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In Croatian scholarship economic topics and the problematics of 
medieval Dalmatia have always been the focus of the historians’ 
interests. However, despite some admirable studies regarding these 
issues, the manner in which economic (mis)fortunes were reflected in 
everyday life of medieval denizens has been researched only 
sporadically,1 and the question of the distribution of certain economic 
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1 Jakov Stipišić, “Inventar zadarskog trgovca Mihovila iz arhiva sv. Marije i njegovo 
značenje za kulturnu povijest Zadra” [The inventory of Zaratin merchant Michael 
from the Archive of St. Mary and its significance for cultural history of Zadar], 
Zadarska revija 16 (1967) 2-3, pp. 184-192; Sabine Florence Fabijanec, “Od tržnice do 
luke. Trgovačka svakodnevica kasnoga srednjeg vijeka” [From the market to the 
port. The late medieval everyday life of merchants], Kolo 4 (1996), pp. 188-228; 
Mladen Ančić, “Ser Ciprijan Zaninov. Rod i karijera jednog splitskog patricija druge 
polovice 14. st.” [Ser Ciprian, son of Zanin. The kin and career of one Spalatin 
patrician of the second half of the fourteenth century], Radovi Zavoda za povijesne 
znanosti HAZU u Zadru 39 (1997), pp. 37-80; Sabine Florence Fabijanec, “Dva 
trgovačka inventara kao pokazatelji ekonomskog i kulturnog života u Zadru u XIV. 
stoljeću” [Two inventories of merchants as indicators of economic and cultural life of 
Zadar in the fourteenth century], Povijesni prilozi 25 (2003), pp. 93-131; Goran Budeč, 
“Privatno-pravne isprave kao izvor za proučavanje materijalne kulture u 
kasnosrednjovjekovnim dalmatinskim komunama s posebnim naglaskom na 
šibenske inventare dobara” [Private legal charters as sources for researching material 
culture in late medieval Dalmatian communes with a special emphasis on the 
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activities within the city walls has been approached in the research of 
only few authors.2 In addition, it ought to be emphasized that these 
kinds of research for the city commune of Split do not exist, which is, to 
say the least, surprising considering the abundance of extant source 
material.3 Bearing in mind the connection of spatial, social and economic 
development of the city commune of Split in the late medieval period, 
we will try to interconnect the issues of social and economic topography 
and to reconstruct the everyday economic acitivities of the denizens of 
Split in the economically most active areas of this city commune. 
 
The business center of the city 

The economic space of late medieval Split was gradually shaped 
by the spread of urban public space, which was formally defined by the 
city walls in the second half of the fourteenth century.4 In this manner 
the original, western, suburb (burgus), joined the old city (ciuitas uetus), 
                                                                                                                                                                                             

example of Šibenik’s inventories of goods], in Zbornik radova s prve medievističke 
znanstvene radionice u Rijeci, ed. by Kosana Jovanović – Suzana Miljan, Rijeka, 2014, 
pp. 13-29. 
2 Tomislav Raukar, Zadar u 15. stoljeću. Ekonomski razvoj i društveni odnosi [Zadar in 
the fifteenth century. Economic development and social relations], Zagreb, 1977, pp. 
19-22; Irena Benyovsky, “Gospodarska topografija Trogira u srednjem vijeku” 
[Economic topography of Trogir in the Middle Ages], Povijesni prilozi 28 (2005), pp. 
23-45; Tomislav Raukar, Studije o Dalmaciji u srednjem vijeku [Studies on Dalmatia in 
the Middle Ages], Split, 2007, pp. 17-19. 
3 Državni arhiv u Zadru [The State Archive in Zadar] (henceforth DAZd) today 
keeps the archival series Stari splitski arhiv [Old Spalatin Archive] (henceforth SSA), 
which contains hundreds of boxes of private-legal documents, which were recorded 
and registered in the Spalatin notarial office. In addition, the series contains also 
records on litigations, and also cases of administrative authorities, such as records of 
communal incomes and expenses or minutes of the sessions of the city council. For 
more on the archive material of Split, see in: Tonija Andrić, “Prilog metodologiji 
istraživanja obrtničke svakodnevice: primjer Splita u kasnom srednjem vijeku” [A 
contribution to the methodology of researching the artisans’ everyday life: an 
example of medieval Split], in Zbornik radova s Prve medievističke radionice, pp. 33-37. 
4 Željko Rapanić, Od carske palače do srednjovjekovne općine [From imperial palace to 
medieval commune], Split, 2007, p. 192; Grga Novak, “Gradski bedemi, javne zgrade 
i ulice u srednjovjekovnom Splitu” [City walls, public buildings and streets in 
medieval Split], Starohrvatska prosvjeta 3 (1949) 1, pp. 106. 



565 

 

between the walls of Diocletian’s former palace, as ciuitas noua, shaping 
the new and twice as large urban center.5 The final positioning of public 
buildings in St. Lawrence Square at the end of the fourteenth century 
shaped the administrative centre of the city, which soon grew into its 
business centre. In the fifteenth century, buildings of public authority 
were situated on the north side of the square: the palace of the city count 
and court, the public notary’s office and the chancellery, a prison with 
guards, the armory and the city hall with a loggia.6 It was a 
representative complex of Gothic buildings, which are no longer, 
unfortunately, completely standing.7 In these buildings Spalatin citizens 
performed various administrative and economic affairs, and patricians 
carried out their duties as officers of the communal curia. For example, 
in the sessions of the Great Council in the great hall of the communal 
palace, decisions were made regarding the political, social and economic 
life of the city,8 which were then publicly proclaimed to the gathered 

                                                             

