thus found 
in a secure (although incompletely published) 
archaeological context; moreover, there is no 
(for the time being) documented continuation 
of monetary activity at the site until the second 
part of the 2nd century. Therefore, it is safe to 
presume that those coins were used exclusi-
vely by the late La Tène population settled on 
the site in a pre-Roman conquest period.

6 On the chronology of the �ur�evac coinage, the latest among the earlier 
types, see: Bilić 2017: 230; 2022: 124−126; forthcoming; Bilić, Dizdar 
2016: 118−119; Bilić, Falileyev 2021: 11.

donekle komplicira posljednja serija kovanica, 
nazvana po mjestu pronalaska ostave u blizini 
suvremenog �ur�evca. Ova grupa kovanica bit 
će predmet rasprave u kasnijem dijelu teksta, 
ali dvije okolnosti vezane uz taj tip moraju bi-
ti naglašene već sada. Prvo, čini se da su one 
u optjecaju bile duže vremena te da su bile ra-
sprostranjene na većem području u odnosu na 
druge ranije tauriščanske tipove; drugo, čini se 
da su one istovremeno inspirirale razvitak sku-
pine devalviranih kovanica reducirane težine, 
me�u kojima je moguće razlučiti nekoliko podti-
pova, a koje se mogu podvesti pod široku kate-
goriju kovanica izra�enih u �ur�evačkoj tradici-
ji. Izgledno je da su te kovanice bile izra�ivane 
uglavnom tijekom razdoblja Lt D1, ali možda i 
nešto kasnije, iako zasigurno ne nakon rimskog 
osvajanja (Bilić 2022).

NUMIZMATIČKI ZAPIS S KUZELINA

Sve mla�eželjeznodobne kovanice s Kuzeli-
na prona�ene su u sigurnom arheološkom kon-
tekstu kasnolatenskog sloja, rasprostranjene 
preko čitavog lokaliteta (Sokol 2001: 14). Čini 
se da arheološki materijal s lokaliteta pripa-
da isključivo periodu La Tène D1 (Dizdar 2011: 
87−88), u terminima apsolutne kronologije oko 
150./130.−70./50. g. pr. Kr., što bi značilo da 
je ovaj posljednji datum ujedno i terminus ante 
quem za pojavu tih tipova kovanica. Istovreme-
no, ovaj arheološki period ujedno predstavlja 
kontekst odlaganja kuzelinskih numizmatičkih 
nalaza. Nakon završetka kasnolatenske aktiv-
nosti na lokalitetu, vjerojatno krajem 1. st. pr. 
Kr., nema nikakvih tragova rimskog prisustva 
tijekom čitavog 1. st. po Kr., sve do druge polo-
vice 2. st. po Kr. (Sokol 1994c: 200−201; 1997: 
221; 1998: 10; 2003: 201; 2009: 154). Tako su 
mla�eželjeznodobne kovanice s Kuzelina pro-
na�ene u sigurnom (iako ne sasvim temeljito 
objavljenom) arheološkom kontekstu; štoviše, 
(trenutno) ne postoji dokumentirani kontinuitet 
monetarne aktivosti na lokalitetu sve do druge 
polovice 2. stoljeća. Na taj način može se sa 
velikom sigurnošću pretpostaviti da su te ko-
vanice bile isključivo korištene u kontekstu ka-
snolatenske populacije naseljene na lokalitetu 
u razdoblju prije rimskog osvajanja.

tauriščanskim kovovima, vidjeti Bilić 2017: 230; 2022: 124−126; u tisku; 
Bilić, Dizdar 2016: 118−119; Bilić, Falileyev 2021: 11.
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Fig. 1 — Late Iron Age coins from Kuzelin (see: Tab. 1) (photo by: I. Krajcar)
Sl. 1 — Mla�eželjeznodobne kovanice s Kuzelina (vidjeti: tab. 1) (snimio: I. Krajcar)

As already noted, the coin record of the Ku-
zelin hillfort consist almost exclusively of Tau-
riscan coins, with only a single exception. It is 
a tetradrachm of the Zickzackgruppe (Sztál-
inváros/Dunaújváros) (MPS inv. 166/94; Bilić 
2017: 228, 236, 240, Tab. 1: cat. no. 17). This 
type of coin was issued in the period from the 
late 3rd to the 1st half of the 2nd century BC in 
Transdanubia and thus represents an import to 
south-western Pannonia (Pink 1939: 100; Allen 
1987: 29, 80, Map 3; Dembski 1998: 46, 112; 
Torbágy 2000: 30; Ziegaus 2010: 215). Moreo-
ver, its Lt C2-date apparently suggests a diffe-
rent temporal horizon in comparison to the rest 
of the Kuzelin assemblage, both archaeological 
in general and numismatic in particular. In one 
way or another, it testifies to the connections 
– either direct or by way of intermediaries – of 
the inhabitants of the hillfort with a region dis-

Kao što je već navedeno, numizmatički zapis 
s Kuzelina sastoji se gotovo isključivo od tau-
riščanskih kovanica, uz jednu iznimku. Riječ je o 
jednoj tetradrahmi tipa Zickzackgruppe (Sztál-
inváros/Dunaújváros) (MPS inv. 166/94; Bilić 
2017: 228, 236, 240, tab. 1: kat. br. 17). Taj tip 
kovanica izra�ivan je u periodu od kasnog 3. do 
prve polovice 2. st. pr. Kr. u Transdanubiji te na 
taj način predstavlja import u jugozapadnu Pano-
niju (Pink 1939: 100; Allen 1987: 29, 80, karta 3; 
Dembski 1998: 46, 112; Torbágy 2000: 30; Zie-
gaus 2010: 215). Nadalje, njegov kronološki po-
ložaj (Lt C2), izgledno sugerira različit vremenski 
horizont u odnosu na ostatak kuzelinskih nalaza 
– arheoloških općenito i numizmatičkih speci-
fično. Na ovaj ili onaj način ova kovanica svje-
doči o povezanosti – bilo izravnoj ili preko po-
srednika – stanovnika ovog visinskog utvr�enog 
naselja s područjem udaljenim više od 200 km 
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tant more than 200 km to the north-east. So-
kol has advanced the idea that the coin should 
be separated out as a new “variant” for which 
he proposed the name “Kuzelin” (Sokol 2001: 
10). Indeed, there are no quite identical coins 
among the similar coins of the Zickzackgruppe, 
i.e., those with a more stylised obverse head to 
the left, which might support Sokol’s proposal 
(Pink 1939: nos. 459−461; TKN 459−461; Allen 
1988: 59, Pl. XXIV: S132; Dembski 1998: 112, 
nos. 1385−1386; Kostial 1997: no. 738; Torbágy 
2000: 35, no. 90; Ziegaus 2010: nos. 568−569). 
The Kuzelin piece is unique in that the original 
reverse rider is completely removed, with an 
enlarged dot within a circle above the horse’s 
back (the circle appears on OTA 459−460, the 
dot within a circle on OTA 461, but always be-
hind the – stylised and reduced − rider). Also, 
the obverse portrait’s eye is depicted as a simi-
lar dot within a circle, which is not documented 
on other coins of the type. But otherwise, it cle-
arly belongs to the Zickzackgruppe coins, and – 
since it certainly was not produced at Kuzelin – 
there do not appear to be sufficient reasons why 
this particular coin should be separated out as a 
named variant. Indeed, almost every LIA coin is 
a variant of some other coin in some way.

The earlier date of production for the 
Zickzackgruppe (Sztálinváros/Dunaújváros) te-
tradrachm from Kuzelin does not necessary in-
dicate it arrived at the site at such an early date, 
i.e., prior to ca. 150 BC. Indeed, a curious vari-
ant of the Zickzackgruppe coins (OTA 462) was 
thus found in the rather eclectic Lemberg ho-
ard (southern Styria, Slovenia, near the Croatian 
border), together with several Boian staters, a 
small number of “Eastern Celtic” tetradrachms 
(Vogelreiter OTA 441, Slowakischer Typ OTA 
478), a single Norican tetradrachm and a signi-
ficant number of later Tauriscan tetradrachms 
(Frontalgesicht, Brezelohr A, Augentyp-Stamm, 
Wuschelkopf-Gruppe, Unscharfer Typ-Gruppe, 
SC 23), several of which were overstruck  (KNS 
15/1−58 (KNS 53, 75)). This hoard was certainly 
not deposited prior to ca. 150 BC,7 which means 
that the Zickzackgruppe coin that ended up at 
Kuzelin might belong to this particular temporal 
horizon as well, thus corresponding to the rest of 
the numismatic assemblage, as well as archaeo-
logical assemblage as a whole, from the site.

7 Indeed, two 1/3 “Boian” staters from the Lemberg hoard (subtype E/
VI, KNS 15/2−3) belong to the latest horizon of the production of such 
staters and can be dated to Lt D1b−D2, i.e., after the 70s BC (Militký 2015: 
53−54, 57).

prema sjeveroistoku. Sokol je predložio izdvajanje 
ove kovanice kao zasebne varijante Zickzackgrup-
pe te ju je imenovao prema lokalitetu (Sokol 2001: 
10). Uistinu, me�u poznatim sličnim kovanicama 
Zickzackgruppe, tj. onima s jače stiliziranom gla-
vom nalijevo na aversu nema potpuno identičnog 
primjerka, što daje potporu Sokolovom prijedlo-
gu (Pink 1939: br. 459−461; TKN 459−461; Allen 
1988: 59, T. XXIV: S132; Dembski 1998: 112, br. 
1385−1386; Kostial 1997: br. 738; Torbágy 2000: 
35, br. 90; Ziegaus 2010: br. 568−569). Kovanica 
s Kuzelina jedinstvena je po potpunom izostanku 
jahača na reversu te prisustvom povećanog motiva 
točke unutar kružnice iznad konjskih le�a (kružni-
ca se pojavljuje na primjercima OTA 459−460, toč-
ka unutar kružnice na OTA 461, ali uvijek iza le�a 
– stiliziranog i reduciranog prikaza – jahača). Ta-
ko�er, oko aversnog portreta prikazano je kao slič-
na točka unutar kružnice, što se ne pojavljuje na 
drugim dokumentiranim kovanicama ovog tipa. No, 
izuzev tih osobina, kovanica s Kuzelina nedvojbeno 
pripada tetradrahmama tipa Zickzackgruppe te – 
obzirom da sigurno nije izra�ena na Kuzelinu – čini 
se da ne postoje dovoljno jaki razlozi zbog kojih bi 
se izdvojila bi se izdvojila kao imenovana varijanta. 
Uistinu, gotovo svaka mla�eželjeznodobna kovani-
ca na neki način predstavlja varijantu neke druge 
kovanice.

