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The1archaeological research has shown that the 
middle course of the Una River, especially the 
area around Bihać was one of the most culturally 
developed territories of present-day Bosnia and 
Herzegovina during the Roman period. By ana-
lysing written sources, archaeological material, 
and epigraphic inscriptions, scholars have come 
to the conclusion that this part of Bosnia and 
Herzegovina represented the easternmost part of 
the Iapodian territory during the Early Empire.2 
This is a relatively confined region surrounded 
by mountains dominated by the Una River. This 
specific geostrategic position influenced the de-
velopment of a separate identity of the Iapodian 
communities.

We should emphasize that the Iapodian ter-
ritory encompassed a large region from Vinica 

1 This paper relates to the research results obtained within 
the scientific research project of the Croatian Science Foun-
dation, Among Gods and Men – The Cults and the Popula-
tion of Roman Dalmatia According to the Votive Inscriptions 
(IP-2020-02-7214), lead by Ljubica Perinić, PhD.
2 Alföldy 1965, 40; Wilkes 1969, 158; Čović 1976, 134; Benac 
1987, 778; Bojanovski 1988, 304; Šašel Kos 2005, 422; Olujić 
2007, 200; Džino / Domić Kunić 2013, 67–68.

in Bela Krajina (White Carniola) in Slovenia via 
Gacka, Lika, Krbava, the Ogulin region, par-
tially encompassed Gorski Kotar and Kordun 
in Croatia and the region of northwest Bosnia 
along the middle course of the Una River.3 These 
Iapodian territory borders were constructed on 
the basis of testimonies of Graeco-Roman au-
thors such as Strabo, Pliny the Elder, Claudius 
Ptolemy, Appian, and Cassius Dio.4 Material 
traces left by the Iapodes as a kind of identity 
marks are especially important for establishing 
borders. By observing the layout of hillfort set-
tlements, the communication between them, 
burial mounds, and necropolises, we come to the 
conclusion that the Iapodian settlements devel-
oped regional identities. Namely, their recognis-
able cultural identity was fragmented into spe-
cific regional variants, which is especially prom-
inent in the Iapodian communities in the Una 
3 Šašel Kos 2005, 422; Olujić 2007, 107–144; Milivojević 
2021, 227.
4 Strabo, 4. 6. 10; Strabo, 7. 5. 2; Plin. HN 3. 139. 127; Ptol. 
Geog. 2. 16; App. Ill.14. 40–42; App. Ill. 16. 46–48; App. Ill. 
18. 52–53; App. Ill. 21. 61; App. Ill. 22. 62–66; Cass. Dio 49. 
34–5; Cass. Dio 56. 11–12.
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River valley in northwest Bosnia.5 For example, 
the cult of Bindus appears only in this territory. 
Moreover, this is the location of the Iapodian set-
tlement Raetinium.

The Iapodian alliance and the 
question of identity
The data preserved in the works of Graeco-
Roman authors and archaeological finds imply 
that the term the Iapodes represents a generic 
name of a community that inhabited the border 
area between southern Pannonia and northern 
Dalmatia. Many pieces of evidence testify about 
the diversity within the envisioned Iapodian ethi-
cal corpus. Although Lika and Ogulin-Plaški pla-
teau are not generally considered the “Iapodian 
cultural epicentre”, the most recent research 
indicates strong regional identities in other mi-
cro-regions, especially in the Una River valley 
and northwest part of Bosnia and Herzegovina.6 
Namely, archaeological explorations have cor-
roborated differences in burial methods during 
the pre-Roman period. Thus, inhumation is pre-
dominant in Lika as a sign of a strong indige-
nous component, while incineration is dominant 
in the Bihać basin.7 A specific type of grave, or 
specific stone urns, appears in the Bihać basin. 
In some parts of Lika, graves were discovered in 
which the deceased were buried one on top of an-
other, something which is associated with fami-
lies.8 Large regional differences are also observed 
among grave goods, as well as materials found 
outside of sepulchral context.9 No matter if these 
were indigenous products or imports, different 
grave goods are indicators of a different cultur-
al development within micro-regions which the 
Romans later observed as one Iapodian territory.

An important segment of the understanding 
of the differentiation of communal identity in the 
preRoman period is the layout and position of 
settlements. Along with economic reasons and 
fortification, natural circumstances had a key role 

5 Olujić 2007, 107; Džino / Domić Kunić 2013, 67–68; Hu-
seinović 2022, 168–171.
6 Džino / Domić Kunić 2013, 68.
7 Balen-Letunić 2006, 34–35; Raunig 2004, 19.
8 Drechsler-Bižić 1987, 427; Raunig 2004, 19–20, 196–202.
9 Olujić 2007, 53–62; Blečić Kavur 2009a, 231–254; 2009b, 
144.

in the origin of settlements. Apart from the com-
mon hillfort settlements dominating the entire 
supposed Iapodian territory, archaeology con-
firmed certain particularities. Some examples are 
the use of caves as settlements in Lika, Croatia or 
the construction of stilt houses in the Una River 
valley in northwest Bosnia.10 The Amber Road 
also significantly influenced the cultural devel-
opment of the Iapodian communities that lived 
in the southwest during the Iron Age.11 We can 
observe the acceptance of cultural trends and in-
fluences that manifested through local produc-
tion of objects. For example, bow fibulae with an 
amber decoration (pearl) on the bow appear in 
this part of the Iapodian territory and they can 
be associated with Italy and Liburnia. This part 
of the Iapodian region belonged to the so-called 
Adriatic koinè region during the Iron Age.12 Other 
Iapodian communities, such as the ones from the 
Una River valley, did not belong to the Adriatic 
cultural koinè. The aforementioned differences 
observed by archaeologists, in fact, represent a 
group of characteristics that define the individ-
ual communities within the envisaged Iapodian 
ethnical corpus. These communities seemed to 
be what the Romans in Dalmatia called civitates 
during the Early Principate.

The first specific data about the existence of 
regional identities among the Iapodes are found 
in the description of Octavian’s campaign in 
Illyricum.13 Namely, two literary sources, Cassius 
Dio and Appian, suggest the existence of these 
identities. Both of them noted that Octavian 
considered the Iapodes to be a serious threat 
so he personally led his army against them and 
left his generals in charge of smaller communi-
ties. Moreover, both authors recognized different 
warfare phases against the Iapodes that can be as-
sociated with the fragmentation of the Iapodian 
territory and identity. Dio noted that Octavian 
conquered relatively easily those Iapodes who 
lived not far from the sea on the nearer side of 
the mountain, but more resistance was shown 
10 Drechsler-Bižić 1970, 93–110; Balen-Letunić 2006, 31–32; 
Raunig 2004, 17.
11 Džino / Domić Kunić 2013, 68.
12 Blečić Kavur 2009a, 235; 2009b, 144.
13 The information about the Iapodes that refer to older his-
torical periods mostly uses a generic term. Analogy can be 
traced in the term the Illyrians used by Graeco-Roman au-
thors when describing the events from Gentius’s reign or the 
Illyrian kingdom.
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by those on the heights and the other side of the 
mountain.14 The mountain refers to the Dinaric 
Alps (Dinarides) which Dio discusses from the 
Roman perspective, i.e., he observes the region 
from the sea towards the inland.15 The possible 
existence of three political alliances can be ob-
served here. One group or alliance was made of 
the Iapodes who lived to the south and southwest 
of the Velika and Mala Kapela mountains, where-
as the other group was comprised of the Iapodian 
communities who possibly lived in these moun-
tains. The third group includes the communities 
who lived to the east of these mountains in the 
inland. Classical authors considered the Velika 
and Mala Kapela to be an extension of the Alps as 
well as all of the Dinaric Alps.16 We can assume 
that the Iapodian communities were grouped 
into alliances primarily based on geography. The 
communities that lived in the mountain proba-
bly had a different identity than the communi-
ties closer to the sea or in the Una River valley. 
Clearly, economic and geographic circumstances 
represented an important habitus in the con-
struction of an identity of communities.

Appian also suggests the existence of differ-
ent political alliances along the Iapodes in the 
same period. While describing the conflicts 
between the Iapodes and Octavian’s troops, he 
mentioned two Iapodian alliances which he also 
defined with respect to the position of the Alps, 
i.e., the Velika and Mala Kapela.17 Contemporary 
literature uses the terms Cisalpine Iapodes 
and Transalpine Iapodes for these two allianc-
es.18 Unlike Dio, Appian offered us a better in-
sight in the structure of these alliances since he 

14 At that time he himself led the campaign against the Iapydes, 
assigning the rest of the tribes to others to subdue. Those that 
were on the nearer side of the mountains, dwelling not very 
far from the sea, he reduced with comparatively little trouble, 
but he overcame those on the heights and on the farther side of 
them with no small hardship (Cass. Dio. 49. 35. 1–2) English 
translation by Earnest Cary.
15 Olujić observed well that the Iapodes “who lived on the 
heights”, i.e., those who lived on the mountain, were ne-
glected in the literature (Olujić 2007, 87). It is an important 
piece of information that shows the complexity of the terms 
the Iapodes and the Iapodian land.
16 Šačić Beća 2022a, 124–125.
17 The Iapodes in the Alps (App. Ill. 16. 47–48), Iapodes on the 
other side of the Alps (App. Ill. 18. 52). English translation by 
Marjeta Šašel Kos.
18 Šašel Kos 2005, 426–430; Džino 2010, 41; Džino / Domić 
Kunić 2013, 68.

mentioned certain communities which probably 
were the most numerous and bellicose ones. The 
Cisalpine Iapodes alliance was comprised of com-
munities that inhabited the southwest foothill 
of the Velika and Mala Kapela, i.e., present-day 
Lika.19 Appian mentions three communities by 
name – Moentini, Avendeatae, and Aurupini.20 
According to Appian, the Aurupini were the 
most numerous and bellicose Iapodian commu-
nity clearly suggesting that the Romans were only 
familiar with large communities. Mentioning 
the Aurupini, in terms of comparison, indicates 
the existence of a larger number of communi-
ties with a certain identity. Appian also noted 
that the Aurupini withdrew from their villages 
into town when Octavian approached them.21 
Similarly, Appian describes the victory of Figulus 
against the Delamatae in 158 BC stating that the 
Delmatae from smaller settlements retreated 
to Delminium.22 Similarly to Delminium being 
the political centre of the Delmatae, this settle-
ment mentioned in the context of the Aurupini 
was probably the political centre of the south 
Iapodian alliance.