5 The surface of the old town in the Middle Ages was approximately 4 hectares large, 
and the surface of the new town was about 3.5 hectares large (Raukar, Studije o 
Dalmaciji, p. 87). 
6 Cvito Fisković, “Izgled splitskog Narodnog trga u prošlosti” [The appearance of 
Spalatin public square in the past], Peristil 1 (1954), pp. 82-84. 
7 Actually, this complex of public buildings was destroyed during the Austrian 
administration in Dalmatia in the nineteenth century. Cf. Cvito Fisković, “Najstariji 
kameni grbovi grada Splita” [The oldest stone coats-of-arms of the city of Split], 
Vjesnik Arheološkog muzeja u Zagrebu 17 (1936) 1, pp. 188; Duško Kečkemet, Prošlost 
Splita [Spalatin past], Split, 2002, p. 58. 
8 The Statute reports in detail about the way of making decisions in the noble city 
council. See more in: Statut grada Splita. Splitsko srednjovjevkovno pravo [The Statute of 
city of Split. Spalatin medieval law], ed. Antun Cvitanić, Split 1998, book II, ch. 21-
33, pp. 394-404. More on this, cf. Nella Lonza, “Splitski statut i praksa odlučivanja u 
Velikom vijeću sredinom 14. stoljeća” [The Statute of Split and the practice of 
decision making in the Great Council in the mid-fourteenth century], in Splitski statut 
iz 1312. godine: povijest i pravo. Povodom 700. obljetnice. Zbornik radova sa 
međunarodnoga znanstvenog skupa održanog od 24. do 25. rujna 2012. godine u Splitu [The 
Statute of Split from 1312: history and law. On the occasion of 700th anniversary. 
Volume of proceedings from international scholarly conference held from 24 to 25 
September 2012 in Split], ed. by Željko Radić – Marko Trogrlić – Massimo Meccarelli 
– Ludwig Steindorff, Split, 2015, pp. 151-171. 
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public in the main city square.9 From the 1420s the Great Council lost 
primacy in decision making and administration, so from then onwards 
the communal curia, led by the Venetian count, carried out politics of 
the central Venetian government,10 but the system of proclamations to 
the public gathered in St. Lawrence Square remained the same.11 
 According to the city’s Statute, ever since the fourteenth century, 
public proclamations in St. Lawrence Square were conducted by certain 
communal officials.12 In the first place, bucarii would invite people to 
gather and hear proclamations by the sound of horn,13 which would 
then be loudly shouted by communal plaçarii.14 With these 
proclamations, the public would be informed about various decisions of 
the city authorities, reminded of the existing laws and warned about 
new regulations and legal norms. Besides the laws, on the everyday 
level, public proclamations transfered various other types of 
information, purchase and auction anouncements, calls for debtors, etc.15 
It meant that a crowd was present on these occasions; hence, it is not 
that difficult to imagine the hustle and bustle in the everyday life of the 
late medieval period. 

                                                             

9 Danko Zelić, “Proclamationes šibenskog kneza Fantina de Cha de Pesaro (1441.-
1443.)” [Proclamationes of Count Fantin de Cha de Pesaro of Šibenik (1441-1443)], 
Povijesni prilozi 35 (2008), pp. 154-155. 
10 But even then the Spalatin patricians were gathering at the meetings of the Great 
Council to maintain an illusion of former power and prestige through this charade 
and farce (Raukar, Studije o Dalmaciji, pp. 181-182). 
11 Zelić, “Proclamationes,” pp. 155-156. 
12 Statut grada Splita, book II, ch. 55-56, pp. 428-432. 
13 Benyovsky, “Gospodarska topografija Trogira,” p. 26. But this was not the only 
task of these communal officials. Actually, by court order, bucarii had to perform all 
court orders related to real estate. For more on their service, see: Ante Gulin, “Javna 
vjera pristava/bukarija i javnog notarijata u Splitskom statutu iz 1312. godine” [Fides 
publica of pristaldi/bucarii and public notariate according to the Statute of Split from 
1312], in Splitski statut iz 1312. godine: povijest i pravo, pp. 376-377. 
14 Zlatna knjiga grada Splita [The Golden Book of the city of Split], ed. by Vedran Gligo 
– Marin Berket – Vladimir Rismondo – Ljerka Šimunković, Split, 1996, pp. 75, 
footnote 10. 
15 Zelić, “Proclamationes,” p. 154. 
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The public gathered in the main square thus participated in the 
business affairs. In the same place in the fifteenth century, communal 
notaries, most of them those by imperial authority (notarii imperiali 
auctoritate), composed various business contracts, authenticated public 
charters for denizens, and at the request of the interested parties issued 
them as charters,16 not only in their chancelleries, but also in the open; in 
the square itself, in the city loggia or in the space “between the two 
doors” (inter ambas portas), namely, in the inner courtyard of the western 
gates of former Diocletian’s Palace.17 Thus, in the notarial documents, a 
lot of places of composition were the aforementioned places.18 Regarding 
the workload of the Spalatin public notaries, it is significant that there 
were always several of them working simultaneously.19 Many of them 

                                                             

16 The history of the Spalatin notarial service goes much further back than the 
fifteenth century, so by this time the notary institution in Split had already been well 
developed and fully professionalized. On the development of this communal 
institution in medieval Split, see: Jakov Stipišić, “Razvoj splitske notarske 
kancelarije” [The development of Spalatin notarial chancellery], Zbornik Historijskog 
instituta Jugoslavenske akademije 1 (1954), pp. 111-123; Gulin, “Javna vjera 
pristava/bukarija,” pp. 381-393; Branka Grbavac, “Splitski javni notarijat u vrijeme 
nastanka statuta” [The Spalatin public notary at the time of the inception of the 
Statute], in Splitski statut iz 1312. godine: povijest i pravo, pp. 356-362. 
17 Gulin, “Javna vjera pristava/bukarija,” p. 390. 
18 See, for example: DAZd, SSA, box 5, vol. 17, fol. 62’, 76’, vol. 18, fol. 5, 9, 11, 20’, 
32’, 33; box 8, vol. 23, nb. 3, fol. 101’, 101’-102, 103’, 104-104’, 105’, 106’, 115’-116, 120, 
120-120’, 120’, 137, 139, 140’, nb. 4, fol. 178; box 9, vol. 23, nb. 9, fol. 437, nb. 11, fol. 
51’, 52-52’, 54, 55’, 55’-56, 65’-66, 66’, 67’, 69, 78-78’, 80’-81, 83, nb. 14, fol. 296, 296-
296’, 299, nb. 16, fol. 380’-381, 381’, 383’-384; box 11, vol. 25, nb. 2, fol. 19’, 24’-25, nb. 
5, fol. 220-220’, 237’, nb. 10, fol. 6, 16-16’; box 12, vol. 26, nb. 2, fol. 21’-22, vol. 27, nb. 
1, fol. 21’-22, 27, nb. 2, fol. 55’-56, 56, 86’-87, 87; box, 13, vol. 29, nb. 2, fol. 9’-10, 32’-33, 
39’, 105’-106, 110’-11; box 15, vol. 31, nb. 1, fol. 47-47’, 217’-218, 230’-231, etc. 
19 Namely, the commune had one, and sometimes two to three notaries (notarii 
communis). At first, the city rector had his own notary who was also his chancellor, 
and the bishop also had his notary, as well as the Chapter of St. Doimus. In addition 
to these so-called official notaries, in the city were also other, free notaries and they 
also had a communal permit to perform their private practice for the needs of the 
denizens (Gulin, “Javna vjera pristava/bukarija,” p. 390). For example, in the period 
of 1453-1456, there were four public notaries in Split: Casper, son of James de 
Verona, George de Casellis de Treviso, Anthony Campolongo and Albert de Padua. 
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composed more than one document per day, in various places of the 
city’s business centre, meaning a place where the most of the interested 
parties gathered together.20 