Ranije datiranje izrade tetradrahme tipa 
Zickzackgruppe (Sztálinváros/Dunaújváros) s Ku-
zelina ne sugerira nužno da je ona na lokalitet pri-
stigla u tom ranijem razdoblju, tj. prije oko 150. g. 
pr. Kr. Zaista, neobična varijanta Zickzackgruppe 
kovanice (OTA 462) bila je dio prilično eklektične 
ostave iz Lemberga (južna Štajerska, Slovenija, 
u blizini granice s Hrvatskom), zajedno s nekoli-
ko statera koji se pripisuju Bojima, malim brojem 
„istočnokeltskih“ tetradrahmi (Vogelreiter OTA 
441, Slowakischer Typ OTA 478), jednom norič-
kom tetradrahmom i značajnim brojem kasnijih 
tauriščanskih tetradrahmi (Frontalgesicht, Breze-
lohr A, Augentyp-Stamm, Wuschelkopf-Gruppe, 
Unscharfer Typ-Gruppe, SC 23), od kojih su neke 
bile prekovane (KNS 15/1−58 (KNS 53, 75)). Ova 
ostava sigurno nije odložena prije oko 150. g. pr. 
Kr.,7 što znači da kovanica tipa Zickzackgruppe s 
Kuzelina može pripadati ovom istom vremenskom 
horizontu, što bi odgovaralo ostalim numizmatič-
kim nalazima, kao i arheološkim nalazima u cjelini, 
s lokaliteta Kuzelin.

7 Uistinu, dva 1/3 „bojska“ statera iz ostave Lemberg (podtip E/VI, KNS 
15/2−3) pripadaju najkasnijem horizontu izrade takvih statera te se mogu 
datirati u razdoblje Lt D1b−D2, tj. nakon 70-ih g. pr. Kr. (Militký 2015: 
53−54, 57).
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The remaining eight coins can all be classifi-
ed as Tauriscan. It is possible to group them in 
two main clusters: 1) a well-known group of co-
in types found in the Samobor–Okić hoard, and 
2) a less known category of coins produced in 
the �ur�evac tradition. Before proceeding to 
analyse the latter, several observations on the 
Samobor-type coins from Kuzelin will indicate 
a significant connection between two impor-
tant LIA sites in the Zagreb region, i.e., Kuzelin 
and Gradec near Okić.

A TKN 45-109 Samobor B coin was thus fo-
und at the Kuzelin hillfort within a Lt D1 settle-
ment.8 Its deposition context − along a rampart 
wall – suggests a votive, perhaps apotropaic 
function, but what is important here is that it 
must have been produced on the same occasi-
on as the bulk of the coins from the Samobor–
Okić hoard. We can be certain of that becau-
se 39 coins produced by this die combination 
from this largest preserved hoard of Tauriscan 
coins are kept at the Archaeological Museum 
in Zagreb today. What is more, it is possible 
to distinguish two variants of the TKN obverse 
die 45: one with a clear cheek on the obverse 
portrait, another with a torque upon the cheek 
(Bilić: forthcoming). The torque is not visible on 
the Kuzelin coin, so it must have been struck 
before the torque was added to the die, to-
gether with 26 specimens from the Samobor–
Okić hoard. Its weight (10.55 g) is consistent 
with the average weight of the coins produced 
with this die combination from the Samobor–
Okić hoard (10.93 g). If the votive interpreta-
tion of the Kuzelin coin’s function is correct, it 
would perhaps suggest a similar motivation for 
the deposition of the Samobor–Okić hoard as a 
whole, although other interpretations are also 
possible. One is reminded here of Roymans and 
Aarts’ claim that the deposition of LIA coins 
might have revolved on cultic centres and festi-
vals, either as distribution hubs or venues for 
cultic depositions, or both, during certain pu-
blic gatherings at religious festivals (Roymans, 
Aarts 2009: 6−7, 20−22; cf. Kemmers 2018: 
202). In this particular case, Gradec at Okić 
would function as both a venue for cultic depo-
sition and a distribution hub, while the coin de-
posited at a rampart wall at Kuzelin – perhaps 
also the Samobor-type coins from the Pokup-
sko hoard and those from Sisak, some of the 
latter perhaps deposited as votive offerings 

8 Sokol 2001: no. 3 = MPS 168/94 (in publications) = MPS 4185 (actual inv. no.).

Svih preostalih osam kovanica mogu se kla-
sificirati kao tauriščanske. Moguće ih je grupi-
rati u dva glavna skupa: 1) me�u dobro pozna-
tu grupu kovanica prona�enih u ostavi Samo-
bor–Okić te 2) me�u slabije poznatu kategoriju 
kovanica izra�enih u �ur�evačkoj tradiciji. Prije 
analize ove potonje, nekoliko opservacija o sa-
moborskim kovanicama s Kuzelina naznačit će 
značajnu povezanost dvaju važnih mla�eželje-
znodobnih lokaliteta u zagrebačkoj regiji, Kuze-
lina i Gradeca kod Okića.

Kovanica tipa Samobor B TKN 45-109 ta-
ko je prona�ena na Kuzelinu unutar naselja iz 
razdoblja Lt D1.8 Njezin kontekst odlaganja – uz 
zemljani bedem – sugerira votivnu, možda apo-
tropejsku funkciju, ali ono što je ovdje ključno 
je činjenica da je kovanica morala biti izra�ena 
u istoj prigodi kao i glavnina kovanica iz ostave 
Samobor–Okić. U to možemo biti sigurni jer se 
u Arheološkom muzeju u Zagrebu (AMZ) danas 
čuva 39 kovanica iz te najveće sačuvane osta-
ve tauriščanskog novca koje su izra�ene upravo 
tim parom pečata. Štoviše, moguće je razlikova-
ti dvije varijante aversnog pečata TKN 45: jedna 
s čistim obrazom aversnog portreta te druga s 
torkvesom na obrazu (Bilić: u tisku). Kako tor-
kves nije vidljiv na kuzelinskom primjerku, on je 
morao biti iskovan prije nego što je torkves do-
dan na pečat, zajedno s 26 istih takvih primjera-
ka iz ostave Samobor–Okić. Težina kuzelinskog 
primjerka (10,55 g) odgovara prosječnoj težini 
kovanica izra�enih tom kombinacijom pečata iz 
ostave Samobor–Okić (10,93 g). Ako bi se votiv-
na funkcija kuzelinske tetradrahme prihvatila kao 
odgovarajuća interpretacija njezinog konteksta 
odlaganja, možda bi to moglo sugerirati sličnu 
motivaciju odlaganja ostave Samobor–Okić u 
cjelini, iako su moguća i druga objašnjenja. Ov-
dje se možemo pozvati na tvrdnju Roymansa i 
Aartsa, koji vjeruju da se odlaganje mla�eželje-
znodobnih kovanica moglo oslanjati na kultna 
središta i svečanosti, bilo kao distribucijskih 
fokalnih točaka ili lokacija kultnih odlaganja (ili 
oboje), tijekom odre�enih javnih okupljanja pri-
godom religijskih svečanosti (Roymans, Aarts 
2009: 6−7, 20−22; usp. Kemmers 2018: 202). U 
ovom konkretnom slučaju, Gradec kod Okića bi 
predstavljao i lokaciju kultnog odlaganja i dis-
tribucijsko središte, dok bi kovanica odložena 
uz bedem na Kuzelinu – možda i kovanice tipa 
Samobor iz ostave Pokupsko te one prona�ene 
u Sisku, od kojih su neke možda odložene kao 

8 Sokol 2001: br. 3 = MPS 168/94 (u publikacijama) = MPS 4185 (stvarni inv. br.).
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in the Kupa River − would have been brought 
from some public gathering held at a site ca. 
40 km as the crow flies to the south-west (Bilić: 
forthcoming).9

In addition, another Samobor coin from Ku-
zelin (7.96 g) was produced with a pair of early 
Samobor A dies (almost certainly TKN 28a-90), 
thus on the same occasion as the bulk of the 
coins from the Samobor–Okić hoard, as well as 
the preceding coin from Kuzelin (Sokol 2001: 
14 (referring to TKN 30-92) = MPS 7376; Bilić 
2022: 137). Its low weight (the average weight 
of this die-combination in the Samobor–Okić 
hoard is 10.86 g, 16 pieces in total) can be 
explained either by the poor state of preserva-
tion of the coin (a chunk of the flan is missing, 
and it was apparently in a fire) (Sokol 2001: 14) 
or, less likely in this particular case, by the use 
of a lighter flan intended for a different recipi-
ent or for another contracting authority.

Based on this evidence, it could be claimed 
that there certainly existed a tangible connecti-
on between the Kuzelin Lt D1 hillfort settlement 
and the workshop that produced the coins from 
the Samobor–Okić hoard, perhaps also a more 
direct connection between the elites that con-
trolled the hillfort on Medvednica and those 
that governed the Gradec at Okić hillfort.

The bulk of the LIA coins found at Kuzelin, 
however, can be classified as the coins pro-
duced in the �ur�evac tradition. This class 
of coins was treated in detail elsewhere (Bilić 
2022), so I will here only briefly enumerate its 
main characteristics. The group consists of la-
te – i.e., later than the “regular” �ur�evac co-
ins from the eponymous hoard − locally produ-
ced debased and reduced coins (both in weight 
and in flan diameter) derived from the earlier 
“regular” �ur�evac tetradrachms. The process 
of debasement and reduction, which cannot be 
reduced to a linear gradualist or evolutionary 
pattern, is reflected in the numismatic record 
of the Bartolovec−Jalžabet site (near Varaž-
din), with its final phase perhaps observable 
in the numismatic record of the Donje Oreš-
je−Graci site (near Sveti Ivan Zelina), both in 
north-western Croatia. It is also attested by 
several late coins issued in the �ur�evac tra-

9 For Gradec at Okić see: J. Klemenc in AAMZ s.v. Samobor 222/1939; 
Radovčić, Škoberne 1989: 113 (caption under an unnumbered figure, cf. 
maps on pp. 83, 93); Škoberne 1999: 15: Fig. 2, 16, ; 2002: 54−55. It is 
highly likely that the coins from the Samobor–Okić hoard were produced 
in a coin workshop in some connection with the tellingly named hillfort of 
Gradec in the immediate vicinity of the place of concealment of the hoard 
(Bilić: forthcoming).

votivni prilozi u Kupi – bila donesena na Med-
vednicu s nekog javnog okupljanja održanog na 
lokalitetu oko 40 km zračnom linijom prema ju-
gozapadu (Bilić: u tisku).9

Još jedna kovanica tipa Samobor s Kuze-
lina (7,96 g) bila je izra�ena parom ranih pe-
čata grupe Samobor A (gotovo sigurno TKN 
28a-90), dakle ponovo istom prigodom kao i 
glavnina kovanica iz ostave Samobor–Okić te 
prethodno spomenuta kovanica s Kuzelina (So-
kol 2001: 14 (referirajući se na TKN 30-92) = 
MPS 7376; Bilić 2022: 137). Njezina mala teži-
na (prosječna težina kovanica izra�enih ovom 
kombinacijom pečata iz ostave Samobor–Okić 
je 10,86 g, ukupno 16 primjeraka) može se 
objasniti njezinim slabim stupnjem očuvanosti 
(dio kovne pločice nedostaje, a čini se i da je 
gorila) (Sokol 2001: 14) ili, što je manje vjero-
jatno u ovom specifičnom slučaju, upotrebom 
lakše kovne pločice namijenjene drugom pri-
matelju ili drugom naručitelju.

