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The Role of Newcomers in the Economy of Late 
Medieval Split*

Tonija Andrić

Introduction

The 14th and 15th centuries were crucial in many aspects for the history of Split in 
the Middle Ages and largely defined its development at the beginning of a new age 
– the emerging Early Modern Period. It was a time in which Split was at its pinnacle 
as an autonomous commune with regard to its social, administrative, and territorial 
structures, as well as a time in which the local self-governance was abolished and a 
foreign authority, first Angevin and then the longer-lasting Venetian one, was finally 
recognized.

In the early 14th century, Split modelled its government upon the similar Italian1 
and Eastern Adriatic cities,2 which is to say that it became a self-governing commune 

* This research has been supported by the Croatian Science Foundation under the project “Topography 
of Power: Eastern Adriatic Cities in Medieval Spheres of Power” (TOPOS), No. IP-2019-04-2055.

1 The beginnings of the communal system on the Italian Peninsula date back to the second half of the 
12th century and the emergence of city-states in which local nobility held the entire political power. 
More about the communal system in Italy in: Philip Jones, The Italian City-State: From Commune to 
Signoria (Oxford and New York: Clarendon Press, 1997); Gerhard Rösch, “The Serrata of the Great 
Council and Venetian Society, 1286-1323,” in Venice Reconsidered: The History and Civilization of 
an Italian City-State, 1297-1797, ed. John Jeffries Martin and Dennis Romano (Baltimore, MD and 
London: Johns Hopkins University Press, 2000), 68-88; Edward Coleman, “Cities and Communes,” 
in Italy in the Central Middle Ages 1000-1300, ed. David Abulafia (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 
2004), 27-57; Ivo Goldstein and Borislav Grgin, Europa i Sredozemlje u srednjem vijeku [Europe and 
the Mediterranean in the Middle Ages] (Zagreb: Novi Liber, 2008), 463-470; Daniel Walley and 
Trevor Dean, The Italian City-Republics (London: Routledge, 2010).

2 The development of communal societies in the Eastern Adriatic is a well-covered subject. See e.g. 
Josip Lučić, “Komunalno uređenje dalmatinskih gradova u 11. stoljeću” [Communal organization 
of Dalmatian towns in the 11th century], in Zbornik Zavoda za povijesne znanosti Istraživačkog 
centra JAZU, vol. 10 (Zagreb: JAZU, 1981), 209-235; Ludwig Steindorff, “Stari svijet i novo doba. 
O formiranju komune na istočnoj obali Jadrana” [Old world and new times: About the formation 
of communes on the eastern coast of the Adriatic], Starohrvatska prosvjeta 3/16 (1987): 141-152; 
Tomislav Raukar, Hrvatsko srednjovjekovlje. Ljudi, prostor, ideje [Middle Ages in Croatia. People, 
places, ideas] (Zagreb: Školska knjiga, 1997), 194-201; Povijest Hrvata [History of the Croats], vol. 1: 
Srednji vijek [The Middle Ages], ed. Franjo Šanjek (Zagreb: Školska knjiga, 2003), 277-279; Tomislav 
Raukar, Studije o Dalmaciji u srednjem vijeku [Studies on Dalmatia in the Middle Ages] (Split: 
Književni krug, 2007), 27-34, 100-102, and elsewhere.
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by installing an oligarchic type3 of government, introducing a stronger definition 
of the class society4 and formulating the idea of communal autonomy with its own 
administration and an open economy aiming at growth.5 However, the historical 
circumstances were such that struggles for power over the Eastern Adriatic that had 
lasted for centuries finally subjugated Split to the Angevin rule in the first half of the 
14th century, and then to the Venetians from the beginning of the 15th century, which 
meant the end of Split’s hopes for the restitution, at least nominal, of a communal 
autonomy.