Alongside these officials, communal iusticiarii ought to be 
mentioned as active participants in the activities in St. Lawrence Square; 
they were city officials who were in charge of checking weights and 
measurements.21 Above all, they were in charge of overseeing grain 
measuring, which took place, according to the city statute, only in the 
main square.22 Their duty was also to check and measure other 
merchandise sold there, being always careful to use special scales, which 
were calibrated precisely according to specific measures,23 or to use 
prototypes of measures which were placed in the square for that precise 
purpose.24 The latter were hollow stone measures for sold materials, 
most commonly grain and salt, and width measures, for fabrics, for 

                                                                                                                                                                                             

The State Archive of Zadar keeps their book of documents under the signature: 
DAZd, SSA, box 11, vol. 25, nb. 1-12. 
20 Thus, for example, on June 25, 1455, the Spalatin notary, George de Casellis, wrote 
down three documents that are still extant. He wrote two of these documents in the 
communal chancellery (actum in cancellaria communis) and the third one in the open, 
somewhere along the coast, outside the city walls (actum apud marinam, extra portas 
ciuitatis). DAZd, SSA, box 11, vol. 25, nb. 5, fol. 188-188’, 189, 190-190’. 
21 Statut grada Splita, book NS, ch. 11, pp. 816-820. Cf. Zlatko Herkov, Naše stare mjere 
i utezi. Uvod u teoriju povijesne metrologije i njezina praktična primjena pri proučavanju 
naše gospodarske povijesti [Our old weights and measures. The introduction to the 
theory of historical metrology and its practical implementation in the research of our 
economic history], Zagreb, 1973, pp. 35-37. 
22 Statut grada Splita, book II, ch. 54, p. 428. 
23 During the period of communal autonomy in Split, the goods were weighed 
according to communal measures (Herkov, Naše stare mjere i utezi, pp. 29-30), but in 
the period of Venetian administration, the central government in Venice tried to fit 
those measures of the Dalmatian cities in its own measurement system. 
Nevertheless, the communes still expressed resistance to metrological integration 
(Raukar, Studije o Dalmaciji, pp. 197-198). More on the measuring system of the 
medieval Spalatin commune, see: Marija Zaninović-Rumora, “Stare mjere Splita od 
15. do 19. stoljeća” [Old measures of Split from the fifteenth to the nineteenth 
century], Radovi Zavoda za povijesne znanosti HAZU u Zadru 52 (2010), pp. 173-188. 
24 Herkov, Naše stare mjere i utezi, pp. 35-37. 
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example, which were carved in the flagpole,25 so everyone could test 
their purchased merchandise. In such manner, up to the fifteenth 
century, a certain market gained shape in St. Lawrence Square, which 
can be attested by numerous documents composed exactly in platea S. 
Laurentii, ad comertium communis.26 

Still, the main city market of the late medieval period was in 
Pistura,27 in the small square which was formed in front of the northern 
city gates, called the Gate of Pistura (porta Pistorii), situated west of the 
northwestern tower of Diocletian’s former palace.28 In the fifteenth 
century, the city’s agricultural workers brought agrarian products, 
which they cultivated in campo Spaleti,29 and since resale and smuggling 
were stictly forbidden,30 customers could be certain about the origin of 
the products. However, besides these products, other food products 
were sold on the market, such as milk and dairy, oil and bread, cattle 
and livestock products. The city authorities prohibited the keeping, 

                                                             

25 During the Venetian administration this stone flagpole was located in front of the 
city hall, and today is kept in the Museum of the Town of Split. Only its central part 
with the relief of a Venetian lion has been preserved, however, the base and a capital 
of this flagpole have not been preserved, unfortunately. Fisković, “Najstariji kameni 
grbovi,” pp. 192-194. 
26 See, for example, DAZd, SSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 4, fol. 186-186’, nb. 5, fol. 197’, 205; 
box 9, vol. 23, nb. 12, fol. 181, nb. 13, fol. 234-234’, 237-237’, etc. 
27 Novak, “Gradski bedemi, javne zgrade,” p. 106. 
28 It seemed initially that the name Pistura derives from the preposition post, for after, 
behind, and a noun turris for tower (Grga Novak, Povijest Splita [History of Split], 
vol. 1, Split 1957, p. 526). However, today the accepted opinion is that the expression 
Pistura means the city’s side gate, as it was in other late medieval towns. Marina 
Marasović Alujević – Siniša Vuković, “Zaboravljeni toponimi u povijesnoj jezgri 
Splita” [The forgotten toponyms in the historical centre of Split], Zbornik radova 
Filozofskog fakulteta u Splitu 1 (2008), p. 187. 
29 Fabijanec, “Od tržnice do luke.” About cultivated lands of the Spalatin field, see: 
DAZd, SSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 3, fol. 103’, nb. 5, fol. 231, 242’, nb. 7, fol. 317, 332, 334’; 
box 9, vol. 23, nb. 11, fol. 60-60’, nb. 12, fol. 181, 192’-193, nb. 13, fol. 225- 225’, 228’-
229, nb. 14, fol. 55’-256, 256’-257, 257-257’, 258’, 266, 267’, 268; box 11, vol. 25, nb. 4, 
fol. 89-89’, nb. 5, fol. 152’-153, 181’-182, etc. 
30 For example, the Statute explicitly forbade the purchase of fruit from foreigners, if 
it was about to be resold (Statut grada Splita, book IV, ch. 96, p. 691). 
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slaughtering and selling of animals in the city,31 so this place was ideal 
for such activities. It was situated outside the city walls, but close 
enough to the business centre, thus being accessible to both buyers and 
sellers. Furthermore, the market at Pistura also had two basic conditions 
regarding the economic activity of the medieval square, the adequate 
circulation of goods and the mingling of people, followed by a diversity 
of services required for the functioning of the market.32 One such service 
was the possibility to conduct business contracts, so it seems that one of 
the city notaries was always present; he would, when needed, compose 
the business transaction documents on the spot.33 In any case, the market 
at Pistura was under the strict supervision of the commune, which by its 
statute regulated all the areas of business life, starting with setting the 
prices of certain products,34 up to the establishing manners of sale.35 

                                                             