Na temelju ovih dokaza može se tvrditi da su 
postojale opipljive veze izme�u kuzelinskog utvr-
�enog visinskog naselja iz razdoblja Lt D1 i radio-
nice koja je izradila kovanice iz ostave Samobor–
Okić, a možda i izravnija veza izme�u elita koje 
su kontrolirale Kuzelin na Medvednici i onih koje 
su upravljale visinskim naseljem na Gradecu kod 
Okića.

Istovremeno, glavnina kovanica prona�enih 
na Kuzelinu može se klasificirati kao kovanice 
izra�ene u �ur�evačkoj tradiciji. Ova grupa ko-
vanica obra�ena je detaljno na drugom mjestu 
(Bilić 2022), tako da ćemo ovdje samo kratko 
navesti glavne osobine ove skupine. Ona obu-
hvaća kasne – tj. kasnije od „regularnih“ �ur-
�evačkih kovanica iz eponimne ostave – lokal-
no izra�ene devalvirane i reducirane (i u težini 
i u promjeru kovne pločice) kovanice izvedene 
iz ranijih „regularnih“ �ur�evačkih tetradrahmi. 
Proces devalvacije i redukcije, koji se ne može 
reducirati na linearni postepeni ili evolucijski 
obrazac, odražava se u numizmatičkom zapisu 
s lokaliteta Bartolovec − Jalžabet (blizu Varaž-
dina), s najkasnijom fazom možda primjetnom u 
numizmatičkom zapisu s lokaliteta Donje Orešje 
− Graci (blizu Svetog Ivana Zeline), oba u sjeve-
rozapadnoj Hrvatskoj. Proces je primjetan i na 

9 Za Gradec kod Okića vidjeti: J. Klemenc u AAMZ s.v. Samobor 222/1939 ; 
Radovčić, Škoberne 1989: 113 (potpis pod nenumeriranom ilustracijom, cf. 
karte na str. 83, 93); Škoberne 1999: 15: sl. 2, 16; 2002: 54−55. Izvjesno 
je da su kovanice iz ostave Samobor–Okić bile proizvedene u kovničarskoj 
radionici u nekoj vezi s visinskim lokalitetom znakovitog imena Gradec u 
neposrednoj blizini lokacije odlaganja ostave (Bilić: u tisku).
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dition found on both banks of the Kupa River in 
Sisak, prehistoric and ancient Segest(ic)a/Sis-
cia, the most important settlement in the regi-
on. But the archaeologically excavated hillfort 
site of Kuzelin, it will be shown, can provide so-
me exceptionally important information on the 
production of late �ur�evac coins in south-we-
stern Pannonia.

While having in mind the caveat expressed in 
the preceding paragraph, the documented pro-
cess of debasement and reduction in weight 
and size of �ur�evac tetradrachms neverthe-
less enables the discussion of Tauriscan coina-
ge in developmental terms, however irregular 
or non-linear this development might turn out 

nekoliko kasnih kovanica izra�enih u �ur�evač-
koj tradiciji prona�enih na obje obale Kupe u Si-
sku, prapovijesnoj i antičkoj Segest(ic)i/Sisciji, 
najvažnijem naselju regije. Arheološki istraženi 
lokalitet Kuzelin, pokazat će se, može pružiti 
odre�ene izuzetno važne informacije o produk-
ciji kasnih �ur�evačkih kovanica u jugozapadnoj 
Panoniji.

Imajući na umu upozorenje izneseno u pret-
hodnom odlomku, dokumentirani proces deval-
vacije i redukcije u težini i promjeru kovne plo-
čice �ur�evačkih tetradrahmi ipak omogućava 
raspravu o tauriščanskim kovanicama u termi-
nima razvitka, koliko god se nepravilnim ili neli-
nearnim taj razvitak pokaže. Kao bliska paralela, 

Fig. 2 — Distribution of Samobor coins (base map: Google Earth. Data SIO, NOAA, U.S. Navy, NGA, GEBCO. Image 
Landsat / Copernicus) (made by: T. Bilić)
Sl. 2 — Distribucija kovanica tipa Samobor (podloga: Google Earth. Data SIO, NOAA, U.S. Navy, NGA, GEBCO. Image Landsat 
/ Copernicus) (izradio: T. Bilić)
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to be. As a closely parallel case, perhaps even 
another facet of this particular development, a 
metallurgical analysis of small silver coins fo-
und on the territory of present-day Slovenia, 
which included several Tauriscan coin-types, 
detected a gradual debasement of these co-
ins, attributing the process to inflationary mo-
vements (Šmit et al. 2020: 9−10, 12). The ana-
logies with similar situations suggest that the 
changes in coin production were the result of 
either pressure or influence of the Roman state 
and its expansionist policy, but the precise de-
tails of this process in the Tauriscan societies 
remain unknown (Howgego 1995: 113−115).10 It 
should be emphasized, though, that the appe-
arance of base-metal (namely, copper-alloy 
or alloyed silver) coin types in the “monetary 
system” of the Taurisci does not immediately 
signify an emerging market economy and a mo-
netized exchange of goods. These coins were 
apparently not issued in large quantities and 
their presence in the only larger market centre 
of the region worthy of the name, Segest(ic)a, 
is hardly of any note (cf. Roymans, Aarts 2009: 
20). It is possible that the appearance of these 
“base-metal” coin types reflects a late stage in 
the process of local tribal ethnogeneses or the 
creation of ethno-political formations under the 
influence of the Roman state (Roymans, Aarts 
2009: 20). At the same time, a clear continuity 
exists with the earlier silver coin types in that 
the “base-metal” types were unmistakeably 
their derivatives. Furthermore, the presence of 
certain quantities of silver in almost all of the 
dominantly base-metal coins “suggests they 
were not struck as low-value coins, but sho-
uld be seen as continuing the old… tradition”.11 
Thus, a primarily non-economic explanation for 
the appearance of the “base-metal” coins pro-
duced in the �ur�evac tradition emerges, even 
though the precise stages of development of 
the Tauriscan political, or ethno-political, gro-
uping – and thus their relation to Tauriscan co-
inage – remain unknown.

After this brief introduction, we can proceed 
to the analysis of late �ur�evac coins found 
at Kuzelin. The obverse die used to produce 

10 See also Tapavički-Ilić 2005: 41−46 who studies the impact of the Ro-
man monetary system upon the indigenous coinage of the neighbouring 
Scordisci, including its debasement and weight reduction.

11 Roymans, Aarts 2009: 20, with respect to the situation in the Lower 
Rhine region; cf. Wigg-Wolf 2011: 302, 311−312, who notices that this 
development is characteristic for peripheral regions of the “Celtic” world. 
�oפo	
� (1987: 140−141) came to an identical conclusion with respect 
to the Scordiscan base-metal coinage of type Srem Phase C.

možda čak i drugi aspekt istog procesa, može 
se navesti metalurška analiza malih srebrnih 
kovanica prona�enih na tlu današnje Slovenije, 
koja je uključila i nekoliko tauriščanskih tipova, 
u kojoj je primjećena postupna devalvacija tih 
kovanica, a proces je interpretiran inflacijskim 
kretanjima (Šmit et al. 2020: 9−10, 12). Ana-
logije sa sličnim situacijama sugeriraju da su 
promjene u produkciji kovanica rezultat pritiska 
ili utjecaja rimske države i njezine ekspanzi-
onističke politike, ali točni detalji ovog proce-
sa u tauriščanskim društvima ostaju nepoznati 
(Howgego 1995: 113−115).10 Ipak, mora se na-
glasiti da pojava tipova kovanica izra�enih od 
neplemenitih metala (preciznije, slitina bakra ili 
slitina s manjim udjelom srebra) u „monetarnom 
sustavu“ Tauriska ne sugerira nužno postojanje 
tržišne ekonomije u nastajanju te monetizirane 
razmjene dobara. Te kovanice očigledno nisu 
bile izra�ivane u velikim količinama, a njihovo 
prisustvo u jedinom većem trgovinskom sre-
dištu u regiji, Segesti(ci), jedva da je vrijedno 
spomena (cf. Roymans, Aarts 2009: 20). Mo-
guće je da pojava tih tipova kovanica izra�enih 
od „neplemenitih metala“ odražava kasnu fazu u 
procesu lokalnih plemenskih etnogeneza ili for-
miranje etno-političkih jedinica pod utjecajem 
Rima (Roymans, Aarts 2009: 20). Istovremeno, 
postoji jasan kontinuitet s ranijim tipovima kova-
nica izra�ivanima od srebra u tome što su tipovi 
od „neplemenitih metala“ nepogrešivo izvede-
ni upravo od njih. Nadalje, prisustvo odre�ene 
količine srebra u gotovo svim kovanicama izra-
�enima dominantno od neplemenitih metala 
„sugerira da one nisu kovane kao novac manje 
vrijednosti, već ih se treba promatrati kao na-
stavljače ranije... tradicije“.11 Tako dolazimo do 
primarno ne-ekonomskog objašnjenja nastanka 
kovanica od „neplemenitih metala“ izra�enih u 
�ur�evačkoj tradiciji, iako specifične faze u raz-
vitku tauriščanskih političkih, ili etno-političkih, 
grupiranja – te njihovog odnosa s tauriščanskim 
kovanicama – nismo u mogućnosti definirati.

Nakon ovog kratkog uvoda, može se pristupiti 
analizi kasnih �ur�evačkih kovanica prona�enih 
na Kuzelinu. Aversni pečat kojim je izra�ena ko-
vanica prona�ena u podnici mla�eželjeznodob-

10 Vidjeti tako�er Tapavički-Ilić 2005: 41−46 koja analizira utjecaj rimskog 
monetarnog sustava na lokalno kovanje susjednih Skordiska, uključujući 
procese devalvacije i težinske redukcije.

11 Roymans, Aarts 2009: 20, u kontekstu situacije u području donje Rajne 
(prijevod autora); usp. Wigg-Wolf 2011: 302, 311−312, koji primjećuje da 
je ovaj proces karakterističan za periferna područja „keltskog“ svijeta. 
�oפo��� (1987: 140−141)  je došao do istog zaključka u kontekstu kovanica 
od neplemenitog metala Skordiska u Fazi C tipa Srem.
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the coin found in the flooring of a LIA house12 
is identical to the die used to produce another 
coin from Kuzelin,13 as well as the tetradrachm 
found in the context of a nearby late La Tène 
settlement at the Zagreb Upper Town.14 In addi-
tion, the same obverse die was used to produ-
ce an unprovenanced coin kept at the AMZ,15 
which shares the same pair of dies with two 
coins found by the illegal users of metal detec-
tors allegedly on two hillforts in modern Lika, 
Gradina at Bruvno16 and Obljaj.17 As always, it 
would not be prudent to put too much faith in 
the reports of what are essentially looters, es-
pecially since the sites in question are far from 
the core area of production and distribution of 
Tauriscan coins. The reverse horse of the AMZ 
specimen and two “Lika” pieces is more akin to 
the Samobor horses, but with distinctive �ur-
�evac horizontal crescent-shaped hooves.18 
In addition, the reverse horse on these three 
coins has a torque on its neck (best seen on 
the Obljaj example, but also clearly recogniza-
ble on the AMZ piece), which otherwise rarely 
appears on Tauriscan coins, the exceptions re-
presented in the coin record of the Donje Oreš-
je–Graci and Donja Dolina sites. This group of 
coins (six in total), which all share the obverse 
die, while at the same time were produced with 
two or three reverse dies (it is impossible to 
ascertain whether the two Kuzelin pieces share 
the reverse die, while the reverse of the Zagreb 
Upper Town piece was certainly produced by 
a different die) might be classified as a group 
of late �ur�evac coins for which I propose the 
name “Kuzelin A”, on account of the fact that 
two of these coins were definitely found at the 
Kuzelin hillfort. Their presence suggests the 
existence of a regional production centre or 
travelling workshop, active in the Zagreb re-
gion during the Lt D1 period. It seems unlikely 
that this issue should be understood as a pro-
duct of counterfeiters, with intent to pass their 
debased products for “genuine” Tauriscan co-

12 Sokol 200: 1 no. 4 = MPS 169/94 (in publications) = MPS 4184 (actual inv. no.).
13 MPS 8338.
14 MGZ 499 A (Škoberne 1994: 32, 67−68); for the context: Majnarić-

Pandžić 1994: 3, 11; 2009: 202, 205. Unfortunately, there is no informa-
tion on the precise depositional context of this find. The site in question 
is the Zagreb City Museum – Poor Clares (Clarisse) Monastery.