Moreover, in the last decades of the 15th century the hinterland of the Dalmatian 
communes was threatened by an ever-faster onslaught of an unstoppable force – the 
emerging Ottoman power. It would, together with the Venetian political factor, slow 
down if not completely stop the social and economic progress of Eastern Adriatic 
towns for the few centuries to come, but also spur faster migrations, which would 
bring a whole range of newcomers to the Dalmatian towns of the late Middle Ages.6 
Some of them would remain there for just a short while, in transition to other 
destinations, others would only temporarily perform some kind of work or service, 
but some would settle there permanently, start families and establish social and 
business ties, slowly changing the social structure from within by taking part in all 
aspects of urban life.

This is why this study takes into account primarily those newcomers who were 
irreversibly changing the local setting of Split with their social and economic activity. 
Our main task here is to determine the number, background, and social status of the 
newly arrived into the city and show their role and influence in the contemporary 
economic circumstances. It is well known that newcomers bring along fresh business 
ideas, create new markets, and launch new entrepreneurial projects. Our task is to 
describe how many such ideas and entrepreneurial projects arrived in Split during 
the 14th and 15th centuries.

3 Antun Cvitanić, “Uvodna studija” [Introductory study], in Statut grada Splita. Splitsko srednjovjekovno 
pravo [Statute of the city of Split: Medieval Split law], ed. idem (Split: Književni krug, 1998), 78 
and 81; idem, Iz dalmatinske pravne povijesti [From Dalmatian legal history] (Split: Književni krug, 
2002), 25.

4 Steindorff, “Stari svijet i novo doba” (as in n. 2); Raukar, Hrvatsko srednjovjekovlje (as in n. 2), 201; 
idem, “Srednjovjekovni Split i Percevalov statut iz 1312. godine” [Medieval Split and Perceval’s statute 
from 1312], 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, ed. Željko 
Radić, Marko Trogrlić, Massimo Meccarelli, and Ludwig Steindorff (Split: Književni krug, 2015), 19-
21.

5 Raukar, Studije o Dalmaciji (as in n. 2), 43-45.
6 Towards the end of the 15th century, Dalmatian public notaries, particularly in the coastal towns from 

Zadar to Split, register an ever-busier economic activity of newcomers who migrated from different 
parts of medieval Croatia and Bosnia fleeing either natural disasters or war. Ibid., 155.
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Sources and methods

Taking into the account all of the above, we can say that the 14th and 15th centuries, 
judging from both the local events and the macropolitical context, were two completely 
different and even opposed periods in the history of Split. Thus, studying the social 
and economic history of Split during these centuries poses quite a challenge to the 
historian who has to choose his sources, approaches, and methods. This was also the 
challenge we had to face in defining the ambitus and limites of the archival material 
to be analysed.

As early as the 13th century, Split had a well-organized and already completely 
professionalized notarial service7 that produced a large amount of business documents 
for the citizens of Split on a daily basis. That is why the State Archives in Zadar stock 
and conserve, in the Old Split Archives section, dozens of boxes of notarial material 
from the 14th and 15th centuries.8 Since the quantity of sources from the 14th century 
is limited and a lot of them is damaged to boot, we have used those in this research 
that are more readily accessible and better preserved, primarily the documents of 
the Split public notaries Francis from Bologna (from 1362 to 13639 and from 1366 to 
136810) and Albertolo de Bassanega from Milan (from 1367 to 1369)11; the research 
material from the 15th century consists mostly of the documents originating from the 
notary office of Dominik de Manfredis (from 1443 to 1449),12 since his notarial book 
has reached us in the best state of conservation. Out of that notarial material, I have 
taken out several hundreds of randomly chosen documents in order to obtain two 
representative and mutually comparable samples of irrefutably identified members 
of the Split society in the 14th and 15th centuries, aiming primarily at the non-noble 
strata of the society. Due to the notaries’ inconsistencies in recording the social status 
of individuals in the 14th century, I had to give up the idea of analysing the economic 

7 Jakov Stipišić, “Razvoj splitske notarske kancelarije” [Development of the notarial office in Split], 
in Zbornik Historijskog instituta Jugoslavenske akademije, vol. 1 (Zagreb: JAZU, 1954), 111-123; 
Cvitanić, “Uvodna studija” (as in n. 3), 122-131; Branka Grbavac, Notarijat na istočnojadranskoj obali 
od druge polovine 12. do kraja 14. stoljeća [Notarial office on the Eastern Adriatic coast from the 
second half of the 12th to the end of the 14th century (PhD diss. in manuscript, University of Zagreb, 
2010), 18-26; eadem, “Splitski javni notarijat u vrijeme nastanka Statuta” [Public notarial office in 
Split at the time of the writing of the Statute], in Splitski statut iz 1312. godine (as in n. 4), 353-374.