31 Statut grada Splita, book of Reformationes, ch. 7, p. 857. However, it seems that the 
citizens did not respect the prohibition against keeping livestock in the city, because 
in the 1380s the Spalatin Great Council adopted the reformation that prohibited 
keeping fertilizers above the city harbour, which suggests that animals were kept 
just in the city and that organic waste was preserved in order to enrich the soil. See 
Sabine Florence Fabijanec, “Neka splitska ekonomska pitanja u svjetlu njegova 
Statuta iz 1312. godine” [Some Spalatin economic questions in the light of its Statute 
from 1312], in Splitski statut iz 1312. godine: povijest i pravo, p. 455. 
32 Benyovsky, “Gospodarska topografija Trogira,” p. 27. 
33 Many notarial documents were composed exactly by the Pistura gate. For example, 
one receipt of April 27, 1444, on the payment of a testamentary bequest to 
shoemakers Mislen and Dragić Otolović, was written ad portam Pistorii, just like that 
of November 1, 1444, in which magister carpenter Radan took a certain Radat, son of 
Mikoslav Goinović, as his apprentice (DAZd, SSA, box. 8, vol. 23, nb. 4, fol. 155’, nb. 
5, fol. 215’). 
34 Actually, the Statute reports that the vicar of the count of Split in 1376 ordered that 
bread should be made from one star of flour, so that everyone could see how many 
pieces of bread could be produced from that quantity (Statut grada Splita, book of 
Reformations, ch. 93, p. 915). After the processing of grain into flour, the main 
concern of the communal authorities was focused on the weight of bread, because 
during the sale, bread did not change its price, but its weight. Fabijanec, “Od tržnice 
do luke.” Thus, the Spalatin bakers, under the threat of fines, were obliged to bake 
good bread and comply with the weight requirements, and the quality of their work 
was checked by the communal iusticiarii once per week. Statut grada Splita, book of 
NS, ch. 11, p. 818. 
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From the fifteenth century onwards, the economic centre of late 
medieval Split was undoubtedly St. Lawrence Square and the market at 
Pistura. However, the extant documents testify about a lively economic 
activity in the surrounding streets. The busiest of them was surely the 
main shopping street, the one that in the fifteenth century longitudinally 
crossed the city from the Gate at Pistura in the north up to the Marine 
Gate (porta marine) in the south, going to the eastern side of St. Lawrence 
Square. This city street became a major communication axis after the 
building of the city walls around the western suburb, because the former 
imperial cardo of the old part of the city (in ciuitate ueteri) lost its 
significance after the walling up the North Gate of Diocletian’s former 
palace.36 The street was used by people and merchandise coming from 
the Spalatin district and being transported further by the sea routes. It 
was the main place of Spalatin economic activity in the late medieval 
period; however, despite its importance, up to the beginnings of the 
sixteenth century, it did not have a name, but was called in the extant 
notarial documents as via tendente ad portam Pisture or cale tendente ad 
marinam.37 

Still, this main economic street of the fifteenth century was not 
used solely for transport towards the city harbour; it also had various 
shops, storage places and artisans’ shops, which were attested by 
notarial documents in the fourteenth century, that is, in the period of 
shaping of the communal square.38 Besides, it can be claimed with 
                                                                                                                                                                                             

35 The Statute protected the rights and safety of customers by sanitary regulations. 
For example, it prohibited market women and milkmaids from purring, so that fresh 
food would not “pollute” (Statut grada Splita, book IV, ch. 96, p. 690). Also, in the late 
fourteenth century it was prohibited to sell the new oil by wholesale, but only by 
retail, and it was also prohibited to mix the new oil with the old one. Apart from 
that, oil had to be sold only in glass bottles that each could provide (Fabijanec, “Od 
tržnice do luke”). 
36 Cvito Fisković, Dioklecijanova palača: prilog proučavanju i zaštiti [Diocletian’s palace: 
a contribution of research and conservation], Split, 2005, pp. 13, 46; Raukar, Studije o 
Dalmaciji, p. 270. 
37 Raukar, Studije o Dalmaciji, p. 270. 
38 Still in 1359 ser Gregory Petri also owned the store there and in 1373 notarial 
documents also mentioned the house and shop of ser Iancii Leonis iuxta platea S. 
Laurentii (Raukar, Studije o Dalmaciji, p. 270, footnote 31). 
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certainty that the area surrounding St. Lawrence Square was 
economically active a century later too, since fifteenth-century 
documents also mentioned shops owned by Spalatin citizens and 
patricians.39 Still, it ought to be assumed that commercial activities took 
place not only inside such shops, but also outside of them, in the streets 
crowded with banks where merchants and other enterpreneurs 
exhibited their merchandise, shouted out prices and invited the public to 
shop. However, it was illegal according to statute, since it strictly 
forbade the occupation of communal streets40 and the building of such 
constructions on public streets;41 yet, exactly these regulations reveal 
that such practices did actually exist.42 

Furthermore, the place of special economic activity was situated 
northwest of St. Lawrence Square, particularly in the area around the 
monastery of St. Mary of the Tower and the church of St. Spirit. The 

                                                             

39 Thus, for example, in 1436 ser Ieremia Francisci owned a shop in St. Lawrence 
Square, as we find out from the actum of a document drawn up in this location: 
Actum Spaleti in platea S. Laurentii, ad stationem ser Ieremie Francisci (DAZd, SSA, box 
6, vol. 21, nb. 1, fol. 24-24’). The business was obviously going very well, because the 
archival documents mentioned it also a decade later (DAZd, SSA, box 9, vol. 23, nb. 
12, fol. 157, 189). In the same square, or in the surrounding streets, in the mid-
fifteenth century commercial properties were held there by the sons of the late 
Nicholas, son of Zancius, cimate of cloth Lawrence, pharmacist Lapo, son of 
Zanobius, and ser Zancio, son of Nicholas, ser Peter, son of Anthony, ser Mark, son of 
Peter, ser Rainerius, son of Lawrence, ser Nicholas Macholić and, for example, ser 
Michael, son of Francis (DAZd, SSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 4, fol. 161’, 170, nb. 5, fol. 197-
197’, 205’, 222, 247-247’, nb. 6, fol. 281’, 288’-289, nb. 7, fol. 297; box 9, vol. 23, nb. 10, 
fol. 17, nb. 12, fol. 187’-188, 192’, nb. 13, fol. 201-201’, 201’-202, nb. 14, fol. 257-257’, 
271’, 273, 273’-274, 277’, 289’, nb. 15, fol. 314-314’, 355, nb. 16, fol. 351’, 376).  
40 Statut grada Splita, book IV, ch. 60, p. 658. 
41 Statut grada Splita, book V, ch. 6, p. 722. 
42 That this practice really existed is confirmed by some examples from other 
medieval Dalmatian communes. In Trogir, for example, there are preserved several 
stone counters where traders exhibited their goods in front of their stores. Books of 
Ragusan municipal property mention some butchers’ stalls, which were located on 
municipal land north of the main street. Irena Benyovsky, “Reguliranje gradskog 
prostora u dalmatinskim komunama razvijenog i kasnog srednjeg vijeka” [The 
regulation of urban space in Dalmatian city communes of the high and late Middle 
Ages], Acta Histriae 7 (1999), p. 545. 
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social topography of Split shows that various artisans resided in this 
exact area,43 and since the medieval concept of doing business was 
predicated on a symbiosis of private and business affairs by opening 
business places on the ground floor of family houses,44 a lot of artisans’ 
shops and stores presumably existed in this area, too. That is why this 
area comprised streets in which artisans of the same profession 
gathered, as was usual also in other medieval Dalmatian communes,45 