15 AMZ inv. no. A919, weight 8.34 g, containing only 5.5% of silver.
16 8.02 g (unpublished). I am grateful to Mato Ilkić for bringing my attention 

to and providing data for this coin.
17 7.99 g (Cesarik, Kramberger 2018: 125, 138−139, no. 44).
18 Although the horizontal crescent-shaped hooves do appear on some 

types of coins from the Samobor hoard (Liščić type IV, Liščić 1978: 248, 
T. III: 23; TKN �ur�evac 48−114), the hooves on this particular coin ap-
pear quite distinctly of the �ur�evac type.

ne kuće12 identičan je onome koji je korišten za 
izradu još jedne kovanice s Kuzelina,13 kao i te-
tradrahme prona�ene u kontekstu obližnjeg ka-
snolatenskog naselja na poziciji Zagreb – Gornji 
grad.14 Nadalje, isti taj aversni pečat korišten 
je za izradu jedne kovanice bez zabilježenog 
mjesta nalaza, koja se čuva u AMZ-u,15 dok ta 
kovanica dijeli isti par pečata s dvije kovanice 
prona�ene ilegalnom upotrebom detektora me-
tala, navodno na dva gradinska položaja u Lici, 
Gradini kod Bruvna16 i Obljaju.17 Kao i uvijek, ne 
bi bilo mudro previše vjerovati podacima dobi-
venim u ilegalnim aktivnostima, osobito stoga 
što se navedena dva lokaliteta nalaze daleko 
izvan središnjeg područja proizvodnje i distri-
bucije tauriščanskih kovanica. Reversni prikaz 
konja na kovanici iz AMZ-a i dvije kovanice iz 
„Like“ sličniji je samoborskim prikazima, ali ipak 
ima specifična �ur�evačka kopita u obliku po-
lumjeseca.18 Nadalje, prikaz konja na reversu 
tih triju primjeraka uključuje torkves na živo-
tinjinom vratu (najbolje se vidi na primjerku iz 
Obljaja, ali tako�er je jasno prikazan na primjer-
ku iz AMZ-a), koji se inače rijetko pojavljuje na 
tauriščanskim kovanicama, s iznimkama u nu-
mizmatičkim zapisima s lokaliteta Donje Oreš-
je – Graci i Donja Dolina. Ova grupa od ukupno 
šest kovanica, koje sve dijele aversni pečat, 
dok su istovremeno izra�ene s dva ili tri rever-
sna pečata (nije moguće utvrditi dijele li dva 
kuzelinska primjerka reversni pečat, dok je re-
vers primjerka sa zagrebačkog Gornjeg grada 
sigurno izra�en drugačijim pečatom), mogu se 
klasificirati u tip kasnih �ur�evačkih kovova za 
koji predlažem naziv „Kuzelin A“, na osnovu či-
njenice što su dva primjerka ovog tipa sigurno 
prona�ena unutar kuzelinskog naselja. Njihovo 
prisustvo na lokalitetu sugerira postojanje lokal-
nog središta proizvodnje ili putujuće radionice, 
aktivne na području Zagreba tijekom razdoblja 
Lt D1. Čini se malo vjerojatnim da se ovo izda-
nje treba smatrati produktom krivotvoritelja, s 
namjerom da njihovi devalvirani kovovi „pro�u“ 

12 Sokol 2001: br. 4 = MPS 169/94 (u publikacijama) = MPS 4184 (stvarni inv. br.).
13 MPS 8338.
14 MGZ 499 A (Škoberne 1994: 32, 67−68); za kontekst: Majnarić-Pandžić 

1994: 3, 11; 2009: 202, 205. Nažalost, informacije o preciznom kontekstu 
odlaganja ove kovanice nisu dostupne. Pozicija o kojoj se radi je Muzej 
grada Zagreba – Samostan Klarisa.

15 AMZ inv. br. A919, težina 8,34 g, sadrži svega 5,5 % srebra.
16 8,02 g (neobjavljeno). Zahvaljujem Mati Ilkiću što me upozorio na posto-

janje ove kovanice te mi pružio podatke o njoj.
17 7.99 g (Cesarik, Kramberger 2018: 125, 138−139, br. 44).
18 Iako se kopita u obliku horizontalno postavljenog polumjeseca ponekad 

pojavljuju na nekim tipovima kovanica iz samoborske ostave (Liščićev 
tip IV, Liščić 1978: 248, T. III: 23; TKN �ur�evac 48−114), kopita na ovim 
specifičnim kovanicama prikazana su na način osobit za �ur�evački tip.
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ins (attested in the large hoards and containing 
a larger share of silver). Since a metallurgical 
analysis was conducted on only a single coin 
of this type (AMZ A919: Cu 72%, Ag 5.5%, Sn 
5.5%), it would be hasty to generalise from this 
insufficient data, but provisionally it could be 
claimed that all the known coins of this type 
were produced of a copper alloy containing a 
small share of silver. Nevertheless, it should 
rather be understood as an uninterrupted con-
tinuation of previous tradition of coin-produc-
tion in the region attested for the Lt C2 and/or 
Lt C2/D1 period.

Another copper alloy imitation belonging to 
the group of coins that can be subsumed under 
an umbrella-term “coins produced in the �ur-
�evac tradition” was also found at Kuzelin.19 
The reverse die used to produce this piece is 
clearly related to the one used for another late 
�ur�evac coin excavated at Kuzelin,20 sugge-
sting the existence of another local variant of 
late �ur�evac coins perhaps produced in some 
connection with or at the very site. In addition, 
the AMZ holds another similar coin, unfortuna-
tely of unknown provenance,21 while another 
coin of unknown provenance produced by an 

19 MPS 7377 (9.70 g).
20 Sokol 2001: no. 2 = MPS 167/94 (in publications) = MPS 4186 (actual inv. no.).
21 AMZ A14013 (8.98 g).

kao „izvorni“ tauriščanski novac (potvr�en u 
velikim ostavama, a sadržavao je veći udio sre-
bra). Kako je metalurška analiza izvršena na sa-
mo jednoj kovanici ovog tipa (AMZ A919: Cu 72 
%, Ag 5,5 %, Sn 5,5 %), bilo bi brzopleto izvla-
čiti generalizirane zaključke iz očito nedostatnih 
podataka, ali provizorno se može tvrditi da su 
sve poznate kovanice ovog tipa bile načinjene 
od slitine bakra s manjim udjelom srebra. Bez 
obzira na to, ova pojava mora se razumjeti kao 
neprekinuti nastavak ranije tradicije proizvodnje 
kovanica u regiji, potvr�ene u razdobljima Lt C2 
i/ili Lt C2/D1.

Na Kuzelinu je prona�ena još jedna imitacija 
izra�ena od slitine bakra koja se može podvesti 
pod široki termin „kovanica izra�enih u �ur�e-
vačkoj tradiciji“.19 Reversni pečat iskorišten za 
kovanje ovog primjerka jasno je povezan s peča-
tom kojim je iskovana još jedna kasna �ur�evač-
ka kovanica s Kuzelina,20 što sugerira postojanje 
još jedne lokalne varijante kasnih �ur�evačkih 
kovanica, možda izra�enih u nekoj vezi s loka-
litetom ili na samom lokalitetu. Nadalje, sličan 
primjerak čuva se u AMZ-u, nažalost bez zabi-
lježenog mjesta nalaza,21 dok je još jedna kova-
nica nepoznate provenijence, koja se pojavila na 

19 MPS 7377 (9,70 g).
20 Sokol 2001: br. 2 = MPS 167/94 (u publikacijama) = MPS 4186 (stvarni inv. br.).
21 AMZ A14013 (8,98 g).

Fig. 3 — Coins of the Kuzelin A type: 1−2 Kuzelin (1 MPS 4184, photo by: I. Krajcar; 2 MPS 8338, photo by: I. Krajcar; 
with permission of the MPS); 3 Zagreb Upper Town (MGZ 499 A, photo by: M. Gregl; with permission of the MGZ); 4 
AMZ A919 (photo by: I. Krajcar); 5 Obljaj (private collection, photo by: V. Kramberger; Cesarik, Kramberger 2018: 139, 
no. 44); 6 Gradina at Bruvno (private collection, photo by: M. Ilkić, reproduced with permission)
Sl. 3 — Kovanice tipa Kuzelin A: 1−2 Kuzelin (1 MPS 4184, snimio: I. Krajcar; 2 MPS 8338, snimio: I. Krajcar; s dozvolom 
MPS); 3 Zagreb Gornji grad (MGZ 499 A, snimio: M. Gregl; s dozvolom MGZ); 4 AMZ A919 (snimio: I. Krajcar); 5 Obljaj 
(privatna zbirka, snimio: V. Kramberger; Cesarik, Kramberger 2018: 139, br. 44); 6 Gradina at Bruvno (privatna zbirka, sni-
mio: M. Ilkić, objavljeno s dozvolom)
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almost identical pair of dies appeared at an 
auction in 2005.22 The dies used for the obver-
ses of these coins are clearly related to the one 
used to produce MPS 7377 from Kuzelin, while 
their reverses belong to the same type with the 
two Kuzelin coins.23 Even though it is not possi-
ble to ascertain the find site of these coins, it 
seems safe to presume that they were found, 

22 H. D. Rauch, Auction 76, Lot 47, October 17, 2005 (11.32 g). 
23  MPS 7377 and MPS 167/94 (in publications) = MPS 4186 (actual inv. no.).

aukciji 2005. godine, otkovana gotovo identičnim 
parom pečata.22 Pečati kojima su izra�eni aversi 
tih kovanica jasno su povezani s pečatom kojim 
je otkovan primjerak MPS 7377 s Kuzelina, dok 
njihovi reversi pripadaju istom tipu kao i oni dva-
ju kuzelinskih primjeraka.23 Iako nije moguće sa 
sigurnošću utvrditi mjesto nalaska tih kovanica, 
čini se sigurnim pretpostaviti da su prona�ene, 

22 H. D. Rauch, aukcija 76, br. 47, 17. listopada, 2005. (11,32 g).
23 MPS 7377 i MPS 167/94 (u publikacijama) = MPS 4186 (stvarni inv. br.).