8 More about the conserved archival material of Split’s medieval notarial office in: Danica Božić-
Bužančić, Inventar arhiva stare splitske općine [Inventory of the archives of the old Split municipality] 
(Split: Historijski arhiv, 1969), I-IX; Tonija Andrić, “Prilog metodologiji istraživanja obrtničke 
svakodnevice: primjer Splita u kasnom srednjem vijeku” [On the methodology of research of 
artisans’ daily lives: The case of late medieval Split], in Zbornik radova s Prve medievističke znanstvene 
radionice u Rijeci, ed. Kosana Jovanović and Suzana Miljan (Rijeka: Filozofski fakultet Sveučilišta u 
Rijeci, 2014), 33-37.

9 State Archives in Zadar (hereafter: SAZ), Old Split Archives (hereafter: OSA), box 2, vol. 5.
10 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 6, nb. 1-3.
11 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1-5.
12 SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 3-8; box 9, vol. 23, nb. 9-16.
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activity of the immigrant nobility of foreign origins, so the focus here remains on 
the permanently settled foreigners from the ranks of the communal citizens and the 
commoners.

The mentioned sources are written in the Latin language, as was the common 
practice in the official administration, and only some of the documents, primarily 
last wills and testaments, codicils, and inventories of property from the 15th 
century show a strong incursion of Italian.13 In addition to the Latin language, the 
preserved documents are written in the Latin script, or rather in a relatively legible 
italicized Gothic lettering, which was also the current administrative practice of 
the contemporary notary service. Notarial imbreviatures were recorded mainly on 
paper, and only exceptionally on parchment, which testifies to a really precocious 
appearance of this new writing material in the otherwise conservative Dalmatian 
public notary service.14

The conserved records of the public notaries testify to the daily business activities 
of members of the communal societies in the Eastern Adriatic, and for a historian 
they are an inexhaustible source for studying many different ways of life and types 
of activity in the past. They are suitable for statistical processing and quantitative 
analyses of the groups of similar data, and finally for their qualitative interpretation.15 
We will use this methodological approach also in this study, aiming to put into a 
context the results of the statistical analysis of notarial data, as well as to use them 
to paint a broader picture of the social and economic circumstances of that period.

13 Medieval Dalmatian notarial records were almost entirely written in medieval Latin, with only 
some rare fragments written in Italian. Latin was the language of the Church and religious service, 
municipal government and legislature, courts and administration. There had been public notaries, 
potestates, teachers, physicians, and other public servants arriving in Dalmatian cities since the 12th 
and 13th centuries, which ensured the predominance of Latin and an easier infiltration of Italian. 
Raukar, Studije o Dalmaciji (as in n. 2), 111.

14 The conservative practice was so strong that the usage of parchment for notarial acts was obligatory 
until the 15th century, and Dalmatian public notaries, in their oath-taking ceremony, had to pledge 
to write the originals exclusively on parchment. Jakov Stipišić, Pomoćne povijesne znanosti u teoriji 
i praksi: latinska paleografija, opća diplomatika, kronologija, rječnik kratica [Auxiliary historical 
disciplines in theory and practice: Latin palaeography, general diplomacy, chronology, dictionary 
of abbreviations] (Zagreb: Školska knjiga, 1991), 156. But judging by the preserved books of public 
notaries, this regulation was not consistently observed.