                                                             

43 In 1448, furrier Luke Pribinić lived in a stone house in the new part of town (in 
ciuitate noua) in the area of S. Maria de Taurello, and in 1458 he bought another one, 
this time a wooden house, in the same neighbourhood, in contrata S. Marie (DAZd, 
SSA, box 9, vol. 23, nb. 11, fol. 236-236’; box 12, vol. 26, nb. 1, fol. 6). Also, in 1455 
roof tiler James and his cousin Vlada sold a house situated apud monasterium S. Marie 
to some merchant magister Marchosius (DAZd, SSA, box 11, vol. 25, nb. 5, fol. 172). 
In the same year, furrier Cvitan Vukišinić also owned a house located ad S. Spiritum, 
just like carpenter John, son of Peter, who bought his wooden house in that 
neighbourhood in 1461 (DAZd, SSA, box 11, vol. 25, nb. 5, fol. 204’-205; box 12, vol. 
27, nb. 2, fol. 52). 
44 Cvito Fisković, “Romaničke kuće u Splitu i u Trogiru” [Romanic houses in Split 
and Trogir], Starohrvatska prosvjeta 3 (1952) 2, p. 137; Josip Lučić, Obrti i usluge u 
Dubrovniku do početka 14. stoljeća [Crafts and services in Dubrovnik until the 
beginning of the fourteenth century], Zagreb, 1979, p. 180; Marija Planić Lončarić, 
Planirana izgradnja na području Dubrovačke Republike [The planned building on the 
area of the Republic of Dubrovnik], Zagreb, 1980, pp. 144-147; Igor Fisković, 
Dalmatinski prostori i stari majstori [Dalmatian spaces and old craftsmen], Split, 1990, 
p. 167; Nada Grujić, “Kuća savršenog trgovca po Benediktu Kotruljeviću” [The house 
of the perfect merchant according to Benedikt Kotruljević], Dubrovnik: časopis za 
književnost i znanost 6 (1995) 4, p. 199; Fabijanec, “Od tržnice do luke.” 
45 For example, certain notarial documents mention the street of blacksmiths (ruga 
fabrorum) and the street of goldsmiths (ruga aurificum) in the business centre of Zadar 
(Raukar, Zadar u 15. st., p. 21; Benyovsky, “Gospodarska topografija Trogira,” p. 29). 
Ragusan craftsmen, for example, were grouped in the area called Prijeko and the 
streets of goldsmiths and blacksmiths (via deli orexi, via deli fabri). Significantly, the 
old Ragusan Street of Puća is also known as the Street of Shoes. Marija Planić 
Lončarić, “Ceste, ulice i trgovi srednjovjekovnog Dubrovnika” [Roads, streets and 
squares of medieval Dubrovnik], Prilozi povijesti umjetnosti u Dalmaciji 29 (1990), p. 
167. 
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and which some researchers mention in Split, too;46 however, these 
claims could not be unequivocally confirmed from the sources. 

It can be concluded that the entire northwest quadrant of the city 
centre bounded by the city walls, which stretched from St. Lawrence 
Square on the south to the city walls on the north, and from the street 
leading from Pistura in the east, to the walls in the west, was an area of 
great economic importance. In contrast with the business centre, as can 
be seen from the sources, the old part of Split was an area for residential 
purposes, rather than for business affairs. This is confirmed by the fact 
that the only business street of this part of the town, Grotta, in the 
substructures of Diocletian’s former palace, served as a place for the 
storage of goods, rather than for their circulation.47 
 

 

Map 1. Ground plan of late medieval Split 
 

                                                             

46 Nada Klaić – Ivo Petricioli, Zadar u srednjem vijeku [Zadar in the Middle Ages], 
Zadar, 1976, p. 505. 
47 Duško Kečkemet, “Podrumi carske palače kao identitet grada” [The cellars of the 
imperial palace as the identity of the city], Kulturna baština 1 (2004), p. 160. 
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City harbour and fish market 

The majority of spatial and economic relations in the medieval 
Split had been set by the begining of the fifteenth century. However, 
apart from the business centre described in the preceeding lines, 
numerous economic activities took place in other city areas, first of all, 
the city harbour. In the fifteenth century, the city commune had two 
harbours. The main, and in all likelihood, the largest one, was St. 
Nicholas Harbour, placed directly in front of Diocletian’s former 
palace,48 while the smaller one was probably located somewhere on the 
northern side of the Spalatin peninsula, since the statute refers to it as 
the harbour of Solin (portum Salone).49 
 In the Statute, the loading regime in the St. Nicholas Harbour was 
strictly specified,50 so it can be concluded that all of the traffic of 
passengers and goods took place precisely there. All of the merchandise 
was loaded to and/or off ships, being immediately taxed.51 After customs 
and duties were paid, the Spalatin chancellor issued a certificate called 
buletta, and the ship’s crew sometimes also got contralittera, to testify that 
the merchandise was not smuggled.52 To illustrate the economic activity 
of the main Spalatin harbour in the late medieval period, we can present 
the data taken from the records of maritime customs, which testify that 
in the period of seventeen months from 1475 to 1476, ships departed 169 
times from the Spalatin harbour.53 That was a large number for such a 
small port (200 metres in length and 100 metres in width).54 Therefore, 
we can easily imagine the everyday crowd of the fifteenth century, since 

                                                             

48 Duško Kečkemet, “Urbanistički razvoj splitske luke” [The urbanistic development 
of the Spalatin harbour], Pomorski zbornik 2 (1962), pp. 1393-1438. 
49 Statut grada Splita, book IV, ch. 122, p. 708. 
50 Statut grada Splita, book of Reformations, ch. 84, p. 908. 
51 Statut grada Splita, book VI, ch. 34, p. 772; book NS, ch. 13, p. 820. The amount to be 
collected was not determined according to individual import/export cases, but 
generally by the capacity of each ship (Fabijanec, “Od tržnice do luke”). 
52 Bulette and/or contralittere are valuable sources for the study of the scope and range 
of Spalatin maritime trade in late medieval period. For Split, they are extant only in 
fragments. Cf. Raukar, Studije o Dalmaciji, pp. 168-169. 
53 Fabijanec, “Od tržnice do luke.” 
54 Raukar, Studije o Dalmaciji, p. 269. 
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various merchants, enterpreneurs, shipbuilders, sailors and fishermen 
sealed contracts there,55 amidst the movement of many travellers, 
pilgrims or ordinary passengers, and finally, of various communal 
officials, such as chancellors, public notaries,56 messengers57 or port 
overseers, who were conducting their affairs, for the maintenance of the 
harbour and for conducting business in general.58 