Fig. 4 — Distribution of Kuzelin A coins: 1 Kuzelin; 2 Zagreb; 3 Obljaj; 4 Bruvno; white line: the approximate southern 
extension of the Mokronog group (base map: Google Earth. Data SIO, NOAA, U.S. Navy, NGA, GEBCO. Image Landsat / 
Copernicus) (made by: T. Bilić)
Sl. 4 — Distribucija kovanica tipa Kuzelin A: 1 Kuzelin; 2 Zagreb; 3 Obljaj; 4 Bruvno; bijela linija: približna južna granica 
rasprostiranja mokronoške skupine (podloga: Google Earth. Data SIO, NOAA, U.S. Navy, NGA, GEBCO. Image Landsat / 
Copernicus) (izradio: T. Bilić)
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as well as produced, somewhere in the region. 
This especially applies to the AMZ specimen. 
These four coins might be classified in a group 
of late �ur�evac coins for which I propose the 
name “Kuzelin B”, on account of the fact that 
two out of four coins from this group were defi-
nitely found at the Kuzelin hillfort.24

In addition, the obverse of another “mostly 
silver” coin (8.67 g) from Kuzelin is reminiscent 
of �ur�evac depictions (especially the ear), alt-
hough not attributable to any specific die from 
the eponymous hoard, but also shows some not 
insignificant affinity with Samobor obverses; at 
the same time, its reverse is somewhat similar 
to the atypical TKN 117 �ur�evac reverse die.25 
It is possible to compare the obverse of this co-
in with a chance find from the Osječenica hillfort 
in the Banija region near the village of Gorička. 
The latter coin was published as an “early Samo-
bor B” on the authority of P. Kos (Bilić 2017: 242, 
Tab. 1: no. 35, 244, n. 1), which would correspond 
to the Samobor Transitional type, a series of di-
es representing a transitional phase of produc-
tion between the Samobor and �ur�evac coins, 
which primarily occurs in the Samobor–Okić ho-

24 The Kuzelin B type shows some clear similarities to the uncharacteristic 
TKN 52-118 die-combination, which was, naturally, not present in the 
�ur�evac hoard (cf. TKN p. 103).

25 Sokol 2001: 12, no. 5 (with an actual photograph of the coin on p. 13) = 
MPS 7374 (cf. TKN p. 103).

istovremeno i izra�ene, negdje u regiji. To se 
osobito odnosi na primjerak iz AMZ-a. Te četiri 
kovanice mogu se klasificirati kao tip kasnih �ur-
�evačkih kovova za koji predlažem naziv „Kuzelin 
B“, na osnovu činjenice što su dva od ukupno če-
tiri primjerka ovog tipa sigurno prona�ena unutar 
kuzelinskog naselja.24

Dodatno, avers još jedne „uglavnom srebrne“ 
kovanice (8,67 g) s Kuzelina podsjeća na �ur-
�evačke prikaze (osobito uho), iako se ne može 
pripisati nekom specifičnom pečatu iz eponimne 
ostave, ali tako�er pokazuje neke nezanemarive 
sličnosti sa samoborskim aversima; istovremeno, 
revers ove kovanice nalik je atipičnom reversnom 
pečatu TKN 117 �ur�evačkog tipa.25 Avers ovog 
primjerka moguće je usporediti sa slučajnim na-
lazom s gradine Osječenica na Baniji, u blizini 
sela Gorička. Kovanica s Osječenice publicirana 
je kao „rani Samobor B tip“ prema determina-
ciji P. Kosa (Bilić 2017: 242, tab. 1: br. 35, 244, 
bilj. 1), što bi odgovaralo samoborskom Prijela-
znom tipu, seriji pečata koji predstavljaju prije-
laznu fazu produkcije izme�u kovanica tipa Sa-
mobor i �ur�evac, a koji se primarno pojavljuju 
u ostavi Samobor–Okić (Bilić: u tisku). Uistinu, 

24 Tip kovanica Kuzelin B pokazuje odre�ene nezanemarive sličnosti s 
atipičnom kombinacijom pečata TKN 52-118, koja, naravno, nije zastu-
pljena u �ur�evačkoj ostavi (usp. TKN str. 103).

25 Sokol 2001: 12, br. 5 (fotografija opisane kovanice na str. 13) = MPS 7374 
(usp. TKN str. 103).

Fig. 5 — Coins of the Kuzelin B type: 1−2 Kuzelin (1 MPS 4186, photo by: I. Krajcar; 2 MPS 7377, photo by: I. Krajcar); 3 
AMZ A14013 (photo by: I. Krajcar); 4 H. D. Rauch, Auction 76, Lot 47, October 17, 2005 (made by: T. Bilić) 
Sl. 5 — Kovanice tipa Kuzelin B: 1−2 Kuzelin (1 MPS 4186, snimio: I. Krajcar; 2 MPS 7377, snimio: I. Krajcar); 3 AMZ A14013 
(snimio: I. Krajcar); 4 H. D. Rauch, Aukcija 76, Lot 47, 17. listopada 2005 (izradio: T. Bilić) 
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ard (Bilić: forthcoming). Indeed, both the obver-
se and reverse of this coin show affinities with 
the Samobor Transitional coins, but do not share 
dies with the coins of this type from the Samo-
bor–Okić hoard. The coin was – together with 
another, further unspecified Tauriscan tetra-
drachm (Bilić 2017: 243, Tab. 1: no. 53)26 – found 
by a local enthusiast (Ožanić 1998: 36). It appe-
ars that these two coins are the only tangible evi-
dence for the postulated LIA settlement on the 
hillfort, since no other material is documented in 
the studies discussing the site, as opposed to the 
material from the Late Bronze Age, Early Iron Age 
and the Roman period (Durman 1992: 126–127; 
Ožanić 1998: 27–29). Although this is somewhat 
precarious, it does not seem too bold to pre-
suppose the existence of a settlement at a site 
that was continuously occupied for such a long 

period and, at the same time, to postulate that 
the Tauriscan coins recovered from Osječenica 
indeed belong to this occupational horizon.

Finally, a “mostly silver” coin (9.60 g) from Ku-
zelin should also most likely be classified as in-
spired by �ur�evac tetradrachms; it apparently 
cannot be matched with any of the dies used 
to produce the actual coins from the �ur�evac 
hoard (not enough diagnostic elements that 
would enable a more secure identification are 
preserved).27

26 Durman (1991: 93) and Ožanić (1998: 28, 36) classify both coins as 
Samobor-type tetradrachms, but I have not seen the other specimen.

27 Sokol 2001: 13 no. 6 (with an actual photograph of the coin on p. 12) = 
MPS 7375.

i avers i revers ove kovanice pokazuju sličnost 
sa samoborskim Prijelaznim tipom, ali ipak ona 
ne dijeli pečate s kovanicama ovog tipa iz ostave 
Samobor–Okić. Kovanicu s Osječenice – zajedno 
s još jednom, pobliže nedefiniranom, tauriščan-
skom tetradrahmom (Bilić 2017: 243, tab. 1: br. 
53)26 − pronašao je lokalni zaljubljenik u arheo-
logiju (Ožanić 1998: 36). Čini se da su te dvije 
kovanice jedini opipljivi dokaz za pretpostavlje-
no postojanje mla�eželjeznodobnog naselja na 
gradini jer drugi materijal iz tog razdoblja nije 
dokumentiran u studijama koje raspravljaju o 
lokalitetu, nasuprot nalazima iz kasnog bronča-
nog i ranog željeznog doba te rimskog razdoblja 
(Durman 1992: 126–127; Ožanić 1998: 27–29). 
Iako je to možda donekle nesigurno, ipak se ne 
čini previše odvažnim pretpostaviti postojanje 
mla�eželjeznodobnog naselja na lokalitetu koji je 

bio kontinuirano naseljen tako dugo vremena te, 
istovremeno, pretpostaviti da tauriščanske kova-
nice prona�ene na Osječenici uistinu pripadaju 
tom horizontu korištenja lokaliteta.

Naposljetku, „uglavnom srebrnu“ kovanicu (9,60 
g) s Kuzelina najvjerojatnije treba klasificirati kao 
kovanicu inspiriranu �ur�evačkim tetradrahmama; 
čini da ju se ne može povezati s bilo kojim od pe-
čata korištenim za proizvodnju kovanica iz same 
�ur�evačke ostave (za sigurniju identifikaciju nije 
sačuvano dovoljno dijagnostičkih elemenata).27

26 Durman (1991: 93) i Ožanić (1998: 28, 36) klasificiraju obje kovanice kao 
tetradrahme samoborskog tipa, ali taj drugi primjerak nisam imao prilike 
vidjeti.

27 Sokol 2001: 13 br. 6 (fotografija opisane kovanice na str. 12) = MPS 7375.

Fig. 6 — Coins from Kuzelin (1 MPS 7374, photo by: I. Krajcar) and Osječenica (2, courtesy of A. Durman)
Sl. 6 — Kovanice s Kuzelina (1 MPS 7374, snimio: I. Krajcar) i Osječenici (2, ljubaznošću A. Durmana)
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no. / 
br.

inv. no. /
inv. br.

archaeological informa-
tion / 
arheološki podaci

type / tip metal / bullion 
(Sokol 2001)

weight / 
težina (g)

bibliography / 
literatura

1

MPS 4179 (in pu-
blications 166/94) 
/ 
MPS 4179 (u 
publikacijama 
166/94)

1991, q. 11B /
1991., kv. 11B

Zickzackgruppe 
OTA 459−461 var

silver / srebro 10.10 Sokol 1994a: no. 
118; 1994b: no. 1; 
2001: no. 1 / 
Sokol 1994a:br. 
118; 1994b: br. 1; 
2001: br. 1

2
MPS 7376 Samobor A, TKN 

28a-90 
alloyed silver / 
legura bakra i 
srebra

7.96 Sokol 2001: no. 7 / 
Sokol 2001: br. 7

3

MPS 4185 (in 
publications 
168/94) / 
MPS 4185 (u 
publikacijama 
168/94)

1983, trench 4, along a 
rampart wall /
1983., sonda 4, uz zemlja-
ni bedem 

Samobor B, TKN 
451-109

alloyed silver / 
legura bakra i 
srebra

10.55 Sokol 1994a: no. 
124; 1994b: no. 3; 
2001: no. 3 / 
Sokol 1994a: br. 
124; 1994b: br. 3; 
2001: br. 3

4

MPS 7375 �ur�evac (traditi-
on�) /
�ur�evac ili �ur�e-
vačka tradicija 

mostly silver /
uglavnom srebro

9.60 Sokol 2001: no. 6 / 
Sokol 2001: br. 6

5

MPS 7374 �ur�evac (traditi-
on�) /
�ur�evac ili �ur�e-
vačka tradicija

mostly silver /
uglavnom srebro

8.67 Sokol 2001: no. 5 / 
Sokol 2001: br. 5

6

MPS 4184 (in 
publications 
169/94) / 
MPS 4184 (u 
publikacijama 
169/94)