The most important political centre of the 
communities that lived in the north – the Iapodes 
on the other side of the Alps, as called by Appian 

19 Šašel Kos 2005, 426.
20 Of the Iapodes in the Alps, the Moentini and the Avendeatae 
surrendered to him at his approach; the Aurupini, however, 
who are the most numerous and most bellicose among these 
Iapodes, moved from villages into their city, and when Caesar 
drew near they fled to the forests. Caesar occupied the city, 
although in the hope that they would surrender he did not 
have it burnt; when they surrendered to him, he permitted 
them to live in it (App. Ill. 16. 47–48). English translation by 
Marjeta Šašel Kos.
21 This fortification settlement is mentioned by other liter-
ary sources such as Strabo, Claudius Ptolemy, Itinerarium 
Antonini, Ravenna Cosmography, and Tabula Peutingeriana 
(Strabo, 4. 6. 10; Ptol. Geog. 2. 16. 9; It. Ant. 274. 2; Anon. 
Rav. 4. 22; Tab. Peut. 4. 2). During the Roman period, the 
settlement was a municipium as corroborated by an epitaph 
from Salona (CIL 03, 08783 = CIL 03, 08783 + p. 2136 = CIL 
03, 08783 + p. 2326 = EDH 052758 = EDCS-31400666). We 
can assume that Strabo identifies the Moentini communi-
ty with the Monetium settlement (Strabo, 4. 6. 10). More-
over, the name of the third community that Appian men-
tions when writing about the Cisalpine Iapodes has been 
preserved in the name of settlements in the Roman period. 
Appian’s name of the community Avendeatae is present in 
different variants in different sources (Strabo, 4. 6. 10; It. 
Ant. 274. 1; Anon. Rav. 4. 22; Tab. Peut. 4. 2).
22 App. Ill. 11. 30–33.



98

– was Metulum.23 Appian even calls it the capital 
of the Iapodes.24 This seems to be a strong polit-
ical centre to which a larger number of Iapodian 
communities, called the Metulans by Appian, 
gravitated. It is not uncommon to identify the 
political and cultural centre with the name of the 
community. Similarly, we can again offer an ex-
ample of Delminium for which Strabo says that 
it is the town after which the Delmatae got their 
name.25 Apart from Appian, this ethnic centre 
of the communities that inhabited the north-
ern Iapodian territory is also mentioned by Dio 
and Strabo.26 The texts of Appian and Dio clearly 
show that it is a large hillfort with a large number 
of people with a good military organisation.27 An 
important piece of information is that there was 
a city hall in Metulum. Appian clearly indicates 
that this building was symbolic because women 
and children were kept there. The guards who 
protected the city hall were ordered to burn it if 
the Romans ever won.28 It is difficult to ascertain 

23 Apart from Metulum, while describing the conflicts with 
the Iapodes on the other side of the Alps, Appian mentions 
another settlement – Terponus (App. Ill. 18. 53). Appian is 
the only source mentioning this settlement. Upon reading 
his description, we can conclude that this is a smaller and 
less fortified settlement than Metulum since its inhabitants 
had left it when the Roman army appeared. It is obvious that 
the local Iapodian community did not feel safe there. The 
mention of Terponus is important because this settlement 
named πολις by Appian was certainly the centre of one of 
the Iapodian communities. It is certainly another piece of 
evidence that the Iapodes were not a coherent community.
24 App. Ill. 19. 54.
25 Strabo, 7. 5. 5. 315.
26 Cass. Dio. 49. 35; Strabo, 4. 6. 10.
27 Olujić 1999/2000, 60–61.
28 App. Ill. 21. 59–60. There is a different interpretation of 
Appian’s term of the city hall (bouleuterion, βουλευτήριον) 
in Metulum. Older historiography has a hypothesis that the 
city hall in Metulum was a place of gathering of the lead-
ers of the Iapodian communities (Alföldy 1965, 169). Čače, 
nevertheless, believes that there are no sufficient arguments 
for this hypothesis. He also concluded that Metulum is not 
the capital of the Iapodes (caput Iapodum) because the lead-
ers of the Iapodian communities gathered here. In fact, he 
believes that Metulum was named the capital because it was 
the political and cultural centre of the Metulans who were 
the largest and the most powerful community in that peri-
od (Čače 1979, 74, 76). Olujić noted the possibility that the 
city hall was the centre of the Metulans community as well 
as the place of council and gathering of all Iapodian lead-
ers (Olujić 2007, 95). Džino and Domić Kunić concluded 
that we should be critical of Appian’s mention of the city 
hall because he was an outside observer. The information 
comes from Octavian’s memoirs in which the author often 

today what was actually this city hall mentioned 
by Octavian in his memoirs and quoted by 
Appian. It seems to be a larger building that did 
not have to be used for the purposes for which 
the city hall was usually used in Rome. However, 
this place or this building probably had a cer-
tain political and religious meaning only for the 
citizens of Metulum, not for the entire alliance. 
The existence of such a building suggests that 
this was a larger settlement, but we do not know 
much about a political alliance in which the in-
digenous community from Metulum played an 
important role.

Nevertheless, it is indisputable that Metulum 
was important for the identity of the entire 
Iapodian alliance. We can observe this in a dra-
matic description of its siege and capture as de-
scribed by Octavian in his memoirs and sub-
sequently adopted by Appian. Following the 
fall of Metulum, other Iapodian communities 
surrendered to Octavian like a domino effect.29 
However, this does not mean that all of the 
Iapodes surrendered, but only the communities 
that were part of the alliance gathered around 
Metulum.

The existence of an alliance of communities 
or civitates is also confirmed through Appian’s in-
formation that the Poseni, who were conquered 
together with other communities from the so-
called Transalpine alliance, rebelled following 
Octavian’s departure.30 This data clearly indicates 
that this was a loose alliance founded on the fight 
against a common enemy. The relationship with 
Rome shown by the Poseni speaks of the lack of 
an alliance as an instance of decision-making of 
a permanent nature.31 The uprising of the Poseni 
corroborates the existence of a fragmentary 

used Roman terminology for certain phenomena among 
indigenous communities. Džino and Domić Kunić gave an 
example of Caesar’s The Gallic Wars in which indigenous 
political constructs are “translated” into the Roman political 
system (Džino / Domić Kunić 2013, 69).
29 App. Ill. 21. 61.
30 App. Ill. 21. 61.
31 Čače rightfully emphasised that an independent fight of 
every community shows the lack of permanent common 
institutions. This independent battle confirms that there is 
no instance to which part of the sovereign rights of every 
community would be transferred (Čače 1979, 76–77). Dur-
ing the period of conquests, Rome’s goal was to conquer, 
keep, and defend the imperial border zone. Džino noted 
that the existence of an imperial border zone accelerated 
the formation of secondary states, i.e., indigenous political 
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identity of the Iapodes.32 In this case, the Poseni 
did not only act independently against Rome but 
against their own alliance who had to make a 
certain deal with Rome while surrendering.

In their imperial strategy or provincial pol-
itics, the Romans treated the Iapodian alliance 
as a single peregrine civitas. However, this does 
not mean that the fragmentary identities have 
disappeared, as observed in the example of 
boundary stones. One boundary stone with a 
carved name of a possible Iapodian communi-
ty was discovered. Namely, the inscription dis-
covered near Begovača spring above Kosinjski 
Bakovac in Lika mentions the Ortoplinos who 
had a right of passage through the territory of the 
Parentinos to have access to a water source.33 The 
community named the Ortoplinos appears on a 
boundary stone from Jablanac near Senj where 
it is mentioned in the context of bordering with 
the Beci.34 The aforementioned Ortoplinos and 

alliances such as the Delmatian alliance and the Iapodes 
(Džino 2014, 222).
32 The question of the location of this community remains 
open (Olujić 2007, 97). Mayer and Wilkes assume that the 
Iapodes lived in the Una River valley, while Šašel Kos locat-
ed this community in Lika (Mayer 1959, 251; Wilkes 1969, 
51, 154–155; Šašel Kos 2005, 437). Olujić believes that the 
Iapodes from the Una River valley lived on the periphery 
of the Iapodian alliance. He concluded that Octavian did 
not wage war in this valley because the communities that 
lived there were not perceived as a threat to Aquileia (Olujić 
2007, 200). However, a rich cultural heritage of the Iapodes 
from the Una River valley implies the existence of a numer-
ous and powerful civitas. He did not dismiss the possibility 
of numerous communities. Therefore, it is not impossible 
that the Poseni were a community on the periphery of the 
Transalpine Iapodian alliance, i.e., that they inhabited the 
Una River valley in northwest Bosnia. On the other hand, if 
this community inhabited the region of Lika, it means that 
the Iapodian communities from the Una River valley were 
subdued during Tiberius’s Pannonian war (Bellum Pannon-
icum) or the Great Illyrian Revolt (Bellum Batonianum). 
This is less likely since Appian noted that all of the Iapodes 
surrendered after the conquest of Metulum, including the 
Iapodes from the Una River valley (App. Ill. 21. 61). After 
reading Dio’s description of the siege of Raetinium located 
in the Una River valley during the Great Illyrian Revolt, we 
get the impression that the defenders of Raetinium were fa-
miliar with the Roman military tactics, meaning they had 
already waged war against the Romans (Cass. Dio. 56. 11).
33 Ex conventione finis / inter Ortoplinos et Pare-/ntinos adi-
tus ad aquam / vivam Ortoplinis pas(s)us 5/D latus I (CIL 03, 
15053 = AE 1901, 0230 = EDH 032922 = EDCS-30200440).
34 Ex dec[r(eto)] / P(ubli) Cornel[i] / Do[[l]]label(l)ae / leg(a-
ti) pr(o) pr(aetore) A[ug(usti)] 5/ [[------]] / ------int(er) Be-
gos et Ortopli[n(os)] (ILJug 0919 = EDH 034587 = EDCS-
10000930).