Small fishing boats came in the city harbour on everyday basis, 
which provided fresh fish for Spalatin denizens. Yet fish was not sold in 
the harbour itself, as the commune had decided that it should be sold 

                                                             

55 Thus, for example, on August 18, 1449, in the harbour, shoemaker John, son of 
Peter agreed to take on as an apprentice a certain Michael, son of Cvito from Poljica, 
so the public notary there on the scene immediately drew up a contract about it 
(actum Spaleti ad marinam super portum ciuitatis). DAZd, SSA, box 9, vol. 23, nb. 15, fol. 
335’-336. In the same location on April 2, 1445, ser Anthony Cipriani made a contract 
about procuration of property for goldsmith Mikša Alegreti (actum Spaleti ad 
marinam super portum ciuitatis); DAZd, SSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 6, fol. 279’; and on May 
20, 1447, a shipbuilder, magister Peter, signed a contract on the joint construction of a 
ship with braizer Peter Martini, right there in the city harbour (actum ad portum 
ciuitatis). DAZd, SSA, box 9, vol. 23, nb. 11, fol. 76’-77. 
56 Public notaries frequently issued private legal documents in the city port. For 
example, on November 25, 1434, a document about the resolution of a dispute 
between furrier Miladin, son of late Alegretto, and Maro Vlašić, and his associate 
George Valešić was written in the harbour (actum ad portum ciuitatis Spaleti), by the 
order of city count (DAZd, SSA, box 5, vol. 18, fol. 5’). Also, on March 27, 1436 a 
document was issued in the city port (actum Spaleti super portum ciuitatis) on 
resolving the dispute of furriers Marin Ostojić and Marin Mativić, with the executor 
of the last will of another furrier, Vladessio Baulić (DAZd, SSA, box 5, vol. 18, fol. 
34’). Furthermore, on June 20, 1436, in the city harbour (actum ad portum ciuitatis), a 
document was composed concerning the resolution of a dispute between the 
shoemaker Carinus and the merchant George, son of Dominic (DAZd, SSA, box 5, 
vol. 18, fol. 38). 
57 For example, on February 28, 1436 the communal messenger along the coast in the 
port (ad marinam) declared on behalf of the city count (per dominum comitem) the 
resolution of a dispute between the furrier Dragić Budimilić and the citizen and 
resident ser Alessandro Baldi de Saxoferato, regarding denariis et aliis rebus in 
mercantiis sibi datis (DAZd, SSA, box 5, vol. 18, fol. 34). 
58 Statut grada Splita, book of Reformations, ch. 55-57, 59, 61, 63, 66, pp. 892-896. 
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exclusively in the fish market (in foro piscium),59 according to fixed 
prices.60 The location of this market cannot be determined from the 
extant sources, but it had to be somewhere in the vicinity of the port 
itself. Fish, as well as other perishable goods, according to statute, had to 
be sold fresh upon its arrival in the port,61 so, we can exclude the 
possibility of transport and storage in other parts of the city. Thus, it can 
be assumed that the fish was sold in the small square, which was 
gradually gaining shape in front of the city castle, built by Venetians to 
accomodate their troops in the close vicinity of the harbour.62 That space 
was relatively acceptable for selling fish, since only the South Gate (porta 
marine) were separating it from the port, because of which fishmongers 
did not have to spend time or money to transport their commodities 
somewhere else. 

Therefore, to summarize, not only the area north of St. Lawrence 
Square, but also the area south of it was a place for lively economic 
activities in the fifteenth century. Even though at the first glance the 
bustle of the city port reflected the importance of this economic activity 
in the overall economy of the city, it also confirmed the general direction 
of the late medieval Spalatin commune towards seafare and commerce. 
The trade activity of the fish market, on the other hand, points out that it 
was not supported only by fishermongers, but also by other 

                                                             

59 Statut grada Splita, book IV, ch. 116, pp. 702-704. Actually, the legislator forbade the 
fish sale before the unloading of a whole catch from the boat, so that the fishermen 
could first pay a tax for holding the stand (Fabijanec, “Od tržnice do luke”). 
60 Thus, it was allowed to sell a bamboo fish for eight denars, tuna for three denars, 
pompano and mackerel for two denars, and a pound of small fish for two denars 
(Statut grada Splita, book IV, ch. 116, p. 702-704; Fabijanec, “Od tržnice do luke”). 
61 Only on the days of Lent was it allowed for fishermen to sell the fish caught the 
day before (Statut grada Splita, book IV, ch. 116, p. 704). 
62 Duško Kečkemet, “Splitski kaštel” [The Spalatin castle], Anali Historijskog instituta 
JAZU u Dubrovniku 4-5 (1955-1956), pp. 267-303. Actually, the construction of castles 
for the accommodation of the Venetian troops was a frequent building enterprise in 
many Dalmatian towns during the first decades of the fifteenth century (Raukar, 
Zadar u 15. st., p. 19; Josip Kolanović, Šibenik u kasnome srednjem vijeku [Šibenik in the 
late Middle Ages], Zagreb, 1995, pp. 61-62; Benyovsky Latin, Srednjovjekovni Trogir, 
p. 40). 
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entrepreneurs, mainly small artisans and merchants, which cannot be 
ignored. 
 

Dobrić 

When presenting the distribution of certain economic activities 
within the urban centre of the late medieval Spalatin commune 
according to extant documents, we ought to focus on another city area, 
called Dobrić, in the southwest quadrant of centre, south of St. Lawrence 
Square and west of the Venetian castle, next to the southwest walls of 
the new parts of city. The name was given, in all likelihood, due to the 
source of water that was there;63 in the medieval period it was the 
regular situation with the vernacular toponyms Dobri or Dobrić.64 
 The economic importance of this area is attested by the abundance 
of documents which mention artisans’ workshops and commercial 
warehouses in Dobrić.65 Besides, the social topography of the fifteenth-
century city shows the extreme concentration of craftsmen’s houses, so if 
we take into account the fact that the business spaces regularly opened 
on the ground floors of private houses, it becomes clear why this urban 
area was so attractive to the whole entrepreneurial population of 
medieval Split.66 
                                                             