1984, trench 6, flooring of 
a Late Iron Age house /
1984., sonda 6, podnica 
mla�eželjeznodobne kuće

�ur�evac tradition 
– Kuzelin A / 
�ur�evačka tradi-
cija – Kuzelin A

alloyed silver / 
legura bakra i 
srebra

8.17 Sokol 1994a: no. 
123; 1994b: no. 4; 
2001: no. 4 / 
Sokol 1994a: br. 
123; 1994b: br. 4; 
2001: br. 4

7

MPS 8338 2002 �ur�evac tradition 
– Kuzelin A / 
�ur�evačka tradi-
cija – Kuzelin A

alloyed silver / 
legura bakra i 
srebra

7.87 unpublished / 
neobjavljeno

*

AMZ A919 �ur�evac tradition 
– Kuzelin A / 
�ur�evačka tradi-
cija – Kuzelin A

Cu 72%, Ag 5.5%, 
Sn 5.5%

8.34 Bilić 2022: Pl. 16: 
23 / 
Bilić 2022: T. 16: 
23

*

Gradina kod 
Bruvna, privatna 
zbirka /
Gradina at Bruvno, 
private collection

�ur�evac tradition 
– Kuzelin A / 
�ur�evačka tradi-
cija – Kuzelin A

copper alloy, allo-
yed silver / 
bakrena slitina, 
legura bakra i 
srebra

8.02 unpublished / 
neobjavljeno

*

Obiljaj, private 
collection /
Obljaj, privatna 
zbirka

�ur�evac tradition 
– Kuzelin A / 
�ur�evačka tradi-
cija – Kuzelin A

copper alloy, allo-
yed silver / 
bakrena slitina, 
legura bakra i 
srebra

7.99 Bilić 2022: Pl. 16: 
24 / 
Bilić 2022: T. 16: 
24

*

Zagreb Upper 
Town, MGZ 499 
A / 
Zagreb Gornji 
grad, MGZ 499 A

�ur�evac tradition 
– Kuzelin A / 
�ur�evačka tradi-
cija – Kuzelin A

copper alloy, allo-
yed silver / 
bakrena slitina, 
legura bakra i 
srebra

7.88 Bilić 2022: Pl. 16: 
25 / 
Bilić 2022: T. 16: 
25

8

MPS 7377 2015 �ur�evac tradition 
– Kuzelin B / 
�ur�evačka tradi-
cija – Kuzelin B

copper alloy, allo-
yed silver / 
bakrena slitina, 
legura bakra i 
srebra

9.70 Bilić 2022: Pl. 16:  
28 / 
Bilić 2022: T. 16: 
28



79

TOMISLAV BILIĆ,  MLA�EŽELJEZNODOBNE KOVANICE �UR�EVAČKE TRADICIJE S KUZELINA (JUGOZAPADNA PANONIJA), 

PRIL. INST. ARHEOL. ZAGREBU, 40/2/2023, STR. 63–87

THE DEPOSITION OF COINS AT 

KUZELIN 
Since the site was excavated by a team of pro-

fessional archaeologists, there is some valuable 
information on the depositional context for so-
me of the coins. With respect to the deposition 
of Late Iron Age coins in general, modern scho-
lars have now reached a somewhat counterintu-
itive conclusion positing the dominance of the 
ritualistic explanation of the depositional con-
text of Late Iron Age coin finds, at the same time 
questioning the monetary function of coinage in 
Late Iron Age societies.28 In this light, the finds 
of coin hoards attributed to the Taurisci tribal 
alliance should most likely be understood as 
primarily originating in a ritualistic context. The 
Ljubljanica hoard, found in a riverbed, might be 
the clearest example of a votive deposition of 
Tauriscan coins. It appears that the deposition 
of this particular coin hoard belongs to a wider 
practice of votive deposition of different metal 
objects, in the first place those of military cha-
racter, that is widely attested for precisely this 
part of the Ljubljanica during the LIA, more pre-
cisely, during the period encompassing Lt C2 

28 Wigg-Wolf 2018: 15−16: “… a number of recent studies of the contexts of 
Iron Age coin finds have suggested that ritual aspects played an important, 
perhaps even the dominant, role in the taphonomy of Iron Age coin finds 
and that the monetary function of the coinage has been exaggerated”.

KONTEKSTI ODLAGANJA 
KOVANICA NA KUZELINU

Kako je lokalitet istraživala profesionalna 
arheološka ekipa, dostupne su važne informa-
cije o kontekstu odlaganja nekih od prona�e-
nih kovanica. U kontekstu odlaganja mla�e-
željeznodobnih kovanica na općenitoj razini, 
moderni istraživači su došli do pomalo kontra-
intuitivnog zaključka o dominaciji ritualistič-
kog objašnjavanja konteksta odlaganja mla�e-
željeznodobnih nalaza kovanica, u isto vrije-
me propitkujući monetarnu funkciju kovanica 
u mla�eželjeznodobnim društvima.28 U tom 
svjetlu, ostave kovanica pripisane tauriščan-
skoj plemenskoj zajednici mogu se najvjero-
jatnije razumjeti kao nalazi nastali primarno 
u ritualnom kontekstu. Ostava iz Ljubljanice, 
prona�ena u koritu rijeke, mogla bi biti najja-
sniji primjer votivnog odlaganja tauriščanskih 
kovanica. Čini se da se odlaganje ove ostave 
naslanja na širu praksu votivnih odlaganja ra-
zličitih metalnih predmeta, u prvom redu onih 
vojničkog karaktera, koja je obilno potvr�ena 
upravo za ovaj dio korita Ljubljanice tijekom 
mla�eg željeznog doba, preciznije, tijekom 

28 Wigg-Wolf 2018: 15−16: “… veći broj recentnih kontekstualnih analiza 
željeznodobnih kovanica sugerira da je ritualni aspekt imao bitnu, možda 
i dominantnu, ulogu u tafonomiji željeznodobnih nalaza kovanica te da je 
monetarna funkcija kovanica bila prenaglašena” (prijevod autora).

9

MPS 4186 (in 
publications MPS 
167/94) / 
MPS 4186 (u pu-
blikacijama MPS 
167/94)

1991, trench 1 /
1991., sonda 1

�ur�evac tradition 
– Kuzelin B / 
�ur�evačka tradi-
cija – Kuzelin B

copper alloy, allo-
yed silver / 
bakrena slitina, 
legura bakra i 
srebra

9.46 Sokol 1994a: no. 
125; 1994b: no. 2; 
2001: no. 2 / 
Sokol 1994a: br. 
125; 1994b: br. 2; 
2001: br. 2

* 

H. D. Rauch, Auc-
tion 76, Lot 47, 
October 17, 2005 / 
H. D. Rauch, auk-
cija 76, br. 47, 17. 
listopada 2005. 

�ur�evac tradition 
– Kuzelin B / 
�ur�evačka tradi-
cija – Kuzelin B

copper alloy, allo-
yed silver / 
bakrena slitina, 
legura bakra i 
srebra

11.32

*

AMZ A14013 �ur�evac tradition 
– Kuzelin B / 
�ur�evačka tradi-
cija – Kuzelin B

copper alloy, allo-
yed silver / 
bakrena slitina, 
legura bakra i 
srebra

8.98 unpublished / 
neobjavljeno

Tab. 1 — Late Iron Age Tauriscan coins from Kuzelin (with comparative material marked with *). q = quadrant, AMZ = 
Archaeological Museum in Zagreb, MGZ = Zagreb City Museum, MPS = Museum of Prigorje (made by: T. Bilić)
Tab. 1 — Mla�eželjeznodobne kovanice Tauriska s Kuzelina (s usporednim nalazima označenima s *). kv = kvadrant, AMZ = 
Arheološki muzej u Zagrebu, MGZ = Muzej grada Zagreba, MPS = Muzej Prigorja (izradio: T. Bilić)
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and Lt D periods (Gaspari 2007: especially p. 
148−149; 2009: especially p. 71; Kos, Šemrov 
2003: 381, 388 interpreted the deposition of 
the hoard in more prosaic terms). Although this 
conclusion is indeed on safest ground when dis-
cussing coin hoards, single finds must also be 
treated individually by studying, as far as possi-
ble, their archaeological context.29

Unfortunately, not many finds fall in that par-
ticular category. The LIA coins from the Kuze-
lin hillfort on Medvednica are thus of special 
importance since their depositional context 
can be partially studied. Indeed, one Tauris-
can tetradrachm of the local Kuzelin A type was 
found in the flooring of a LIA house,30 sugge-
sting that it is likelier that it was ritually depo-
sited (perhaps as a foundation deposit), rather 
than inadvertently lost or intentionally hidden 
and intended to be retrieved and (re-)used in, 
for example, market exchange. Another sin-
gle find from Kuzelin, a coin of the Samobor 
B type produced by a pair of dies attested in 
the eponymous hoard, was deposited along a 
rampart wall,31 which also points to a ritualistic 
context, perhaps representing an apotropa-
ic deposit of some kind or something similar. 
However, more prosaic explanations cannot be 
dismissed in either of these two cases.

In addition, one of the coins produced in the 
�ur�evac tradition from Kuzelin was chop-
marked on the obverse.32 Whether its authenti-
city was doubted and checked during its use in 
some kind of transaction (here it appears that 
the scepticism of the receiver of the coin wo-
uld be warranted) or the chop-mark represen-
ted the ritual ‘killing’ of the coin, in other wor-
ds, its final demonetisation (van Heesch 2008: 
52; Wigg-Wolf 2005: 371−376; 2018: 17−21), 
cannot be ascertained due to the lack of any 
contextual information.

The fact that both late �ur�evac copper alloy 
coins of local production (i.e., perhaps produ-
ced at, or in the close connection with, the very 
site) and the coins that were produced elsewhe-
re in the region – on the same occasion as the 
coins deposited as the Samobor–Okić hoard – 
were indiscriminately used in what appear to be 
votive contexts, suggests that they were treated 
as objects of equal or similar status and suitable 

29 An earlier form of this discussion appears in Bilić 2022: 144.
30  Sokol 2001: no. 4 = MPS 169/94 (in publications) = MPS 4184 (actual inv. 

no.).
31 Sokol 2001: no. 3 = MPS 168/94 (in publications) = MPS 4185 (actual inv. 

no.).
32 MPS 7377 (9.70 g).

razdoblja Lt C2 i Lt D (Gaspari 2007: osobi-
to str. 148−149; 2009: osobito str. 71; Kos, 
Šemrov 2003: 381, 388 interpretiraju odlaga-
nje ove ostave u prozaičnijim terminima). Iako 
je ovakva interpretacija najsigurnija kada se 
raspravlja o ostavama kovanica, pojedinačni 
nalazi se tako�er moraju promatrati od slučaja 
do slučaja, uzimajući u obzir, koliko je to mo-
guće, njihov arheološki kontekst.29

Nažalost, mali broj nalaza pripada toj kate-
goriji. Mla�eželjeznodobne kovanice s Kuze-
lina na Medvednici tako dobivaju na važnosti 
jer se njihovi konteksti odlaganja mogu barem 
djelomično analizirati. Tako je jedna tetradrah-
ma lokalnog tipa Kuzelin A prona�ena u podnici 
mla�eželjeznodobne kuće,30 što sugerira da je 
vjerojatnije ritualno odložena (možda kao votiv-
ni prilog prilikom gradnje) nego namjerno skri-
vena s namjerom da se kasnije povrati i (ponov-
no) koristi u, npr., tržišnoj razmjeni. Još jedan 
pojedinačni nalaz s Kuzelina, kovanica tipa Sa-
mobor B izra�ena parom pečata koji se pojavlju-
ju i u eponimnoj ostavi, odložena je uz zemljani 
bedem,31 što tako�er sugerira ritualni kontekst, 
možda apotropejske namjene ili slično. S druge 
strane, u oba slučaja ne smiju se odbaciti ni pro-
zaičnija objašnjenja.