Beci were recorded in the literary sources.35 On 
the other hand, the inscription near Begovača 
spring is the only evidence of civitas Parentinos. 
The analysis of written sources indicates that the 
Ortoplinos and Becos should be associated with 
the Liburnian alliance.36 However, their neigh-
bours, the Parentinos, were part of the former 
Iapodian alliance. The location of the discovered 
inscriptions corroborates that all of the afore-
mentioned civitates inhabited the Velebit region. 
The delimitation between the Parentini and 
Ortoplinos was the local demarcation that could 
have delimited two large alliances – Liburnian 
and Iapodian – during the pre-Roman period.

The position of the Iapodes in 
Conventus Scardonitanus
According to Pliny the Elder, the Iapodes were a 
peregrine civitas that belonged to the Conventus 
Scardonitanus headquartered in Scardona in 
present-day Skradin.37 The text of Pliny the 
Elder shows us that, apart from the Iapodes, an-
other fourteen Liburnian civitates were under 

35 Plin. HN 140; Ptol. Geog. 2. 16; It. Ant. 274. 2; Anon. Rav. 4. 
22; Anon. Rav. 4. 23; Rendić-Miočević 1968, 69–71; Imamo-
vić 1980, 48–51; Olujić 2007, 206; Glavaš 2018, 20–21.
36 Rendić-Miočević 1968, 71.
37 Arsiae gens Liburnorum iungitur usque ad flumen Tityum. 
Pars eius fuere Mentores, Himani, Encheleae, Bulini et quos 
Callimachus Peucetios appellat, nunc totum uno nomine Illy-
ricum vocatur generatim. Populorum pauca effatu digna aut 
facilia nomina. Conventum Scardonitanum petunt Iapudes et 
Liburnorum civitates quattuordecim, ex quibus Lacinienses, 
Stulpinos, Burnistas, Olbonenses nominare non pigeat. Ius 
Italicum habent eo conventu Alutae, Flanates a quibus sinus 
nominatur, Lopsi, Varvarini, Immunesque Asseriates, et ex 
insulis Fertinates, Currictae (Plin. HN 3.139).
The nation of the Liburni adjoins the river Arsia, and extends 
as far as the river Titus. The Mentores, the Hymani, the En-
cheleae, the Buni, and the people whom Callimachus calls the 
Peucetiae, formerly formed part of it; but now the whole in 
general are comprised under the one name of Illyricum. But 
few of the names of these nations are worthy of mention, or 
indeed very easy of pronunciation. To the jurisdiction of Scar-
dona resort the Iapydes and fourteen cities of the Liburni, of 
which it may not prove tedious if I mention the Lacinienses, 
the Stlupini, the Burnistae, and the Olbonenses. Belonging to 
the same jurisdiction there are, in the enjoyment of Italian 
rights, the Alutae, the Flanates, from whom the Gulf takes its 
name, the Lopsi, and the Varvarini; the Assesiates, who are 
exempt from tribute; and upon the islands, the Fertinates and 
the Curicttae. (Translated into English by John Bostock and 
H. T. Riley.)
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the jurisdiction of this convent. The number of 
Liburnian civitates (four of which are named) 
is a clear indicator that not all Liburnians be-
longed to Conventus Scardonitanus. It is pos-
sible that these fourteen civitates mentioned 
along with the Iapodes, were the least developed 
Liburnian communities, somewhat similar to 
the Iapodes, in terms of culture and civilisa-
tion. Čače assumes that the Roman administra-
tion joined these Liburnian communities to the 
Iapodes although they were different from oth-
er Liburnians because they did not live in the 
coastal area or on the island and did not have 
benefits such as ius Italicum.38 The Iapodes and 
these fourteen Liburnian civitates were probably 
under a stronger military administration during 
the first decades of the 1st century. If we observe 
the Narona and Salona conventi, it is clear that 
they were created primarily for tax control and 
jurisdiction control over the peregrine civitates in 
the inland of Dalmatia. Similar conclusions can 
be made for the Scardona conventus.

Although Pliny the Elder mentions the names 
of these districts in Dalmatia (Scardonitanus, 
Salonitanus, Naronitanus) as adjectives derived 
from the names of towns that were the centre of 
the conventus, there are indications that the con-
ventus whose centre was in Scardona was named 
after the Liburnians. Namely, recent research 
suggests that this convent was named conventus 
Liburnorum during the Flavian dynasty.39 This 
would mean that the centre of jurisdiction of the 
Iapodes during the Flavian dynasty changed its 
name with regard to the name from the period of 
the reign of Augusts as recorded by Pliny.

Earlier research was noticeably focused 
on the issue of the census of the Liburnians in 

38 Čače 1993, 6.
39 By merging two fragments discovered in 1987/1988 and 
2005, the text of a monument originally placed in the tem-
ple built during the reign of Emperor Titus in Scardona was 
reconstructed. Based on the analysis of the text of this mo-
nument and by taking into account all previous knowledge 
of the district imperial cult in Liburnia, Demicheli conclu-
ded that the name of the conventus in Scardona was con-
ventus Liburnorum. The same author made a comparison of 
conventus’ names in Hispanic provinces (Demicheli 2015, 
93–104). The text of the inscription is the following: 
Divo Augusto e[t] / divo Vespasian[o] / ex auctoritat[e] / [Im-
p(eratoris)] T(iti) Caesaris divi Ve[sp(asiani) f(ilii) Vesp(a-
siani)] 5/ [Augu]sti conventus L[iburnor(um)] / Scardonis 
c[onsecravit(?)] (AE 2015, 1082 = EDH 072483 = EDCS-
65000045).

Conventus Scardonitanus, while the Iapodes 
were mentioned only sporadically in this con-
text. However, there must be a logical explana-
tion as to why the Iapodes belonged to the same 
conventus with fourteen Liburnian civitates. To 
come to certain conclusions regarding this prob-
lem, we must first analyse the source itself. It is 
assumed that Pliny the Elder used three main 
sources for describing Dalmatia – the works of 
Roman polymath Marcus Terentius Varro, the 
Map of Agrippa, and official provincial docu-
ments (formulae provinciarum).40 Pliny noted 
that Varro claimed that there were 89 civitates in 
the Narona conventus.41 This piece of informa-
tion probably refers to the period when Varro 
visited Illyricum because of the wars with the 
Delmatae (78–76 BC) and the number of com-
munities (civitates) was significantly smaller dur-
ing the Early Principate. This is also corroborat-
ed by Pliny’s list of communities of the Narona 
conventus which contains a much smaller num-
ber of civitates. Therefore, we can assume that 
Pliny the Elder used formulae provinciarum for 
the list of civitates in the Dalmatian conventi.42 
Scholars believe that formulae provinciarum for 
Dalmatia were created during the Late Republic 
when the province of Illyricum was established 
and that they were only supplemented during 
the Julio-Claudian dynasty.43 However, these 
additions were not insignificant and minor. 
Formulae provinciarum had to be changed after 
Tiberius’s campaign or Bellum Pannonicum (11–
9  BC) when the Romans, officially, for the first 
time conquered the south Pannonian or north 
Dalmatian communities.44 Following Bellum 
Batonianum, Illyricum was divided into two mil-
itary regions – Dalmatia and Pannonia.45 That 
was certainly reflected on the content of formulae 
provinciarum.

Comparably to research from Hispania, we 
can conclude that the establishment of capitals of 
conventus and territories was the exclusive priv-
ilege of the emperor, not imperial (provincial) 

40 Domić Kunić 2004, 130–133; Čače 2006, 73; Grbić 2014, 
34.
41 Plin. HN 3. 132.
42 Domić Kunić 2004, 160.
43 Domić Kunić 2006, 160; Džino 2014, 223.
44 Domić Kunić 2006, 105–106; Džino / Domić Kunić 2013, 
165–169; Šačić Beća 2022a, 42–43.
45 Šačić Beća 2022b, 102–104.
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governors and lower provincial officials.46 The 
conventi in Hispania had a pronounced territori-
al and geographic dimension as suggested by ep-
igraphic monuments.47 Examples from Hispania 
also show that there was no single pattern for 
establishing conventi. In some cases, the identi-
ties of indigenous communities were taken into 
account. There are also examples where the cri-
terion was the road connection between a com-
munity (civitas) and the centre of the conven-
tus.48 Epigraphic monuments corroborated that 
Vespasian used coventus to conduct the census of 
the population, not an ethnic unit.49 Similar case 
must have happened in Dalmatia. Important 
administrative changes under Vespasian took 
place in the entire Empire.50 The conventus to 
which the Iapodes belonged changed its name 
to Conventus Liburnorum under the reign of 
Vespasian. Using the examples from Hispania, 
we can conclude that the Iapodes belonged to 
this conventus as the result of geographical prox-
imity to Scardona. This was the closest admin-
istrative centre to the Iapodes with access to the 
coast. All centres of Roman conventi had access 
to the coast because in this manner the inland 
communities were administratively connected to 
the coast or the Roman provincial administra-
tion. Unlike communities, or peregrine civitates, 
that were covered by the census in the conventi of 
Narona and Salona, the number of decuriae was 
not mentioned for the Iapodes.