15 More about the processing methodology of notarial records in: Gordan Ravančić, “Kvantifikacija 
svakodnevice – primjer dubrovačkih krčmi” [Quantification of daily life: The case of Dubrovnik’s 
inns], Povijesni prilozi 39 (2010): 11-15; Meri Kunčić, “Obrtnici, umjetnici i zdravstveni djelatnici 
u kasnosrednjovjekovnoj rapskoj komuni” [Artisans, artists and healthcare workers in the Rab 
commune in the late Middle Ages], in Rapski zbornik, vol. 2, ed. Josip Andrić and Robert Lončarić 
(Rab: JAZU and Skupština općine Rab, 2012), 101-102; Andrić, “Prilog metodologiji” (as in n. 8), 
38-41.
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The number, background, and socio-legal status of the newcomers in 14th-
century Split

The preserved documents of Split’s notarial office testify to the presence of 
numerous foreigners in medieval Split and their participation in the local economy. 
These foreigners can easily be identified in the sources because the public notaries 
always registered in legal agreements their names, places of origin,16 and often even 
their occupation.17 However, the legal categorization18 of members of the Split society 
was recorded rarely and too inconsistently19 in the notarial acts of the 14th century, 
which makes this type of study very difficult, although not entirely impossible. This 
administrative practice would experience a transformation during the 15th century, 
so from that point, the notarial records would contain more and more data about 
individuals, particularly their social and legal status.20

In order to be able to better evaluate the number, origin, and social and legal status 
of newcomers in 14th-century Split, I have chosen a sample of 233 members of the 
non-noble social strata of the Split commune that I could irrefutably identify in the 
observed notarial sources. As we have emphasized before, foreigners are identified 
in the notarial documents by their place of origin, so the lack of registration of the 
legal category of forensis in the sources does not present an obstacle in evaluating 
the number of foreigners in 14th-century Split according to their share in the chosen 
sample. The research has shown that of the 233 identified members of the Split 
society in the 14th century, only three were specifically labelled by the legal category 

16 E.g. Grupša Bogojević from Poljica (Grupsa Bogoeuich de Pollitio). SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1, fol. 
3-4.

17 E.g. Dminac Peruković, a salt worker from Šibenik (Dminach Peruchouich, sallinarius de Sibenico). 
SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 2, fol. 77.

18 Many scholars have written about the legal categorization of inhabitants in medieval Dalmatian 
communes. See e.g. Zdenka Janeković Römer, “Stranac u srednjovjekovnom Dubrovniku: između 
prihvaćenosti i odbačenosti” [Foreigners in medieval Dubrovnik: Between acceptance and rejection], 
Radovi Zavoda za hrvatsku povijest 26 (1993): 27-38; Cvitanić, Iz dalmatinske pravne povijesti (as in n. 
3), 643-660; Ante Birin, “Pravni položaj stranaca u statutima dalmatinskih komuna” [The legal status 
of foreigners in the statutes of Dalmatian communes], Zbornik Odsjeka za povijesne znanosti Zavoda 
za povijesne i društvene znanosti HAZU 20 (2003): 59-94; Sabine Florence Fabijanec, “Društvena i 
kulturna uloga zadarskog trgovca u 14. i 15. stoljeću” [The social and cultural role of merchants in 
14th and 15th-century Zadar], Zbornik Odsjeka za povijesne znanosti Zavoda za povijesne i društvene 
znanosti HAZU 22 (2004): 57-63; Raukar, Studije o Dalmaciji (as in n. 2), 43-52 and elsewhere.

19 Other researchers of this subject matter have encountered similar difficulties, since inconsistencies in 
recording the legal status of individuals can be seen in the notarial sources of other Eastern Adriatic 
communes during the 14th century, such as Trogir and Dubrovnik. Zadar is the only exception, for 
the legal and social differentiation and class membership of its inhabitants was very meticulously 
recorded from the end of the 13th century. Cf. Meri Kunčić and Zoran Ladić, “Društvena i gospodarska 
slika splitske komune u 14. stoljeću na temelju analize bilježničkih spisa” [The social and economic 
picture of the Split commune in the 14th century, based on the analysis of notarial acts], in Splitski 
statut iz 1312. godine (as in n. 4), 403.