63 Perislav Petrić, “Prilozi topografiji Splita za vrijeme mletačke uprave” [The 
contribution of the topography of Split in the period of Venetian administration], 
Kulturna baština 16 (1985), p. 31; Ivan Babić, Prostor između Trogira i Splita [The space 
between Trogir and Split], Kaštel Novi, 1991, p. 92. 
64 Similar examples can be found elsewhere, such as in Trogir, where since the 
thirteenth century one public water-well was called Dobrić (Benyovsky, “Reguliranje 
gradskog prostora,” p. 558). 
65 For example, barber Miladin rented his shop in the mid-fifteenth century (statio 
proppe castelum), and in this city area was also located also some sort of warehouse 
belonging to carpenter John (vnus magaçenus ad Dobrichio; DAZd, SSA, box 9, vol. 12, 
nb. 10, fol. 14, nb. 11, fol. 59). 
66 That is why on March 3, 1446, a certain Pavica, the wife of shipbuilder Peter, 
bought here some kind of small house (domuncula posita ad Dobrich), in whose 
neighbourhood was located a small house belonging to entrepreneur John Baptista 
de Augubio (domuncula posita in Dobrichio) and also the house of carpenter Luke 
(proppe domum Luce marangoni; DAZd, SSA, box 9, vol. 23, nb. 9, fol. 398, nb. 15, fol. 
328). Presumably, stonecutter Michael Meliacvić understood the importance of living 
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Thus, on the basis of extant sources, it can be said that in the 
fifteenth century Dobrić was a place with a large fluctuation of people 
and commercial goods. In fact, it fits completely into the picture of the 
city’s economic topography, because it had an ideal position, between 
two most active areas: the main communal square and the city harbour. 
It can be concluded that the entire space of the former burgus, which in 
the fifteenth century formed a new part of the town, was a zone of high 
economic activity. As shall be seen in the following lines, this city area 
was continued by another economic zone, called Giudecha. 

 
Giudecha 

In the urbanistic image of medieval Dalmatian city communes the 
areas called Giudecha occupied a special place. In fact, these were areas 
of lively economic activities, which were regularly situated outside the 
city walls, away from quiet residential areas and suburbs, but still close 
enough to the business centre.67 It was where craft workshops were 
regularly situated, as they could disturb the surrounding neighbours, 
mostly because of the use of open flames, or because of noise and/or dirt 
during the manufacturing process.68 Such business zones were 
organized mostly along the coast, so that the risk of fire would be 
minimized, and the drainage of wastewater was easier and simpler. 
Therefore, the area of the city harbour was ideal for such purposes. 

                                                                                                                                                                                             

and doing business in the economically active part of the town, and on February 3, 
1475, he bought there (in contrata Dobrichi) a house covered with stone panels (domus 
a tabulis; DAZd, SSA, box 15, vol. 32, nb. 1, fol. 76’-77). 
67 Such economic zones are also known in the other medieval Dalmatian towns. In 
Trogir, for example, it was located behind the garden of the communal palace, and 
in Zadar it was situated outside the city walls (extra portas Iadere). Benyovsky, 
“Gospodarska topografija Trogira,” p. 37; Klaić – Petricioli, Zadar u srednjem vijeku, 
pp. 462, 483, 502. 
68 Dragan Roller, Dubrovački zanati u 15. i 16. stoljeću [Ragusan crafts in the fifteenth 
and sixteenth century], Zagreb, 1951, p. 144; Stipišić, “Inventar zadarskog trgovca,” 
p. 185; Lučić, Obrti i usluge, p. 181; Benyovsky, “Gospodarska topografija Trogira,” p. 
37. 
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 As we can assume on the basis of available information, Giudecha 
in Split was also located nearby the sea,69 actually near the city port, 
presumably in its westernmost part, not far from the Franciscan church 
extra muros ciuitatis.70 It seems that there was built some kind of 
communal building (domus Giudeche),71 where Spalatin craftsmen still 
rented their business spaces in the fourteenth century.72 

Following the practice and urban organization of other coastal 
cities, the Spalatin commune also relocated potentially dangerous crafts 
and other economic activities in Giudecha.73 In the fifteenth century there 
were numerous shops of furriers, tanners, shoemakers and dyers of 
cloth,74 which surely spread stench during production,75 so this area was 
ideal for their accommodation. Besides, in the fifteenth century a 
communal butchery was probably placed there too, which during the 

                                                             

69 In fact, one notarial document mentions domus Gudaiche that was proppe mare 
salsum (DAZd, SSA, box 11, vol. 25, nb. 5, fol. 193). 
70 Raukar, Studije o Dalmaciji, p. 290; Tonija Andrić, “Oprema stambenih i radnih 
prostora splitskih obrtnika u kasnom srednjem vijeku” [The furnishings of 
residential and working spaces of the Spalatin artisans in the late Middle Ages], in 
Spalatumque dedit ortum. Zbornik povodom desete godišnjice Odsjeka za povijest Filozofskog 
fakulteta u Splitu [Spalatumque dedit ortum. Volume on the occasion of the 10th 
anniversary of the Department of History of the Faculty of Humanities and Social 
Sciences in Split], ed. by Ivan Basić – Marko Rimac, Split, 2014, p. 261. 
71 DAZd, SSA, box 11, vol. 25, nb. 5, fol. 193. 
72 Among them some were probably Jews, because the sources for Giudecha also 
mention the names Zudeca or Iudaica (Duško Kečkemet, Židovi u povijesti Splita [The 
Jews in the history of Split], Split, 1971, p. 16). 
73 This confirms an order of the Doge Francesco Foscari of Venice from June 16, 1447, 
which explicitly says that furriers, tanners and tailors were obligated, without any 
exception, to contribute by their work to the building and repairing of the city walls, 
even though they resided outside the Gate of Pistura. Zlatna knjiga grada Splita, pp. 
206-208. 
74 They are mentioned in various notarial documents. For example, during the mid-
fifteenth century, tanner John held a small workshop in that spot, just like 
shoemaker Ostoja Hrvatinić and cloth dyer Michael, son of Mark (DAZd, SSA, box 6, 
vol. 21, nb. 1, fol. 32, nb. 2, fol. 81’-82; box 11, vol. 25, nb. 5, fol. 192-192’). 
75 Namely, during the processing of raw leather, this material was submitted to 
various chemical processes and long drying in the sun, which produced a very 
unpleasant smell. Roller, Dubrovački zanati, p. 144; Lučić, Obrti i usluge, p. 85. 
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slaughter of animals and cutting of the meat, produced waste,76 so the 
vicinity of sea was necessary for drainage of waste water.77 The place of 
the butchery is also confirmed by the toponym, Doors of Butchery (porta 
beccharie) on the southwestern part of the medieval walls.78 