The research founded on the analysis of Pliny’s 
text from the third book of Naturalis Historia 

46 Ozcáriz Gil 2013, 562.
47 AE 1984, 0553. (B) = AE 1987, 0561 = AE 1989, 0431–
0432 = AE 1990, 0543 = AE 1997, 0862 = AE 2002, 0750 = 
HEp 1, 1989, 458 = HEp 3, 1993, 247 = HEp 7, 1997, 402 
= HEp 4, 1994, 505 = EDH 002353 = EDCS08400327; AE 
1972, 0282 = AE 1973, 0295 = AE 2016 + 00641 = EDH 
009241 = EDCS-09700174; CIL 02, 4233; CIL 02 609; Pere-
ira Menaut 1983; 1984. 
48 Ozcáriz Gil 2013, 565–572.
49 One monument from present-day Lebanon (the Roman 
province of Syria) mentions that Vibius Crispus was the 
governor of the province of Hispaniae Citerioris between 
AD 72 and 74 (legatus Augusti pro praetore) and was tasked 
to conduct a census (censibus accipiendis) (AE 1939, 0060 
= AE 1951, 0237 = AE 1949, p. 16 s. n. 24 = AE 1940, 0128 
= AE 2001, 1993 = EDH 022485 = EDCS-15000129). The 
inscription censor convenus Caesaraugustani can also be da-
ted during the Flavian dynasty (Ozcáriz Gil 2013, 573–574).
50 One of the largest changes was the official division of 
Illyricum into two provinces, Dalmatia and Pannonia (Šačić 
Beća 2022b, 102–104).

suggests that the indigenous communities in 
Illyricum, i.e., in Dalmatia and Pannonia, were 
enumerated in three different ways. It is impor-
tant to note that the Iapodes were surrounded by 
the communities which differed by the method 
of enumeration. The Iapodian assumed terri-
tory in the north bordered with the Pannonian 
communities for which Pliny the Elder also did 
not give any numerical data as he did for the 
peregrine civitates in the conventi of Narona and 
Salona.51 However, one 1st-century epigraphic 
monument suggests that the Pannonian commu-
nities were divided into gentes and centuriae.52 
This is a well-known cenotaph of a boy from the 
Amantini. Apart from the name of the peregrine 
civitas, the monument reveals that the boy orig-
inates from the second centuria (centuria secun-
da) and gens Undius. Some scholars interpreted 
that the monument indicates that the Pannonian 
communities were divided into many centuriae 
that comprised a single gens.53 Many gentes com-
prised of a single Pannonian civitas. That was, in 
a certain way, an equivalent to Dalmatian civi-
tates divided into decuriae. Centuriae and decuri-
ae are founded on the decimal numerical system 
and these terms were used in military and civil 
contexts to approximately define the number of 
a group of people.54 On the other hand, there are 
opinions that the term centuria on the inscrip-
tion dedicated to the boy from the Amantini 
refers to hostages, meaning that the boy was 
a military hostage who was surrendered to the 
Romans after Bellum Batonianum as a guarantee 
of surrender. In this case, centuria secunda would 
mean a group of hostages the boy belonged to, 
whereas the term gente Undius could refer to a 
prominent family the boy came from.55 However, 
we should have in mind that Appian suggested 
that, during Octavian’s conquest, the Paeones 
were organized by kinship corresponding to the 
term of gens.56 The Romans probably kept that 

51 Plin. HN 3. 147.
52 CIL 03, 03224 = EDH 074134.
53 Mócsy 1957, 108; Domić Kunić 2003, 508–509; Grbić 
2014, 224.
54 Domić Kunić 2003, 508; Čače 2010, 62.
55 Dušanić 1967, 69; Čače 2010, 63; Grbić 2014, 225–226, 
301.
56 ... The country of the Paeones is wooded and extends from 
the Iapodes to the Dardanians. These Paeones did not live in 
cities, but rather according to clans throughout the countrysi-
de and in villages. They did not gather for consultation, nor 
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division even after the establishment of the pro-
vincial government because it did not interfere 
with their concept of administration. They could 
simply split rebellious gentes into different civitas 
and thus prevent their mutual anti-Roman ac-
tivities. It is difficult to ascertain whether these 
gentes were divided into centuriae because liter-
ary sources share no data about this. However, 
we should have in mind that gentes do not always 
have an equal number of members, meaning that 
the Romans had to standardize their census, so 
they divided the gentes they encountered into 
centuriae.57 When it comes to the Iapodes, hav-
ing in mind their geographic connection with 
the Paeones, one possibility is that the Iapodian 
civitas was divided into gentes or centuriae.

The supposed Iapodian territory bordered the 
indigenous communities from the conventus of 
Salona. As previously mentioned, Pliny the Elder 
mentions the number of decuriae for this com-
munity, unlike for the Iapodes. Historiography 
offers different theses about what could decuri-
ae represent. Older literature associated decuriae 
with patriarchal, pre-Roman organisation, i.e., 
they represented certain communities of rela-
tives (gentes).58 Some scholars, such as Wilkes, 
assume that decuriae represent some sort of lo-
cal “kinship groups” which the Romans did not 
abolish, but incorporated into their administra-
tive system.59 Apart from defining the term decu-
riae, regional historiography tends to specify the 
number of persons in one decuria.60 However, 

did they have collective leaders. The total of men capable of 
fighting was 100,000 but because of the absence of a common 
government, they were not united into a single unit (App. Ill. 
22. Translated into English by Marjeta Šašel Kos).
57 Domić Kunić noted that the term centuria is closely rela-
ted to the term decuriae. It is possible that centuria repre-
sented an integral part of decuriae and had 15–20 persons 
(Domić Kunić 2003, 508). On the other hand, Čače accep-
ted the definition of these terms in Paulys Realencyclopädie 
der classischen Altertumswissenschaft and concluded that 
the Romans called different groups of ten persons as decu-
ria or a group of ten men, and groups of hundred persons 
as centuria. These terms were used in civil and military ter-
minology in order to approximately estimate the size of a 
group of people (Čače 2010, 62).
58 Patsch 1898, 335–364; Gabričević 1953, 114; Alföldy 1961, 
307–319; Stipčević 1974, 164–165; Bojanovski 1988, 34.
59 Wilkes 1969, 185.
60 The first detailed paper that refers to the number of people 
that comprise one decuria was published by Gabričević in 
1953 when writing about an inscription on a boundary sto-
ne from the vicinity of Vrlika (a small town in the Split-Dal-

it is likely that the number of one decuria can-
not be specified, which means that it remains an 
open question. This is undoubtedly an important 
statistical question, however, it is less likely that 
we will have a precise answer in the future. By 
sharing the number of decuriae, Pliny the Elder 
helped us gain an insight into the size of a certain 
peregrine civitas. The lack of this piece of infor-
mation for the Iapodes makes it difficult to make 
a comparison of their size with other communi-
ties from their surroundings. 

Unlike the issue of the number of members of 
a decuria, we are much closer to the answer to the 
question about the character of decuriae. These 
units were formed by the Romans based on their 
tax and administrative needs.61 Having in mind 
that decuriae have an administrative character, 
it is wrong to conclude that they originated in 
the pre-Roman period. Indigenous communities 
did not achieve the level of cultural and histori-
cal development for the establishment of smaller 
units organised in such a way to be implemented 
in the Roman administrative system. Provincial 

matia County in Croatia) that marks a demarcation between 
two Delmatian communities (ILJug 0758 (B) = EDH 034204 
= EDCS-10000770). By combining topographic and ethno-
graphic data with Pliny’s information about the number of 
Delmatian decuriae, Gabričević hypothetically concluded 
that one decuriae had 150–200 persons (Gabričević 1953). 
This conclusion influenced subsequent works of other sc-
holars. When writing about indigenous communities in 
Dalmatia, scholars often use this hypothesis to suggest the 
number of certain indigenous communities such as the 
Ditiones, Delmatae, Daesitiates, Narensi, and others (Boja-
novski 1975, 270; Suić 1976, 360; Čače 1979, 121; Domić 
Kunić 2003, 508; Šačić 2012, 100 fn. 30). More recently, the 
issue of decuriae was addressed mostly by Čače, Mesihović, 
and Grbić. However, Čače accepted Gabričević’s hypothesis 
in more recent papers, but rejected it in Discripti in decurias 
(Plin. NH. 3. 142–143) – uređenje osvojenih područja pod 
Augustom from 2010. In this paper, Čače concluded that a 
decuriae had 300–350 persons based on the analysis of the 
settlement of a territory where the decuriae system was re-
corded (Čače 2010, 76–77). Nevertheless, Mesihović defi-
ned decuria as a group of ten family communities with an 
obligation to pay taxes. Using mostly modern ethnographic 
and topographic data from Herzegovina, Montenegro, and 
Albania, Mesihović concluded that a decuria had 250 per-
sons (Mesihović 2011b, 66–67; Mesihović 2018, 551–560). 
Unlike Čače and Mesihović, Grbić believes that the num-
ber of persons in one decuria cannot be defined, because, 
unlike Hispania, Pliny does not share any specific data for 
Dalmatia that could enable such an estimate (Grbić 2014, 
229–301).
61 Čače 2010, 70; Džino 2010, 166; 2014, 223; Grbić 2014, 
301.
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administration built a system that enabled it to 
achieve the goals of the Empire in terms of tax 
and military policy. We can assume that the de-
curiae system encompassed the inland commu-
nities treated as imperial periphery. It is likely 
that the Romans did not treat the Liburnians and 
Iapodes as imperial periphery and thus enumer-
ated them differently.