Nadalje, jedna od kovanica s Kuzelina izra�e-
nih u �ur�evačkoj tradiciji zarezana je na aver-
su.32 Zbog nedostatka bilo kakvih informacija o 
kontekstu nalaza, nije moguće utvrditi je li ov-
dje na djelu posljedica sumnje u autentičnost 
predmeta koja je bila provjerena tijekom neke 
transakcije (u ovom slučaju skepticizam prima-
telja bio bi opravdan) ili urez predstavlja ritual-
no „ubijanje“ kovanice, drugim riječima, njezinu 
konačnu demonetizaciju (van Heesch 2008: 52; 
Wigg-Wolf 2005: 371−376; 2018: 17−21). 

Obzirom da su i lokalne kasne �ur�evač-
ke kovanice načinjene od slitine bakra (tj. one 
koje su možda otkovane na samom lokalitetu 
ili u bliskoj vezi s njim) i kovanice proizvedene 
drugdje u regiji – istom prilikom kada su izra-
�ene i kovanice koje su odložene kao ostava 
Samobor–Okić – bile bez diskriminacije kori-
štene u, barem naizgled, votivnom kontekstu, 
izgledno je da su tretirane kao predmeti istog 
ili sličnog statusa, prikladni za iste ili slične na-
mjene. Nažalost, nije moguće utvrditi kontekst 

29 Ranija verzija ove rasprave pojavljuje se u Bilić 2022: 144.
30 Sokol 2001: br. 4 = MPS 169/94 (u publikacijama) = MPS 4184 (stvarni inv. 

br.).
31 Sokol 2001; br. 3 = MPS 168/94 (u publikacijama) = MPS 4185 (stvarni inv. 

br.).
32 MPS 7377 (9,70 g).
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for identical or similar uses. It is unfortunately 
impossible to ascertain the depositional context 
of the rest of the Kuzelin numismatic assembla-
ge, but since two out of nine specimens were 
deposited in a context that can be interpreted 
as non-utilitarian, it is possible to think in simi-
lar terms on the – at least potential – function of 
the remainder of the assemblage. This does not 
mean that votive context was the only setting in 
which the LIA coins at Kuzelin were used – coins 
can be used in different situations during the-
ir lifetime – but it is the most tangible context 
at our disposal. Indeed, the coins struck on the 
same occasion as the coins deposited as the 
Samobor–Okić hoard must have had a different 
function in the transaction between the minting 
authority responsible for their production and 
the receiver or receivers of the specific coins 
that ended up at Kuzelin. They might have been 
used as tokens of goodwill between the two par-
ties involved in the transaction, or as a payment 
for some past or future service, or they could 
have been brought home from a public gathe-
ring held at a relatively nearby site as tokens or 
mementos of the – obviously important – event, 
whether of a unique or cyclical occurrence.

CONCLUSION

The hillfort settlement at Kuzelin near Zagreb 
has yielded a number of LIA coins in controlled 
archaeological excavations. Other objects of 
material culture recovered from the settlement 
are characteristic for the Lt D1 phase, so the 
coins must have been deposited, and most of 
them plausibly also produced, in the period ca. 
150/130−70/50 BC. One of the coins was depo-
sited at a rampart wall, while it was apparently 
produced ca. 40 km to the south-west, at Gra-
dec near Okić, together with the rest of the co-
ins in the Samobor–Okić hoard. Its deposition 
context strongly suggests a votive function, 
and the coin was perhaps intentionally brou-
ght to the site for this particular – or one very 
similar – purpose. Another Tauriscan coin was 
apparently intentionally deposited within the 
Kuzelin settlement: a debased and reduced te-
tradrachm produced in the �ur�evac tradition 
was thus found in a flooring of an LIA house, 
perhaps representing a foundation deposit, 
or a coin deposited on some other occasion in 
the building’s biography. Naturally, other, mo-
re prosaic, interpretations of this type of find 
are always possible (Horsnæs 2018: 115, 117). 

odlaganja ostalih kovanica koje pripadaju ku-
zelinskom numizmatičkom zapisu, ali obzirom 
da su dva od ukupno devet primjeraka bila od-
ložena u kontekstu koji se može interpretirati 
kao neutilitaran, moguće je u sličnim terminima 
razmišljati i o – barem potencijalnoj – funkciji 
ostalih numizmatičkih nalaza. Ovo ne znači da 
je odlaganje u votivnom kontekstu jedini način 
na koji su mla�eželjeznodobne kovanice kori-
štene na Kuzelinu – kovanice mogu biti korište-
ne u različitim situacijama tijekom svojeg po-
stojanja – ali je najopipljiviji kontekst kojeg mo-
žemo prepoznati. Uistinu, kovanice izra�ene 
istom prigodom kao i one odložene kao ostava 
Samobor–Okić morale su imati različitu funk-
ciju u kontekstu transakcije izme�u kovničkog 
autoriteta odgovornog za njihovu izradu i pri-
matelja specifičnih kovanica koje su dospjele 
na Kuzelin. One su mogle biti korištene kao 
zalog dobre volje izme�u dvaju strana uklju-
čenih u transakciju ili naknada za neku prošlu 
ili buduću uslugu, ili su mogle biti donijete na 
Kuzelin s nekog javnog okupljanja održanog na 
lokaciji u relativnoj blizini kao zalozi ili podsjet-
nici na – očito bitni – doga�aj, bilo jedinstvene 
ili cikličke prirode.

ZAKLJUČAK

U kontroliranim arheološkim istraživanjima vi-
sinskog utvr�enog naselja na Kuzelinu kraj Za-
greba prona�en je nezanemarivi broj mla�eželje-
znodobnih kovanica. Ostali predmeti materijalne 
kulture prona�eni unutar naselja karakteristični 
su za period Lt D1, što znači da su kovanice morale 
biti odložene – a većina njih vjerojatno i izra�ene 
− u razdoblju 150./130. – 70./50. g. pr. Kr. Jedna 
od kovanica odložena je uz zemljani bedem, na-
kon što je bila otkovana oko 40 km jugozapadno 
od Kuzelina, uz lokalitet Gradec kod Okića, za-
jedno s ostalim kovanicama iz ostave Samobor–
Okić. Njezin kontekst odlaganja snažno sugerira 
votivnu funkciju, a kovanica je možda i donesena 
na lokalitet upravo zbog ove specifične – ili neke 
slične – svrhe. Još jedna tauriščanska kovanica 
s lokaliteta Kuzelin je vjerojatno namjerno odlo-
žena: riječ je o devalviranoj i reduciranoj tetra-
drahmi izra�enoj u �ur�evačkoj tradiciji koja je 
prona�ena u podnici mla�eželjeznodobne kuće, 
a koja možda predstavlja votivni prilog prilikom 
gradnje ili polog odložen prigodom nekog drugog 
značajnog momenta u biografiji gra�evine. Na-
ravno, prozaičnije interpretacije ovakvih nalaza 
su uvijek moguće (Horsnæs 2018: 115, 117). Isto-
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At the same time, this particular coin unequi-
vocally proves that the coins produced in the 
�ur�evac tradition were already struck during 
the Lt D1 period. In addition, the obverse die 
used to produce this coin is identical to the die 
used to produce the Zagreb Upper Town coin 
found in the context of a late La Tène (i.e., Lt D) 
settlement and another debased and reduced 
tetradrachm produced in the �ur�evac traditi-
on found at Kuzelin, while the reverses of these 
three coins are clearly related. I have classifi-
ed these three coins as of the Kuzelin A type. 
Their existence suggests the presence of a re-
gional production centre or travelling works-
hop, which supplied coins not only to these two 
hillfort sites on the slopes of Medvednica ca. 
20 km apart as the crow flies, but also, appa-
rently (that is, if we put our trust in the reports 
of illegal users of metal detectors), to hillfort 
sites in Lika more than 150 km to the south, far 
outside the area occupied by the Taurisci (Bilić 
2022: 134).33

Several more coins found at Kuzelin hillfort 
support the Lt D1 date for the coins produced in 
the �ur�evac tradition. Two coins in particular, 
judging by their weight, appear to be early imi-
tations of standard �ur�evac tetradrachms.34 
Moreover, the reverse dies used to produce 
these coins are clearly related, testifying to the 
existence of another local variant of �ur�evac 
coins, which I have classified as Kuzelin B type, 
perhaps produced at the very site of Kuzelin, or 
at least for a minting authority in control of the 
hillfort.35 Furthermore, one coin from Kuzelin 
was chop-marked on the obverse. In the light 
of the apparently intentional and purposeful 
depositions of other coins at Kuzelin it could be 
argued that the chop-mark here represents the 
ritual “killing” of the coin, but other interpreta-
tions are also possible.

It appears that no “�ur�evac-type” coins 
from Kuzelin show a die-relation with the co-
ins from the eponymous hoard (as opposed 
to the Samobor coins from the site). Some of 
them clearly belong to the category of coins 
produced in the �ur�evac tradition (debased 
and reduced coins of poor workmanship), whi-

33 This inference is further contradicted by the documented LIA prefer-
ence for the use of gold in long-distance and less frequent contacts, as 
opposed to the more localized and habitual use of silver coins (Pudney 
2019: 34, summarizing Leins 2012).

34 Sokol 2001: 10, no. 2; MPS 167/94 (in publications) = MPS 4186 (actual 
inv. no.) (9.46 g); MPS 7377 (9.70 g) (Bilić 2022: 137−138).