20 Ibidem.
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of “citizen” (ciuis Spalatensis, ciuis et habitator Spaleti),21 46 by the legal category of 
“inhabitant” (habitator Spaleti),22 and as many as 169 persons in the observed sample 
do not have any kind of label stating their legal status.23 Only 15 among them have 
their place of origin indicated, which allows us to classify them under the category 
of foreigners (forenses) who stayed in Split only temporarily, mostly for work or in 
transition towards other destinations.24 They arrived from the nearby Klis25 as well as 
Dubrovnik,26 Omiš,27 Poljica,28 Šibenik,29 and Zagreb,30 and from the Italian towns of 
Ancona,31 Ortone,32 Recanati,33 and Tinino.34

Based on the analysed sample of randomly chosen documents, the share of 
foreigners in the total number of identified inhabitants of Split in the 14th century is 
shown in the following diagram:

21 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1, fol. 6, 10, 14.  
22 See e.g. SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1, fol. 2’, 3, 4’-5, 5’-6, 6-6’, 6’-7, 7, 7-7’, 8, 8-8’, 8’, 9’, 10’, 11’-12, 12, 

12-12’, 14-14’, etc.
23 See e.g. SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1, fol. 2, 2’, 4, 4’-5, 5’, 9’, 10, 14’, 16’, 17, 17’-18, 18, 19’, 19’-20, 21’, 

26, 27’-28, 28, 28’, 29, 30’, 31’, 31’-32, 40, 40’, 41, 43, 43’, 44, 44’, 46, 50, 50’, 53’, 54, 54-54’, 54’, 56, 57, 57’, 
58, 59, 63’, 64, 79, 84’, 87’, 87’-88, nb. 2, fol. 72, 74, 77, 75’, 79, 9’-80, 81’, 82’-82, 84, 84’, 86-86’, 87, 88, 
91, 91-91’, 122, 172, nb. 3, fol. 4’, nb. 4, fol. 1, nb. 5, fol. 3; vol. 8, nb. 1, fol. 4’, 6a, 6’, 8, etc.

24 Had these newcomers permanently settled in Split, the public notary would have undoubtedly 
labelled them as habitator Spaleti, which was the usual name for permanently settled foreigners. See 
e.g. SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1, fol. 1’-2, 2’, 4’-5, 8’, 14-14’.

25 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1, fol. 4’.
26 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb.  1, fol. 4-4’, 45, 58’, nb. 2, fol. 89.
27 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1, fol. 3-4.
28 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1, fol. 1-1’, 3-4.
29 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 2, fol. 77.  
30 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1, fol. 1-1’.
31 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1, fol. 29-29’.
32 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1, fol. 12’.
33 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1, fol. 8’, 12’.
34 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1, fol. 4’. 
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Diagram 1: The share of foreigners (forenses) in the non-noble 
strata of the Split society during the 14th century, based on a 

sample of notarial documents from 1362 to 1369

Using the method of induction, and based on the chosen sample of members 
of the Split society from the 14th century, we can conclude that only around 7% of 
the inhabitants of Split were of a foreign origin,35 while the rest were local people 
of different legal statuses. This can be explained by a tendency of the communes to 
accept only those newcomers who could be useful in some way, either socially or 
economically, or both,36 and apparently this was also true for medieval Split. It should 

35 For comparison’s sake, we would like to mention here the share of foreigners in other communal 
societies on the eastern coast of the Adriatic. According to some calculations, in 14th-century Zadar 
as much as 14% of the population was of foreign origins, while in Rab during the 15th century they 
made up only 3.5% of the total population. Cf. Kunčić and Ladić, “Društvena i gospodarska slika” (as 
in n. 19), 410. Some communes were apparently more attractive to foreigners than others, probably 
because of their geostrategic position as well as their social, economic, and legal system. 