When it comes to the census of the Iapodes, we 
can assume that they were enumerated according 
to the number of civitates in their own conven-
tus like the Liburnians. Literary source analy-
sis has shown that the Romans distinguished 
different identities and fragmentary character 
of the Iapodian alliance in indirect and direct 
communication. The Romans clearly differen-
tiated e.g. the Arupini from the Moentini, who 
were neighbouring communities, according to 
Appian’s description, gathered in an anti-Roman 
alliance.62 This alliance had geographical and 
cultural character rather than an ethnical one. It 
is obvious that large indigenous civitates, such as 
the Delmatae or Iapodes, from the period of the 
conquest, represent complex political alliances 
of regional elites that belong to similar cultural 
traditions.63 The different methods of population 
census in Dalmatian conventi should be observed 
through the perspective of Roman imperial pol-
icy because Rome had established the bound-
aries which it seemed the most appropriate for 
the operation of provincial administration. The 
case of Hispania is one example. In some parts 
of Hispania, without a developed urban way of 
life, ethno-territorial units appear in the popu-
lation census.64 In the context of the Scardona 
conventus, civitates were the smaller ethno-ter-
ritorial communities among the Iapodes. We 
can assume that Pliny emphasised that fourteen 
Liburnian civitates were under the jurisdic-
tion of the Scardona conventus because other 
Liburnians were enumerated differently. On the 
other hand, all Iapodian civitates were enumer-
ated in the same way so Pliny mentioned a ge-
neric name the Iapodes regardless of the number 
of communities. Pliny’s piece of information that 
refers to the Scardona conventus could be inter-
preted as a conventus under whose jurisdiction 

62 App. Ill. 16. 47–48.
63 Džino 2014, 222.
64 Ozcáriz Gil 2013, 575.

there were fourteen Liburnian civitates and all 
Iapodian civitates. Although the source does not 
share specific data about the number of Iapodian 
civitates, judging by the fact that Graeco-Roman 
authors know by name a certain number of com-
munities that made up the Iapodian alliance, we 
can assume that apart from the Liburnians and 
Delmatae, the Iapodes were the most numerous 
peregrine civitas in the Roman administrative 
census. In the context of the peregrine civitates, 
the term “the Iapodes” should be understood as 
a term that was adopted from the period of the 
Roman conquests. The term that the Romans 
used in the 1st century AD for the alliance of in-
digenous communities of Lika, Ogulin-Plaški 
valley, and Pounje, became a term to signify one 
peregrine civitas during the reign of Augustus.

The Iapodian civitates from the 
Una River valley as an example of a 
separate geopolitical development 
and cultural identity during the 
Principate
The period of the first Roman emperors was 
marked by large-scale changes in Illyricum. 
When he was proclaimed as the princeps in 
27 BC, one of the first decisions Octavian made 
was to make Illyricum the senatorial province.65 
However, Octavian soon realized that Illyricum 
was very important to him due to its proximi-
ty to Italy. Judging from Dio’s text, this was the 
reason why Illyricum was soon reincluded in the 
imperial provinces governed by legates (legatus 
Augusti pro praetor).66 Placing Illyricum under 
the administration of legates could be associated 
with Agrippa’s and Tiberius’s military campaigns 
in Pannonia after which the northern provincial 
borders were significantly extended. However, 
the administration in the province of Illyricum 
had many flaws which led to the Great Illyrian 
Revolt or Bellum Batonianum (AD  6–9).67 This 
large military rebellion of the indigenous popu-
lation in Illyricum is one of the causes of the sub-
sequent division of the province of Illyricum into 
Dalmatia and Pannonia. The aforementioned 

65 Cass. Dio. 53. 12. 4–8; Liv. 34. 4; Strabo, 17. 3. 25.
66 Cass. Dio. 53. 12. 4–8.
67 Šačić Beća 2022b, 91.
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changes that took place under the Julio-Claudian 
dynasty had to reflect on the Iapodes as well. 
The Early Empire administrative changes were 
conditioned by military activities. This is like-
ly the reason why only the northern Liburnian 
communities joined the Iapodes in the Scardona 
conventus. We can assume that these were the 
Liburnian communities who did not enjoy the 
trust of the Roman administration. Therefore, 
like the Iapodes, the aforementioned fourteen 
Liburnian civitates had to have stronger military 
control. Thus, a single military administration 
for the Iapodes and fourteen Liburnian com-
munities was created. A sort of witness to this 
is the fragmentary epigraphic monument from 
Verona.68 The text of the aforementioned inscrip-
tion from Verona implies that the Iapodian and 
Liburnian troops were hired as auxiliary units 
of the Roman army during the aforementioned 
Bellum Batonianum.69 It is particularly important 
that these Iapodian and Liburnian troops had a 
common commander, suggesting that there was 
a common military administration.

68 CIL 05, 3346.
69 There are different opinions when it comes to the inscrip-
tion from Verona. While analysing the inscription (CIL 05, 
3346), Suić presented a hypothesis that Liburnia and Japy-
dia shared a common destiny, as one unit separate from the 
provincial administration centred in Salona. Namely, Suić 
believes that the Liburnians and Iapodes did not take part 
in Bellum Batonianum, instead their territories were organi-
sed as cordon sanitaire for the protection of eastern Italian 
borders (Suić 1992, 55, 63). The second thesis is that the 
term [--- bello] Batoniano from the Verona inscription can 
be observed separately from the term praefecti civitatum. 
It is possible that Bellum Batonianum is mentioned in the 
context of the military merits of the person to whom the 
monument was erected (Giunio / Cesarik / Štrmelj 2018, 
199). Moreover, Čače and Milivojević believe that Liburnia 
and Japydia were “regions” within the province of Illyricum. 
These authors also find indisputable that Liburnia and Ja-
pydia were comprised of different units of heterogenous 
status. The inscription from Verona confirms that Libur-
nia and Japydia cannot be considered indigenous entities 
that fit into Illyricum. Čače and Milivojević define them as 
districts that were part of a provincial system and believe 
that Pliny recognised their regional demarcations (Čače / 
Milivojević 2017, 441–442; Milivojević 2021, 226). Howe-
ver, except Suić’s analysis of the Verona inscription, there 
are no other arguments to support the hypothesis about a 
separate administration in the territory of the Liburnians 
and Iapodes during the rebellion. Moreover, Dio’s informa-
tion that Germanicus waged war against the Iapodes in Ra-
etinium suggests, nevertheless, that they took part in Bellum 
Batonianum (Cass. Dio. 56. 11–12).

Despite the common administration, the ex-
ample of Bellum Batonianum clearly shows that 
the Iapodes were not coherent in political terms 
during the Early Empire. Namely, the Iapodes in 
northwest Bosnia obviously supported the rebels 
since Cassius Dio mentions that Germanicus 
quelled the Iapodian Raetinium in the final 
year of the rebellion.70 Dio’s text reveals that 
Raetinium was in the Una River valley. Namely, 
Germanicus set forth from Siscia because the 
Roman headquarters was in that town so it is 
logical to expect conflicts in the regions gravi-
tating toward Siscia.71 Moreover, the information 
that, on his way to Raetinium, Germanicus first 
destroyed Splonum, located in the Unac valley 
(the tributary of the Una River), suggests that 

70 Germanicus in the meantime captured Splonum among ot-
her places in Dalmatia, in spite of the fact that it occupied a 
site well fortified by nature, was well protected by walls, and 
had a vast number of defenders. Consequently he had been 
unable to make any headway either with engines or by as-
saults; but he took it as the result of the following incident. 
Pusio, a German horseman, hurled a stone against the wall 
and so shoot the parapet that it immediately fell and drag-
ged down with a man who was leaning against it. At this the 
rest became alarmed and in their fear abandoned that part 
of the wall and ran up to the citadel; and later they surrende-
red both the citadel and themselves. From there the troops of 
Germanicus came to Raetinium, but did not fare so well here. 
For the enemy, overwhelmed by their numbers and unable to 
withstand them, set fire of their own accord to the encircling 
wall and to the houses adjoining it, contriving, however, to 
keep it so far as possible from blazing up at once and to make 
it go unnoticed for some time; after doing this they retired to 
the citadel. The Romans, ignorant of what they had done, 
rushed in after them, expecting to sack the whole place wi-
thout striking a blow; thus they got inside the circle of fire, 
and, with their minds intent upon the enemy, saw nothing 
of it until they were surrounded by it on all sides. Then they 
found themselves in the direst peril, being pelted by the men 
from above and injured by the fire from without. They could 
neither remain where they were safely nor force their way out 
anywhere without danger. For it they stood out of range of the 
missiles, they were scorched by the fire, or, if they leaped back 
from the flames, they were destroyed by the missiles; and some 
who got caught in a tight place perished from both causes at 
once, being wounded on one side and burned on the other. 
The majority of those who had rushed into the town met this 
fate; but some few escaped by casting corpses into the flames 
and making a passage for themselves by using the bodies as a 
bridge. The fire gained such headway that even those on the 
citadel could not remain there, but abandoned it in the night 
and hid themselves in subterranean chambers. These were the 
operations at that point. (Translated into English by Earnest 
Cary.) Cass. Dio. 56. 11–12.
71 Mesihović 2009, 16.
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Raetinium should be located in the Una River 
valley in northwest Bosnia.72

The description of the resistance of the local 
population against Germanicus’s troops shows 
that Raetinium was a typical Illyrian hillfort set-
tlement with a bailey, mostly a settlement zone, 
and a citadel, a type of hillfort seat built on an 
elevation.73 Raetinium was evidently an impor-
tant and well-fortified Iapodian centre because 
Dio claims that the Romans suffered casualties 
there. Namely, the insurgents used the possibility 
provided by the home ground and defence sys-
tem. By defending Raetinium, they set a fire in 
the bailey and retreated to the citadel where they 
threw fire missiles at Germanicus’s army. Dio 
does not specify whether Germanicus conquered 
Raetinium. However, it is reasonable to assume 
that Germanicus conquered this Iapodian settle-
ment because he continued his operation toward 
Seretion. The location of Seretion is unknown, 
but it is assumed that it was located between 
the Dinaric watershed and the Sava River.74 We 
should note that apart from Dio, Raetinium is not 
mentioned by other classical authors. Bojanovski 
believes that this settlement was developed into 
an important agglomeration during the Roman 
period, more specifically after Octavian’s war 
(35–33  BC). During the pre-Roman period, it 
was an oppidum like numerous others in the Una 
River valley.75 Similar to Metulum, Raetinium was 
probably a powerful political centre of one of the 
Iapodian communities. However, the settlement 
became more important for the wider Iapodian 
population as the result of Germanicus’s mil-
itary campaign. Therefore, the common peril 
of waging war against the Romans resulted in 
the Iapodian communities choosing Pounje, 
Raetinium, the best-fortified settlement, as their 
defensive stronghold.