35 The proposition of Kuzelin hillfort as either the place of issue or the seat 
of the minting authority that commissioned these coins is admittedly 
highly conjectural.

vremeno, ova kovanica nedvojbeno dokazuje da 
su kovanice izra�ene u �ur�evačkoj tradiciji bile 
kovane već tijekom razdoblja Lt D1. Uz to, aversni 
pečat kojim je ova kovanica izra�ena identičan je 
pečatu kojim je proizveden primjerak prona�en 
u kontekstu kasnolatenskog (tj. Lt D) naselja na 
zagrebačkom Gornjem gradu te još jedna deval-
virana i reducirana tetradrahma izra�ena u �ur-
�evačkoj tradiciji s Kuzelina, dok su reversi ove tri 
kovanice nesumnjivo povezani. Ove tri kovanice 
sam klasificirao kao tip Kuzelin A. Njihovo posto-
janje sugerira prisustvo regionalnog proizvodnog 
centra ili putujuće radionice, koji je kovanicama 
opskrbljivao ne samo ta dva visinska lokaliteta na 
padinama Medvednice me�usobno udaljena oko 
20 km zračnom linijom, već i, izgleda (tj. ako vje-
rujemo ilegalnim korisnicima detektora metala), 
gradinske lokalitete u Lici, više od 150 km južnije, 
daleko izvan područja koje su kontrolirali Taurisci 
(Bilić 2022: 134).33

Još nekoliko kovanica prona�enih na Kuzelinu 
podupire dataciju kovanica proizvedenih u �ur-
�evačkoj tradiciji u razdoblje Lt D1. Dvije kova-
nice, sudeći prema njihovoj težini, čine se ranim 
imitacijama standardnih �ur�evačkih tetradra-
hmi.34 Štoviše, reversni pečati kojima su otkovani 
ti primjerci jasno su povezani, što svjedoči o po-
stojanju još jedne lokalne varijante �ur�evačkih 
kovanica, koje sam klasificirao kao tip Kuzelin B, 
a koji je možda bio kovan na samom lokalitetu 
ili barem za kovnički autoritet koji je kontrolirao 
ovu visinsku utvrdu.35 Nadalje, jedna kovanica 
s Kuzelina bila je zarezana na aversu. U svjetlu 
izvjesno namjernih i smislenih odlaganja drugih 
kovanica na Kuzelinu može se tvrditi da usjek u 
ovom slučaju predstavlja ritualno „ubojstvo“ ko-
vanice, iako su moguće i drugačije interpretacije.

Čini se da niti jedna kovanica „�ur�evačkog 
tipa“ prona�ena na Kuzelinu nije povezana pe-
čatima s tetradrahmama iz eponimne ostave (za 
razliku od kovanica tipa Samobor prona�enih na 
lokalitetu). Neke od njih jasno pripadaju kate-
goriji kovanica izra�enih u �ur�evačkoj tradiciji 
(devalvirani i reducirani primjerci slabe izvedbe), 
dok se druge čine bližima izvornome tipu, ali ne-
dovoljno da bi ih se nedvojbeno klasificiralo kao 

33 Ovaj zaključak je dalje kontradiktoran u odnosu na dokumentirano 
mla�eželjeznodobno preferiranje korištenja zlata u manje frekventnim 
kontaktima te onima ostvarivanima preko većih udaljenosti, nasuprot 
lokaliziranijem i uobičajenijem korištenju srebrnih kovanica (Pudney 2019: 
34, sumirajući Leins 2012).

34 Sokol 2001: 10, br. 2;MPS 167/94 (u publikacijama) = MPS 4186 (stvarni inv. 
br.) (9,46 g); MPS 7377 (9,70 g) (Bilić 2022: 137−138).

35 Prijedlozi po kojima je lokalitet Kuzelin bio proizvodno središte ili sjedište 
kovničarskog autoriteta odgovornog za narudžbu kovanica su, naravno, 
uvijek samo hipotetični.
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le others appear closer to the core type, but 
certainly not close enough to be unequivocally 
classified as �ur�evac type tetradrachms (that 
is, those that can be related to the dies used 
in the production of coins from the eponymo-
us hoard). The Kuzelin assemblage might su-
ggest that these two related groups (the �ur-
�evac type tetradrachms and those produced 
in the �ur�evac tradition) were produced and/
or used simultaneously during the Lt D1 peri-
od. Alternatively, one could classify all Kuzelin 
Tauriscan coins under the category of coins 
produced in the �ur�evac tradition. Only futu-
re studies, including the metallurgical analysis 
of the coins from Kuzelin, will make a more in-
formed choice between these two alternatives 
possible.

Thus, the numismatic record from Kuzelin te-
stifies to both the debasement and weight re-
duction of Tauriscan, in the first place �ur�evac, 
coinage. Since it was persuasively established 
that the archaeological material from the site 
belongs exclusively to the La Tène D1 phase, in 
absolute dates, ca. 150/130−70/50 BC, it is likely 
that both debasement and weight reduction we-
re already current in this early period, although 
certainly not so radically as that evidenced at, 
for example, the Donje Orešje–Graci site.

Finally, the chronological position of archae-
ological finds from Kuzelin corresponds to the 
absolute chronology (as understood at present) 
of the Late Iron Age coins found at the site. In 
contrast, the LIA coins from the Donje Orešje–
Graci site can hardly belong to such an early 
period (even though this cannot be conclusively 
excluded), and the Late Iron Age coins on these 
two sites likely belong to different chronologi-
cal horizons. At the same time, as already men-
tioned, after the LIA settlement on the Kuzelin 
ceased to function, probably during the late 1st 
century BC, there is no record of Roman presen-
ce until the second half of the 2nd century AD, 
which, from a numismatic perspective, partially 
corresponds to the situation at the Donje Oreš-
je–Graci site, as noted above (Bilić 2022: 138). 
Thus, a process of coin-production that involved 
the use of base-metal alloys and reduction in si-
ze and weight of flans, occurring simultaneou-
sly or in succession at different sites throughout 
the south-western Pannonia, can be observed in 
the numismatic record of several sites. At pre-
sent, it does not seem possible to recognize a 
linear development of debasement and/or re-
duction, which, in any case, seems improbable.

tetradrahme tipa �ur�evac (tj. one koje se mogu 
povezati s pečatima kojima su izra�ene kovani-
ce iz eponimne ostave). Kuzelinski nalazi možda 
sugeriraju da su te dvije povezane grupe (tetra-
drahme tipa �ur�evac i kovanice proizvedene u 
�ur�evačkoj tradiciji) bile izra�ivane i/ili korište-
ne istovremeno tijekom razdoblja Lt D1. Alterna-
tivno, sve tauriščanske kovanice s Kuzelina mogu 
se svrstati u kategoriju kovanica proizvedenih u 
�ur�evačkoj tradiciji. Samo će buduće studije, 
uključujući metaluršku analizu kuzelinskih nala-
za, omogućiti donošenje utemeljenijeg izbora iz-
me�u ove dvije interpretacije.

Na ovaj način, kuzelinski numizmatički nala-
zi svjedoče i devalvaciji i redukciji u težini tau-
riščanskih, u prvom redu �ur�evačkih, kovanica. 
Kako je uvjerljivo utvr�eno da arheološki mate-
rijal s lokaliteta pripada isključivo razdoblju La 
Tène D1, u apsolutnim terminima, oko 150./130. 
– 70-/50. g. pr. Kr., vjerojatno su i devalvacija i 
redukcija u težini bile aktualne već u ovom ra-
nom razdoblju, iako sigurno ne u tako radikalnom 
obliku kao što se pojavljuju, npr., na lokalitetu 
Donje Orešje – Graci.

Konačno, kronološki položaj arheoloških na-
laza s Kuzelina odgovara apsolutnoj kronologiji 
(kako se ona u ovom trenutku shvaća) mla�eže-
ljeznodobnih kovanica prona�enih na lokalitetu. 
Nasuprot ovome, mla�eželjeznodobne kovanice 
s lokaliteta Donje Orešje – Graci teško mogu pri-
padati tako ranom razdoblju (iako se to ne može 
u potpunosti isključiti) te mla�eželjeznodobne 
kovanice s ta dva lokaliteta najvjerojatnije pripa-
daju dvama različitim vremenskim horizontima. 
Istovremeno, kao što je već spomenuto, nakon 
što je mla�eželjeznodobno naselje na Kuzelinu 
prestalo funkcionirati, vjerojatno tijekom kasnog 
1. st. pr. Kr., rimsko prisustvo na lokalitetu nije za-
bilježeno sve do druge polovice 2. st. po Kr., što, 
iz numizmatičke perspektive, djelomično odgo-
vara situaciji na lokalitetu Donje Orešje – Graci, 
kako je ranije primijećeno (Bilić 2022: 138). Tako 
je kroz numizmatičke zapise različitih lokaliteta 
moguće pratiti proces proizvodnje kovanica, koji 
uključuje upotrebu slitina ne-plemenitih metala 
te redukciju u promjeru i težini kovnih pločica, 
koji se istovremeno ili sukcesivno odvijao na ra-
zličitim lokalitetima diljem jugozapadne Panonije. 
U ovom trenutku ne čini se mogućim prepozna-
ti linearni razvitak devalvacije i/ili redukcije, što 
se, u svakom slučaju, ionako ne čini kao izgledni 
scenarij.

Dodatno, moguće je prepoznati mrežu lokal-
nih središta proizvodnje, me�u kojima se Kuze-
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In addition, a network of local centres of pro-
duction can be recognized, among which Kuze-
lin seems an especially prominent node. Locally 
produced coins were apparently used indiscri-
minately alongside those produced at other si-
tes in the region and, occasionally, beyond. It 
seems that some echoes of peer polity interac-
tions between Gradec at Okić and Kuzelin can 
be detected in their respective coin records, 
although it is difficult to interpret conclusively 
the data in these terms at the present state of 
our knowledge.36

36  For a fuller elaboration of this hypothesis see Bilić: forthcoming. For 
analogous use of the peer polity interaction (PPI) model in explaining the 
spread of coinage within ancient Greece see Renfrew 1986: 11; Howgego 
1995: 16. For a suggestion that the LIA coinage spread following the same 
model see Champion, Champion 1986: 68. On the PPI see Renfrew 1986: 
especially p. 7−8. For an application of the PPI model on the communities 
of south-eastern Pannonia in the 2nd to 1st century BC (traditionally, the 
area occupied by the Scordisci), see briefly Mihajlović 2019: 245.

lin čini osobito istaknutim čvorištem. Čini se da 
su lokalno proizvedene kovanice korištene bez 
diskriminacije uz primjerke otkovane na drugim 
lokalitetima u regiji te, ponekad, i u udaljenijim 
središtima. Moguće je možda primjetiti i odre�e-
ne odjeke istorazinskih interakcija izme�u zajed-
nica s Gradeca kod Okića i Kuzelina u njihovim 
numizmatičkim zapisima, iako je vrlo teško sa si-
gurnošću interpretirati podatke u ovim terminima 
u kontekstu sadašnjih spoznaja.36

Prijevod Translation TOMISLAV BILIĆ
Lektura Proofreading MARKO MARAS

36  Za potpuniju raspravu o ovoj hipotezi vidjeti Bilić: u tisku. Za analognu 
upotrebu modela istorazinske interakcije za objašnjenje širenja novca un-
utar antičke Grčke vidi Renfrew 1986: 11; Howgego 1995: 16. Za prijedlog 
da se mla�eželjeznodobni novac širio prema istom modelu vidi Champion, 
Champion 1986: 68. O modelu istorazinske interakcije vidi Renfrew 1986: 
osobito str. 7−8. Za primjenu modela istorazinske interakcije na zajednice 
jugoistočne Panonije u 2. i 1. st. pr. Kr. (tradicionalno, područje koje se 
pripisuje Skordiscima), vidjeti kratko u Mihajlović 2019: 245.
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