36 Damir Karbić, “Marginalne grupe u hrvatskim srednjovjekovnim društvima od druge polovine 13. 
do početka 16. stoljeća (Postavljanje problema i pokušaji rješavanja)” [Marginal groups in medieval 
Croatian societies from the second half of the 13th to the beginning of the 16th century (Problem 
posing and solution suggestions)], Historijski zbornik 44/1 (1991), 51; Birin, “Pravni položaj 
stranaca” (as in n. 18), 67; Tomislav Raukar, “Moćni i marginalizirani u hrvatskom srednjovjekovlju” 
[The powerful and the marginalized in medieval Croatia], Rad HAZU, Razred za društvene znanosti, 
No. 500, book 46 (Zagreb: JAZU, 2008), 223; Zrinka Pešorda Vardić, U predvorju vlasti. Dubrovački 
antunini u kasnom srednjem vijeku [In the antechamber of power: Dubrovnik’s Antunini in the late 
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be noted that in the second half of the 14th century, the macropolitical situation 
still did not jeopardize the security of people living in the hinterland of Dalmatian 
communes, so there were still no refugees fleeing the Ottoman threat in the coastal 
towns, or any other larger groups of migrants seeking a better way of life. We presume 
that the communal authorities in this period only redirected the “useless” foreigners 
such as vagabonds, beggars, swindlers, or plain adventurers across the sea to the cities 
of the Italian peninsula, which would become a common practice in the following 
century.

Apart from the abovementioned foreigners who were more or less just passing 
through, the archival material shows that in the contemporary Split society there 
were also newcomers of a foreign origin who permanently settled there and therefore 
could no longer be considered as aliens, but as newly arrived inhabitants of Split. 
We must say, however, that there are only seven of those in the chosen sample of 
Split non-nobles from the 14th century, and that such a small number of assimilated 
newcomers only proves the tendency of the Split commune to incorporate only those 
individuals who could be socially or economically useful. Their names are Juraj 
Dobrilović and Džive Radostić from Dubrovnik;37 Đuliano Budojević from Šibenik;38 
Kolan, son of Vito, from Zadar;39 Bunčica, daughter of the late Krešola Gnjavić, also 
from Zadar;40 merchant ser Bernard, son of Clarin, from Florence;41 and Firman, son 
of Konrad from Recanati;42 and they all had the status of permanent inhabitants of 
Split (habitatores Spaleti).

It’s very difficult to assess the social status of these newcomers since we do not 
have at our disposal their last wills or inventories of their belongings, which are 
precious sources that testify directly to the financial situation of individuals as well 
as their class and social standing pertaining to it. However, business agreements43 
of Bernard from Florence44 clearly show that this newcomer had a fair amount of 
readily available surplus capital in cash which he regularly invested into new business 

Middle Ages] (Zagreb and Dubrovnik: Zavod za povijesne znanosti HAZU u Dubrovniku i Hrvatski 
institut za povijest, 2012), 85 and 90-91.

37 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1, fol. 1’-2.
38 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 4, fol. 6’-7.
39 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1, fol. 2’.
40 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1, fol. 4’-5.
41 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1, fol. 8’.
42 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1, fol. 14-14’.
43 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1, fol. 8’, 9, 22, 22’, 42’, 52’, 62.
44 Florentines were present on the eastern Adriatic coast as entrepreneurs, merchants, and financiers 

from the 13th century, although they participated more actively in the economy of Split only from 
the second half of the 14th century and even more so in the 15th century. At that time, Split became 
particularly attractive to the Florentine financiers because the arrival of the Angevin and later the 
Venetian rule took away Zadar’s business advantages, above all the possibility of free trade in salt, 
while Split’s economy didn’t experience such fluctuations. Cf. Raukar, Studije o Dalmaciji (as in n. 2), 
65.
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Dobrilović and Džive Radostić from Dubrovnik are registered in an agreement to 
supply working materials (calcina),51 and Radostić is mentioned a few weeks later as 
a debtor to the rich Split patrician ser Madije, son of Miha.52 This also testifies to their 
involvement in the construction business and commerce and indicates their need to 
take loans, without which they apparently could not do business without difficulties, 
or probably even gain their full citizenship.

On the other hand, a certain Bunčica from Zadar, also habitatrix Spaleti, is 
mentioned in an agreement53 about the sale of the cellar and the upper floor of her 
house in the old part of Split (canipa cum pauimento superiori... in ciuitate veteri 
Spaleti). It is therefore obvious that she was the owner of a valuable property in 
the urban core of Split, but her reasons for the sale can only be speculated about. 
Probably she was forced to sell it due to the lack of money, so we can assume that 
her precarious financial position permanently positioned her at the lower end of the 
social ladder. It has to be said that real estate ownership was one of the prerequisites 
for claiming citizenship according to the provisions of the Statute of Split,54 but the 
financial situation of the Zadar woman, her family reputation, and even her lifestyle55 
did not allow her to move up to a higher socio-legal category in the commune (ciuis).