With the help of numerous epigraphic and 
archaeological finds, most scholars agree that 
Raetinium should be located in Golubić near 
Bihać.76 In the second half of the 1st century, this 
72 Bojanovski 1974, 216; 218; 1988, 255; Kos / Šašel Kos 
1995, 295–296; Zaninović 2015, 447; Šačić Beća 2018, 117.
73 Cass. Dio. 56.11–12; Bojanovski 1988, 310; Olujić 2007, 
199–200; Mesihović 2009, 16; 2011a, 386.
74 Kos / Šašel Kos, 1995, 301.
75 Bojanovski 1988, 315.
76 Alföldy 1965, 159; Bojanovski 1974, 117; 1988, 312; Ra-
unig 2004, 14; Rendić-Miočević 1989, 743; Kos / Šašel Kos 
1995, 295.

indigenous community settlement became the 
administrative centre of the municipium of the 
same name as confirmed by an epitaph from 
AD 74 discovered in Germania.77 Bojanovski as-
sumes that the territory of this municipium en-
compassed the territory between Plješevica and 
Kapela in the west, Petrova Gora in the north, 
and Grmeč in the northeast.78 It is not uncom-
mon for the settlements of the indigenous popu-
lation, which had a long continuity of habitation 
and represented a certain ethnical centre during 
the Roman government, to get a municipal sta-
tus. We can find analogous examples in other 
Iapodian settlements such as the Arupini whose 
municipal position is corroborated by epigraphic 
inscriptions.

Administrative organisation and  
cultural-historic development of 
municipium Raetinium
The Iapodes were one of the indigenous civitates 
under the administration of military prefects 
during the military administration in Dalmatia 
in the first half of the 1st century. Such a type of 
administration is corroborated by the previously 
mentioned inscription from Verona and a frag-
ment of an inscription from Privilica near Bihać 
mentioning praefectus civitatis.79 They represent-
ed the occupier in the territory of a certain con-
quered community. Praefecti civitatum were mil-
itary officers, usually legion centurions or com-
manders of auxiliary units, who were in charge 
of tax collection. These officers were appointed 
as the leaders of smaller integrated peregrine 
communities with still non-Romanized elites.80 
Olujić believes that the Iapodes had a prefectural 
administration due to the immense importance 
of the territory in terms of important transit 
roads towards Siscia and the sea.81 Since prae-
fecti civitatum appear in Dalmatia among the 
Maezaei and Daesitiates, who were also promi-
nent participants of the Bellum Batonianum like 
the Iapodes, we should not dismiss the possibility 
that the prefectural administration was present 

77 CIL 13, 07023.
78 Bojanovski 1988, 312–313.
79 CIL 05, 3346; Patsch 1898, 333–334; Bojanovski 1988, 313; 
Olujić 2007, 200.
80 Bojanovski 1988, 267, 313; Lintott 1993, 73; Ardevan 
2012, 2; Bohec 2013, 32.
81 Olujić 2007, 200.
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among the peoples who were dangerous for the 
Roman government in the province.82 In support 
of this thesis is the fact that there were also rebel-
lious civitates from Pannonia under the admin-
istration of praefecti civitatum. This is corrob-
orated by a newly discovered inscription from 
Varaždinske Toplice (Aquae Balissae) mention-
ing that the Scordisci, Breuci, and Jasi had a mil-
itary administration in the 1st century.83 Based on 
the testimony of Roman authors, we know that 
the alliances of the Breuci and Scordisci were a 
major obstacle to the Romans in their conquest 
of southeast Pannonia.

Following the establishment of the Roman 
government, local elites were Roman allies who 
helped the Romans to better control the con-
quered population. We do not know much about 
the local elites that existed during the Early 
Empire and we can assume that they participated 
in three forms of interaction – the fight for power 
between the elite and other segments of society, 
the relations between the regional elite, and the 
cooperation of the elite with the Romans.84 The 
elite in the peregrine civitates who lived at the 
periphery of provincial government, such as the 
inland of Dalmatia, had the biggest influence. 
This is shown by the inscriptions mentioning the 
peregrine civitates of the Daesitiates, Docleatae, 
Delmatae, and Maezaei.85 The Iapodes were also 
one of the peregrine civitates whose principes 
were mentioned in inscriptions.86 The complex-
ity of identity of the indigenous population led 
to having several local leaders, principes, within 
one peregrine civitas.87 It remains unanswered 
82 CIL 09, 2564 = CIL 03 + P. 282.
83 Q(uintus) Ga(vius) Q(uinti) / F(ilius) Pub(lilia) (tribu) / 
Fronto pr(imus pilus) leg-/ (ionis) XIII 5/ Gem(inae) praef(e-
ctus) / civitatium / Scordisc(orum) et / Breuco(rum) / et Ia-
sorum beneficio 10/ Imperatoris traslatus / successionibus in 
leg(ione) IIII / Macedonic(a) dedicavit / Bachylus lib(ertus) 
eius (EDH 075016 = Kušan Špalj 2015, 50‒53, 152; Szabó 
2020, 209–210; Šačić Beća 2022a, 462–467).
84 Džino 2014, 222; Pelcer-Vujačić 2019, 101.
85 Grbić 2014, 310; Pelcer-Vujačić 2019, 101–114; Mesihović 
2021; Mesihović / Kapetanović 2022, 142–143.
86 CIL 03, 14326 = EDH 052238 = EDCS-31300292 = lupa 
23298; CIL 03, 14324 = EDH 052240 = EDCS-32300071= 
lupa 23687.
87 The evidence for this claim is an inscription from Mon-
tenegro mentioning principi k(astelli) Salthua. The ins-
cription analysis has shown that the Docleatae had led the 
elites from their castella, one being Salthua which was lo-
cated on the main road between Narona and Scodra (ILJug 
1852 = AE 1906, 0031 = AE 1910, 0100 = EDH 029748 = 

whether the Iapodian principes, mentioned in 
the inscriptions from Golubić, were the leaders 
of smaller communities that used to comprise 
the Iapodian alliance or the Iapodian settlements 
castella, pagi, or even municipia since such cas-
es were corroborated among the Docleatae and 
Delmatae. Classical sources, nevertheless, sug-
gest that in the case of the Iapodes, they were the 
leaders of smaller civitates. Namely, there is no 
evidence about a prominent individual identity 
of smaller communities among the Docleatae 
and Delmatae as we do have for the Iapodes in 
Appian’s description of Octavian’s campaign. 
The fact that all inscriptions were discovered in 
one site at the source of the Privilica River near 
Golubić supports this idea. At this site, local 
community leaders from the Una River made 
sacrifices to a local deity thus confirming their 
connection with the local community. The asso-
ciation of the Iapodian elite and the deity revered 
by a wider community is an indication of their 
connection with that community and not the ad-
ministration of some castella, pagi, or municipia. 
The principes whose inscriptions were discovered 
at the shrine of a local deity of water were prob-
ably the representatives of local Iapodian elites 
from the Una River valley, not of all Iapodes.

The votive altars discovered at the shrine 
of Bindus near Golubić revealed the existence 
of another administrative function among the 
Iapodes – praepositus. Praepositum appear as 
the dedicators on four preserved monuments 
in honour of Bindus. We should note that the 
Iapodes were the only ones from the inland of 
the Roman province of Dalmatia who have the 
title of praepositus. Scholars have different opin-
ions about the role of praepositum in local ad-
ministration. Since all inscriptions mentioning 
praepositum can be dated to the end of the 1st or 
the 2nd century, Patsch believes that praepositum 
changed prefects after the departure of legions 
from Dalmatia. On the other hand, Bojanovski 
believes that praepositum were elected during the 
period when the Iapodes were transitioning from 
prefectural administration to self-governance. 
Therefore, Bojanovski concluded that praeposi-
tum were executive bodies under the supervision 

EDCS-10100807; Grbić 2014, 146, 148; Pelcer-Vujačić 2019, 
102–103). Moreover, the title princeps municipi Riditarum 
appears among the Delmatae (ILJug 0793 = EDH 034276 = 
EDCS-10000805; Rendić-Miočević 1962, 318–319).
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of Roman prefects, elected from the members of 
local aristocracy.88 Although the term praeposi-
tus is associated with military administration, in 
this specific example these were obviously local 
leaders.

Everything suggests that praepositum, like 
principes, were elected from domestic, local elites. 
There are numerous arguments to support this 
thesis. One praepositus Licinius Teuda was not a 
Roman citizen. He is also titled as princeps of the 
Iapodes, a function that could not be carried out 
by a foreigner.89 Apart from him, another prae-
positus was at the same time the leader (princeps) 
of the Iapodes – Titus Flavius [---]ditanus.90 The 
monument of the latter reads that he was granted 
Roman citizenship by Emperor Vespasian.