A shipyard (arsenatus) had to be located somewhere in Giudecha or 
in its immediate vicinity in the mid-fifteenth century, although there are 
no written testimonies about it in the archive material presented here. 
However, due to the specifics of the shipbuilding business and the 
launching of ships at sea, we can rightly assume that shipyard was 
located in the vicinity of the harbour, probably in the Giudecha itself. 
This shipyard was certainly not as large and well organized as the 
Venetian Arsenal,79 however, Spalatin denizens were undoubtedly good 
shipbuilders, which can be seen from numerous extant notarial contracts 
about the construction of ships, or about the purchase/sale of existing 
ones.80 It was mostly medium-sized ships, smaller barchosii and 

                                                             

76 Actually, the livestock was always brought into the communal butchery alive, and 
there it was slaughtered and divided for the sale (Fabijanec, “Od tržnice do luke”). 
Such protocol was strictly determined by the Statute, so customers could always buy 
only fresh meat. In addition, taking care of the customer’s well-being, the legislator 
had even prescribed the prices of certain types of meat. Thus, for example, one 
pound of beef or deer meat could be bought for two denars, fresh porcine meat for 
four denars, and salted for five or six denars. A quarter of wether could be obtained 
for one denar and a quarter of other small livestock for 28 denars. A couple of big 
partridges cost 16 denars and the small ones 12 denars, a couple of large doves five 
denars and a small one four denars (Statut grada Splita, book IV, ch. 117, p. 704). 
77 Moreover, one notarial document from 1471 recorded the position of the 
communal butchery (beccharia communis) nearby the sea coast (ad rippam maris). 
DAZd, SSA, box 15, vol. 31, nb. 1, fol. 33’. 
78 Katja Marasović, “Mletački kaštel u Splitu: izgradnja i preobrazbe” [The Venetian 
castle in Split: building and transformations], Prostor 20 (2012), p. 253. 
79 For more information on the Venetian arsenal, see: Frederic C. Lane, Ships and 
Shipbuilders of the Renaissance, Baltimore, 1992, pp. 192-216; Robert C. Davis, 
Shipbuilders of the Venetian Arsenal, Baltimore, 2007; Lambert M. Surhone – Mariam T. 
Tennoe – Susan F. Henssonow, Venetian Arsenal, New York, 2010. 
80 On May 10, 1444, shipbuilder magister Peter had contracted the building of one 
barchosium with a capacity of 200 stars (vnum barchosium de portata starorum 
ducentorum) for a certain John Ostaković de Tragurio (DAZd, SSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 
4, fol. 160’-161). In the mid-fifteenth century the shipbuilder John from Split sold a 
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marsiliane that were designed for so-called small navigation, along the 
Eastern Adriatic coast. However, although less frequently, notarial 
records mention large-sized ships, bigger barchosii and nave that sailed 
around the Adriatic Sea and beyond.81 Accordingly, numerous notarial 
documents reveal the names of various shipbuilders, carpenters, metal 
workers and textile craftsmen who participated in the construction of 
ships and their equipment.82 Thus, we can rightly assume that Giudecha 
also accommodated some docks for the construction of hulls and 
terminals for the transportation of already made parts of the ships’ 
furniture and equipment. 

Thus, late medieval Giudecha was extremely well organized in 
being an effective economic zone, carefully selected as the location of 
business for those economic activities which needed more space, or due 
to the particularities of affairs, required closeness of the sea. There were 
built numerous commercial properties, various craft and trade 
workshops and commercial warehouses, large boat docks and auxiliary 
terminals. A lively hustle was undoubtedly the main characteristics of 
this communal area, too. 

                                                                                                                                                                                             

boat to Mikoje Radoević from the island of Brač, as we can see from his receipt of 24 
June 1446, in which he returned a debt pro resto solutionis unius barche (DAZd, SSA, 
box 8, vol. 23, nb. 7, fol. 316’). On May 9, 1448, shipbuilder John Novosić sold to 
Nicholas Primi unam barcham piscarosam for a price of 70 small libras (DAZd, SSA, 
box 9, vol. 23, nb. 12, fol. 186’). 
81 DAZd, SSA, box 9, vol. 23, nb. 11, fol. 51’, 80’-81, nb. 12, fol. 186’, nb. 15, fol. 318; 
box 11, vol. 25, nb. 2, fol. 12, nb. 4, fol. 99, 103’, nb. 10, fol. 11-11’, nb. 12, fol. 3’; box 
12, vol. 26, nb. 1, fol. 9, 48’; box 15, vol. 31, nb. 1, fol. 195’, 257’. 
82 One volume of notarial documents from the period of 1443-1449 records as many 
as eleven shipbuilders. These were Anthony Hmelić, a certain Bianco, then Cvitko 
Radoponić, Doimus Meliacvić, John Novosić, George Vilković, Marin Vladimović 
from Gorica (Spalatin resident), then Peter and his son James, Radivoj Jurgenić and 
Thomas Vukčić from Podstrana, a Spalatin citizen and resident (DAZd, SSA, box 6, 
vol. 21, nb. 1, fol. 5’, nb. 4, fol. 252’; box. 8, vol. 23, nb. 3, fol. 149, nb. 4, fol. 160’-161, 
nb. 5, fol. 213’, 222, 238, 242’; box 9, vol. 23, nb. 9, fol. 394’-395, nb. 10, fol. 22, nb. 11, 
fol. 65’-66, 76’-77, 99, nb. 12, fol. 165’, 173’, 186’, nb. 13, fol. 240, nb. 14, fol. 273’-274, 
nb. 15, fol. 317, nb. 16, fol. 361; box 12, vol. 27, nb. 2, fol. 98, nb. 4, fol. 158’-159). Such 
a large number of shipbuilders indicate undoubtedly a distinct maritime activity in 
Split in the late medieval period. 
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Instead of conclusion 

The preceeding lines presented the distribution of certain 
economic activities in medieval Split. The importance of the main city 
square in a business activity of the Spalatin commune became clear, as 
did that of other business areas in the city, first of all Dobrić, followed by 
Giudecha and various areas around the monastery of St. Mary of the 
Tower and the area around the church of St. Spirit. However, it should 
be underlined that the economic activities of the late medieval commune 
did not take place only inside the city, but that the district was also very 
active economically, too. Still, this is a topic for another research. Finally, 
it can be said that the economic topography of the Spalatin commune of 
the late medieval period shows that business activity spread in 
concentric circles, starting from the business center in St. Lawrence 
Square to the agrarian parts of the communal district. While 
administrative and legal affairs were conducted in the city centre, in the 
communal palace and the city loggia in the main square, the trading, 
maritime and craft activities took place in the western part of the urban 
space, and beyond, on its southwestern border areas, those of Dobrić 
and Giudecha. 
 