Finally, woodworker Đuliano Budojević from Šibenik is mentioned in the analysed 
sources only as a master taking on an apprentice (instrumentum famulandis),56 and 
it is difficult to make conclusions from this kind of document about his reasons to 
come and settle in Split or the kind of social status he achieved there. Maybe he 
came in search of a better working opportunity, but maybe he was forced to move 
because of some family or business matters, or something else completely. In any case, 
judging from his legal status (habitator) we can conclude that he was permanently 
incorporated into the Split community, although it is probable, considering his 
occupation, that he did not have the financial means to claim the citizenship of Split.

All in all, based on the research carried out on the representative sample of 
Split’s inhabitants, foreigners who stayed there only temporarily, and permanently 
settled newcomers, we can conclude that in the second half of the 14th century, the 
Split commune readily accepted new people who could benefit the community by 
their professional work. In this period of political stability under the Angevin rule, 
the Dalmatian communes strove to become administratively and economically 
independent as much as possible, with an emphasis on economic self-sufficiency.57 

51 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1, fol. 1’-2.
52 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1, fol. 45’.
53 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1, fol. 4’-5.
54 More about the prerequisites for full citizenship in Split and the ways of claiming it: Statut grada 

Splita (as in n. 3), book VI, ch. 1-5, 748-754. 
55 Pešorda Vardić, U predvorju vlasti (as in n. 36), 96.  
56 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 4, fol. 6-6’. 
57 Raukar, Studije o Dalmaciji (as in n. 2), 43-45; Kunčić and Ladić, “Društvena i gospodarska slika” (as 

in n. 19), 410.
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Therefore, Split readily accepted newcomers who wanted to settle permanently, 
trying to assimilate and integrate them completely.

The number, background, and socio-legal status of newcomers in 15th-
century Split 

Taking into consideration the changed socio-political and economic conditions 
of 15th-century Dalmatia as well as the supposition that in this period there would 
be more newcomers of foreign origins, I have chosen a new sample on which to 
observe the number and the socio-legal status of newly arrived persons in Split under 
the Venetian rule. The sample consists of 240 persons belonging to the non-noble 
strata of the Split society, whom I have successfully identified in the cited notarial 
sources from the 15th century. Unfortunately, that sample contains as many as 154 
persons registered without any mark of legal status,58 so based on the available data 
we cannot reliably assess their legal and social status. Moreover, only 14 local persons 
are labelled as ciuis or ciuis et habitator,59 and 40 of the identified individuals are 
in the legal category of habitator.60 We have also noted 32 newcomers of foreign 
origins, 13 of which were permanent settlers (9 of them having the status of ciuis et 
habitator,61 and 4 of habitator62) and then 19 more foreigners (forenses) who stayed 
in the Split commune only temporarily, with neither obligations nor rights, retaining 
the legal position they held in their places of origin. Public notaries, admittedly, did 
not label them by the term forensis, but we can make certain conclusions about their 
legal status in the new environment by the indication of their origin. Such foreigners, 
who stayed in Split temporarily, came mostly from neighbouring communes,63 from 

58 See e.g. SAZ, OSA, box. 8, vol. 23, nb. 3, fol. 101’-102, 105’, 108’-109, 127, 137, 139, 148’, nb. 4, fol. 
172-172’, 177’-178, nb. 5, fol. 209’, 215’, 225’, nb. 6, fol. 245, 262’, 275-275’, 281-281’, nb. 7, fol. 317, 343’, 
nb. 8, fol. 361, 383-383’; box 9, vol. 23, nb. 9, fol. 398, 402, 414-414’, 422’, 436’, nb. 10, fol. 14’-15, nb. 
11, fol. 56’-57, 67’, 76’-77, 89-89’, 99’-100, nb. 12, fol. 154’, 175’-176, etc.