The question is how could praepositum be 
principes at the same time? Scholars have differ-
ent opinions regarding this problem. First of all, 
Patsch, Bojanovski, and Rendić-Miočević believe 
that several principes comprise a certain coun-
cil of domestic aristocracy, whereas the title of 
praepositus was carried out by one person. They 
also believe that the council of principes proba-
bly elected praepositus.91 Alföldy shared a simi-
lar opinion stating that the Iapodes did not have 
one princeps, but that different principes were in 
charge of individual communities that comprised 
the peregrine civitas of the Iapodes.92 Contrary to 
Alföldy, Grbić believes that the Iapodian princi-
pes were in charge of Iapodian settlements (cas-
tella, pagi) and not separate Iapodian commu-
nities (civitas). She concluded that praepositum 
chaired a council that consisted of principes.93 
On the other hand, Perinić associated the title of 
praepositus with the army based on an analysis 
of three Bindus’s monuments. She reminded that 
although Dalmatia had been provincia inermis or 
the province without a permanent military crew 
since AD 86, certain Roman units, mostly auxil-
iary cohorts and vexillations of the legions, still 
resided in Dalmatia. Moreover, there were nu-
meri, i.e., military units that were not integrated 
88 Patsch 1896, 134–136; Bojanovski 1988, 314.
89 CIL 03, 14326 = EDH 052238 = EDCS-31300292 = lupa 
23298.
90 CIL 03, 14324 = EDH 052240 = EDCS-32300071= lupa 
23687.
91 Patsch 1896, 135–136; Bojanovski 1988, 314; Rendić-Mi-
očević 1989, 863.
92 Alföldy 1965, 40–41.
93 Grbić 2014, 76.

into the regular army. Its members were local 
soldiers so these units had a pronounced au-
tochthonous character in terms of language, 
culture, and uniforms. Interestingly, the officer 
titled praepositus commanded the smallest units 
in this military formation. The analyses of ep-
igraphic monuments from Dacia, Britania, and 
Germania have shown that these units were 
commanded by locals from an indigenous com-
munity whose members were also members of 
that unit.94 Therefore, Perinić concluded that one 
person could be praepositus and princeps at the 
same time, because a member of a local elite, 
manifested through the title of princeps, could be 
a numeri officer.95 The connection between the 
Roman army and local elites is a logical sequence 
of events. Roman imperial policy was looking for 
a way to get the support of the elite of indigenous 
communities. Awarding military titles to leaders 
of indigenous communities was one of the meth-
ods of easily integrating the communities into 
the Roman provincial system. Since the persons 
titled praepositus probably had stronger ties with 
the Roman provincial administration, it is quite 
possible that Rome entrusted them with the ad-
ministration in the principes council under the 
condition that such a council existed. However, 
if the council of principes existed, it certainly did 
not choose which of its members would bear the 
title of praepositus, because it was likely a mil-
itary function that was chosen by the Romans. 
Moreover, we should not dismiss the possibili-
ty that the title of praepositus has nothing to do 
with the potential council of local leaders. The 
term praepositus on the inscriptions of the local 
elite from the Una River valley primarily appears 
as part of their personal cursus honorum.

The existence of a separate Iapodian com-
munity in northwest Bosnia is also corroborat-
ed by the cult of the god Bindus. Namely, trac-
es of this cult have not been found anywhere 
else, so it is assumed that this deity was revered 
only among the Iapodian population from 
northwest Bosnia.96 Bindus was an old deity of 
springs and waters, venerated by the Iapodes in 
the Una River valley, which was identified with 
the Roman Neptune during the interpretatio 

94 Southern 1989, 84–89.
95 Perinić 2005, 138.
96 Imamović 1977, 95–105; Bojanovski 1988, 314; Perinić 
2005, 137; Huseinović 2022, 174–175.
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Romana process. The popularity of that cult in 
this part of the Roman province of Dalmatia is 
also shown by the fact that a temple of this deity 
was found at the source of the Privilica stream 
near Golubić in which eleven votive altars dedi-
cated to the cult of Bindus were found.97 It does 
not have to mean that the title of praepositus, 
when it comes to the Iapodes, was typical of the 
community which lived in northwest Bosnia. 
It is possible that members of other communi-
ties also held this title in the Roman provincial 
troops. Moreover, praepositus was not necessari-
ly princeps. This is confirmed by two votive altars 
from Golubić dedicated by persons whose titles 
were praepositus. These monuments can be dated 
to the second half of the 1st century and the first 
half of the 2nd century.

However, the existence of administrative ti-
tles of praefecti civitatum and principes civitatum 
among the Iapodes does not exclude the exist-
ence of a municipal organisation already in the 
1st century AD.98 An inscription from Germania 
Superior, discovered in Zahlbach near Mainz, 
Germany, revealed that Raetinium was a munic-
ipium already during the reign of Vespasian (69–
71).99 This is a tombstone of a horseman Andes 
from the ala Claudia dated to the AD 74 where it 
was carved that Andes was a citizen of Raetinium 
(cives Raetinio). Moreover, granting Roman 
citizenship to local aristocracy by Emperor 
Vespasian, which can be seen in the example of 
praespositus and principes of the Iapodes, sug-
gests the municipalisation of Raetinium during 
the reign of this Emperor. Under Vespasian, 
Dalmatia became a civil province so municipia 
were established for easier administration.

A votive altar to Licinius Galba, a beneficiari-
us consularis from Legio I Adiutrix is another in-
dicator that Raetinium had a municipal status.100 
The discovery of this inscription confirmed the 
existence of a station of beneficiarii consula-
ris in Golubić. Interestingly, this beneficiarius 

97 Imamović 1977, 97; Bojanovski 1988, 314; Perinić 2005, 
137; Olujić 2007, 199.
98 This is, among others, confirmed by the inscriptions from 
the Dindari and Daesitiates (AE 1961, 0297 b = AE 2010, 
1163 = ILJug III, 1558; ILJug III, 1582).
99 Andes Sex(ti) f(ilius) / cives Raeti-/nio eq(ues) ala / Clau-
d(ia) an(norum) XXX 5/ stip(endiorum) V h(ic) s(itus) e(st) 
h(eres) f(aciendum) c(uravit) (CIL 13, 07023 = EDCS-
11001084 = lupa 15812).
100 CIL 03, 15066 = CIL 03, 15062 = CIL 03, 15063.

consularis dedicated a monument to the Iapodian 
god Bindus in the 3rd century, suggesting that the 
local tradition and culture persisted long after the 
establishment of the Roman government. This 
local cult probably unofficially entered the cult of 
the Roman army in the Una River valley through 
the recruitment of local men.101 Inscriptions 
from Golubić and its surroundings recorded sev-
eral local names such as Maxa, Pantadienus, and 
Turranius that appear in 3rdcentury inscriptions 
as well.102 Judging by the onomastics, during the 
Roman period, this region was inhabited by per-
sons of Celtic origin. Katičić believes that these 
were the settlers who inhabited the Una River 
valley after the establishment of the Roman gov-
ernment and he justifiably rejects Alföldy’s the-
sis that the population in the Una River valley 
was of IllyrianCeltic origin.103 The presence of 
foreigners is also evident in the finds of votive 
monuments dedicated to Roman deities and the 
oriental cult of the god Mithra.104

The settlement of foreigners is an indicator 
of the economic prosperity of the municipium 
Raetinium during the Early Empire. This pros-
perity is conditioned by the fertile land in the vi-
cinity of the mining district of northwest Bosnia. 
Golubić, as the administrative seat of the mu-
nicipium, was also well-connected with Salona 
and Siscia by roads. During this exploration, 
Bojanovski concluded that Golubić was found 
on the route of the road that went from Burnum 
to Siscia. Moreover, a crossroad that connected 
Salona with the inland was located in Burnum.105 
The road near Golubić or Raetinium was the fi-
nal section of Dolabella’s road recorded in the 
Solin inscription – ad imum montem Ditionum 
Ulcirum.106 Although this road was not recorded 
on itineraries, it was corroborated by numerous 
milestones discovered in situ.107 We can conclude 
that Raetinium was an important municipal cen-
tre at the far east of the territory that belonged 

101 Perinić 2005, 139.
102 Bojanovski 1988, 311; Olujić 2007, 202.
103 Alföldy 1965, 55–63; Katičić 1964, 21; 1965, 53–76.
104 AE 1939, 174 = ILJug 1666; AE 1939, 175 = ILJug 1667; 
CIL 03, 10033; ILJug 1679.
105 Bojanovski 1974, 210, 230.
106 CIL 03, 3198b (p. 2275, 2328, 19) = CIL 03, 10156b = CIL 
17 / 4 (p. 130–122), Tab. III - IV (= III 3201, 10159 cf. p. 
232819) = AE 2006, 1004 = ILJug 263.
107 Bojanovski 1974, 210.



109

to the powerful Iapodian alliance during the 
pre-Roman period.

Final considerations
Literary sources suggest that the Romans recog-
nized fragmentary identities of the communities 
that made the Iapodian alliance during their 
conquests. This alliance was, like the Delmatian 
one, formed for the defence against the com-
mon enemy. We can assume that the Iapodian 
communities were grouped into smaller alli-
ances based on geographic connection. During 
Octavian’s conquests (35–33  BC), the sources 
mention different positions of the Iapodian com-
munities depending on their settlement around 
the Velika and Mala Kapela. Since the Romans 
called this mountain range the Alps, contempo-
rary literature uses the terms Cisalpine Iapodes 
and Transalpine Iapodes. The names of numer-
ous Iapodian civitates have been preserved from 
the period of Octavian’s campaign: Moentini, 
Avendeatae, Aurupini, and Poseni. Two set-
tlements are also mentioned – Terponus and 
Metulum, whereas one boundary stone revealed 
a community named the Parentinos. In terms of 
identity, it is especially important that Appian 
mentions Metulum as the capital of all Iapodes. 
In older historiography, Appian’s statement was 
taken literally. A new methodological approach 
to the analysis of literary sources suggests that 
this was a large hillfort, instead of a capital of the 
Iapodian alliance in a political sense. Good stra-
tegic position and defence infrastructure resulted 
in smaller local communities gravitating towards 
Metulum. Appian even mentions a city hall in 
Metulum which is, in fact, an example of the use 
of inadequate Roman terminology for a building 
of an indigenous population. This was a build-
ing which was not used like a city hall in Rome. 
This building possibly had a political or religious 
meaning only for the citizens of Metulum, not 
the entire alliance. Moreover, archaeological re-
search suggests different cultural heritage and 
the existence of a fragmentary identity at the as-
sumed territory of the Iapodes. All of this leads 
us to conclude that the Iapodes represent a ge-
neric name of communities that formed a loose 
anti-Roman alliance during the wars against the 
Romans. Following the establishment of their 

government, the Romans merged the Iapodian 
communities into one peregrine civitas and ad-
justed them to their provincial system.

In his Naturalis Historia, Pliny the Elder 
wrote that the Iapodes were one of the four-
teen Liburnian civitates under the jurisdiction 
of Conventus Scardonitanus. We can assume 
that the Iapodes, like the Liburnians with whom 
they were under the jurisdiction of Conventus 
Scardonitanus, were enumerated by the num-
ber of civitates unlike the communities from the 
Narona and Salona conventus who were enumer-
ated by the number of decuria. Unlike other in-
digenous communities in Dalmatia, the Romans 
did not treat the Liburnians and Iapodes as an 
imperial periphery, so they enumerated them 
differently. It is important to note that a new ep-
igraphic monument (AE 2015, 082) implies that 
the name of the conventus was changed to con-
ventus Liburnorum during the Flavian dynasty. 

Together with the Liburnians, the Iapodes 
were under the military administration (CIL 05, 
3346), which is not unusual for the communities 
that showed the strongest resistance towards the 
Romans. Such a form of administration was also 
present among other communities in Pannonia 
and Dalmatia. However, in the context of frag-
mentary identities of the Iapodes, it is impor-
tant to emphasise that the communities from 
Lika were loyal to the Romans during Bellum 
Batonianum, whereas the communities from 
the Una River valley were rebellious indige-
nous communities. Dio left us the data that the 
Iapodes showed significant resistance towards 
Germanicus from their fort Raetinium, located 
in Golubić near Bihać. The most representative 
pieces of evidence about the Iapodian elites dur-
ing the Early Empire originate from the same ter-
ritory. The elites were Roman allies and helped 
the Romans to easily control the conquered pop-
ulation. The members of the Iapodian elite had 
two titles – princeps and praepositus. Classical 
source analysis and the results of archaeological 
explorations suggest that principes who appear in 
inscriptions from Golubić were local leaders of 
smaller civitates, not the entire Iapodian peregrine 
civitas. The title praepositus can be associated 
with the military. These were probably the lead-
ers of local communities or principes who were 
probably the leaders of numeri units. These units 
were usually composed of members of the same 
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indigenous communities who were not Roman 
citizens. Principes who were praepositum at the 
same time possibly had a stronger influence in 
the community as they enjoyed the affection of 
Roman provincial authority. Therefore, it is pos-
sible that representatives of the elite with the ti-
tle of praepositus were at the head of the council 
of Iapodian principes, provided that the council 
existed. Like other settlements of the indigenous 
population, Raetinium became a Roman munic-
ipium in the 1st century. Finally, we can conclude 
that the Iapodes represent an excellent example 
which shows the complexity of the cultural and 
historical development of indigenous communi-
ties in the period of the Late Republic and the 
Early Principate.

Rezime

Geopolitički položaj i administrativna 
pripadnost Japoda u rimskoj 

provinciji Dalmaciji

Literarna vrela ukazuju da Rimljani u fazi osvanja 
prepoznaju fragmetalne identitet zajednica koje su či-
nile Japodski savez. Taj savez je slično kao Delmatski 
bio formiran sa ciljem da se odbrane od zajedničkog 
neprijatelja. Može se prepostaviti da su se japodske 
zajednice grupisale u manje saveze koji su primarno 
bili utemeljeni na geografskoj povezanost. U periodu 
Oktavjanovih osvanja (35 -33.god.p.n.e) izvori spo-
minju različito pouzicioniranje japodskih zajednica 
ovisno od njihovog naseljavanja prostora oko Velike i 
Male Kapele. S obzirom da Rimljani spomenute plani-
ne nazivaju Alpama u savremenoj literaturi pojavljuje 
se izraz Cisalpine Iapodes i Transalpine Iapodes. Iz pe-
rioda Oktavijanove kampanje sacuvana su imena više 
japodskih civitates Moentini, Avendeatae, Aurupini i 
Poseni. Spominju se i dva naselja Terponus i Metulum, 
dok na osnovu jednog terminaciskog natpisa znamo za 
zajednicu koja se zvala Parentini. U smislu identiteta 
posebno je važno spominjanje Metuluma koji Apijan 
spominje glavni grad svih Japoda. U starijoj histori-
ografiji Taj Apijanov podatak se shvatao doslovno. 
Novi metodološki pristup analizi literarnih vrela uka-
zuje da je ipak riječ o riječ o velikoj gradini koja nije 
nikakva prijestolinica japodskog saveza u političkom 
smislu. Zbog dobrog strateškog položaja i odbranbe-
ne infrastrukture Metulumu su vjerovatno gravitirale 

manje, lokalne zajednice. Apijan spominje čak i po-
stojanje vjećnice u Metulumu što je u stvari primjer 
upotrebe neadekvatne rimske terminologije za jednu 
graševnu inigenog stanovništva. U pitanju je građevi-
na koja se nije koristiti u svrhe u koje se obično u Rimu 
koristila vijećnica. Moguće je da je to mjesto odnosno 
građevina vjerovatno je imalo određeno političko ili 
religiozno značenje samo za stanovnike Metuluma, 
a ne za cio savez.Također arheološka istraživanja su 
ukazala na različite kulturološke tekovine i postojanje 
fragmetalnog identiteta na pšretpostavljenoj teritoriji 
Japoda. Sve ovo dovodi do zaključka da pojam Japodi 
predstavlja generičko ime za zajednice koje su periodu 
ratova sa Rimljanima formirale labav antirimski savez. 
Nakon uspostave vlasti Rimljani su japodske zajedni-
ce objedinili u jednu peregrinsku civitas i tako ih pri-
lagodili svom provincijalnom sistemu.

U enciklopedijskom djelu Naturalis Historia 
Plinije Stariji je zabilježio da su Japodi zajedno sa 
četranaest liburnskih civitates bili pod jurisdikcijom 
Skardonitanskog konventa. Može se pretpostavi da su 
se Japodi kao Liburni sa kojima su zajedno bili pod 
upravom Skardonitanskog konventa popisivani prema 
broji civitates za razliku od zajednica iz Naronitanskog 
i Salonitanskog konveta koje su popisivane po broju 
dekurija. Za razliku od drugih indigenih zajednica u 
Dalmaciji, Liburne i Japode Rimljani nisu tretirali kao 
imperijalnu periferiju pa su stoga drugačije popisiva-
ni. Važno je spomenuti da novi epigrafski nalaz (AE 
2015, 082) implicira da je za vrijeme Flavijeva naziv 
konventa promjenjen u conventus Liburnorum. 

Japodi su zajedno sa Liburnima bili pod vojnom 
upravom (CIL 05, 3346) što nije toliko neobičaje-
no za zajednice koje su Rimljanima pružale jači ot-
por. Takav vid u prave imale su i druge zajednice u 
Panoniji i Dalmaciji. Međutim u kontekstu fragme-
talnih identiteta Japoda važan je podatak da su zajed-
nice iz Like bile odane Riljanima u periodu Bellum 
Batoniarum dok su zajednice iz doline Une bile među 
onim indigenim zajednicama koje su se bunile. Dion 
nam je ostavio podatak da su Germaniku značajan 
otpor pružili Japodi iz svog utvrđenja Reatinum koje 
se locira u Golubiću kod Bihaća. Sa istog prostora po-
tječu i najreprezentaivniji dokazi o japodskim elitama 
u ranocarskom periodu. Elite su bile rimski savezni-
ci te zahvaljući njima Rimljani su lakše kontrolisali 
pokoreno stanovništvo. Kod Japoda predstavnici eli-
ta se pojavljuju sa dvije titule princeps i praepositus. 
Analiza antičkih izvora i dosadašnji rezultati arheo-
loških istraživanja sugerišu da su princepsi koji se po-
javlju na natpisima iz Golubića lokalne vođe manjih 
civitates, a ne cijele japodske pregrinske civitas. Titula 
praepositus se može povezati sa vojskom. U pitanju su 
vjerovatno vođe lokalnih zajednica odnosno principes 
koji su možda bili na čelu jednica numeri. To su je-
dinice koje su obično bile sastavljene od pripadnike 
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iaste indigene zajednice koji nisu imali rimsko gra-
đanstvo. Principes koji su istovremeno bili i praeposi-
tum vjerovatno su imali jači utjecaj u zajednici pošto 
su uživali veću naklosnost provincijalne rimske vlasti. 
Stoga je moguće da su se predstavnici elita sa titulom 
praepositus nalazili na čelu vijeća japodskih principes 
pod uslovom da je to vijeće postojalo. Kao i druga 
naselja indigenog stanovništva Raetinium je u prvom 
stoljeću postao rimski municipium. Na kraju se može 
zaključiti da Japodi predstavljalju odličan primjer iz 
kojeg vidimo kompleksnost kulturno-historijskog ra-
zvoja indigenih zajednica u periodu kasne republike i 
ranog principata. 
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