59 SAZ, OSA, box 8, nb. 5, fol. 235’-236, nb. 8, fol. 352’, 355’-356, 369’; box 9, nb. 10, fol. 29’, nb. 12, fol. 
175-175’, 192, nb. 13, fol. 203’, 225, nb. 15, fol. 308-308’, 334, nb. 16, fol. 363.

60 SAZ, OSA, box. 8, vol. 23, nb. 3, fol. 102’, 103, 103’, 105’, 120’, 143’, 144’, 161’, nb. 4, fol. 170-170’, nb. 5, 
fol. 207, 210-210’, 215, 216’-217, 225’, 234, 234’, nb. 6, fol. 267’, 269-269’, 271-271’, 273, nb. 7, fol. 297, 
299-299’, 303’, 323, 324’, 334’, 339, nb. 8, fol. 346’, 362, 365, 366, 367, 378, 378’, 383-383’, 384; box 9, vol. 
23, nb. 9, fol. 394-394’, 397-397’, 402, 403, 410’-411, 416, 420, 423, 426’, nb. 10, fol. 3, 8, 12, 15’, 18, 28, 
29, 48, 51’, 52-52’, 67’, nb. 11, fol. 79’-80, 99, nb. 12, fol. 151’-152, 154’, 158’, 158’, 166, 167’-168, 170, 
175-175’, 181, 196, 198, nb. 13, fol. 225’, 226’, 237’, 241’, 245, 251-251’, nb. 14, fol. 255’-256, 256, 267’, 
279, 319’, nb. 15, fol. 324’-325, 329, 333-333’, 337’, nb. 16, fol. 361’-362, 371, 377, 381’, 386-386’, 386’.   

61 SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 3, fol. 103, 108’-109, nb, 4, fol. 183’, nb. 5, fol. 196’, 220’, nb. 6, fol. 250’-
251, 272’-273; box 9, vol. 23, nb. 9, fol. 431, nb. 11, fol. 59, 77, nb. 12, fol. 172’, 188’, nb. 14, fol. 274’-
275, nb. 15, fol. 324-324’, 328’, nb. 16, fol. 378’-388. 

62 SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 3, fol. 104-104’, nb. 6, fol. 279’, 283’; box 9, vol. 23, nb. 13, fol. 229-229’, 
nb. 14, fol. 289.

63 See e.g. SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 4, fol. 160, 160’-161, nb. 6, fol. 280, nb. 7 fol. 305, 305’; box. 9, 
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inland Dalmatia64 and smaller coastal towns,65 from the Bosnian hinterland,66 and the 
territory of today’s Italy.67

The following diagram shows the share of foreigners in the Split society in the 
15th century, calculated using the representative sample of randomly chosen notarial 
documents:

Diagram 2: The share of foreigners (forenses) in the non-noble 
strata of the Split society during the 15th century, based on a 

sample of notarial documents from 1443 to 1449

The diagram clearly shows that the share of foreigners in the non-noble strata 
of 15th-century Split is just slightly bigger (7.91 %) than the share in the previous 
century (6.43 %), despite the changed macropolitical circumstances that surely had 
an impact on migrations. If we analyse the reasons for these migrations, we have 
to bear in mind that around the mid-15th century Split had already been under the 
Venetian rule68 for three decades, and was tightly bound to the Republic by the new 

vol. 23, nb. 9, fol. 416, nb. 13, fol. 201’-202, nb. 14, fol. 253-253’, 299, nb. 15, fol. 317, 318, 319.
64 See e.g. SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 5, fol. 235’, nb. 8, fol. 363.
65 See e.g. SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 8, fol. 371-371’; box. 9, vol. 23, nb. 10, fol. 32’-33, 33.
66 See e.g. SAZ, OSA, box 9, vol. 23, nb. 12, fol. 165, 167’-168.
67 See e.g. SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 4, fol. 183-183’, nb. 5, fol. 234-234’, nb. 6, fol. 262’, 288’-289, nb. 

7, fol. 337; box 9, vol. 23, nb. 12, fol. 166-166’, nb. 13, fol. 245’.
68 About the decision of the Major Council in 1420 to yield Split to the Venetian rule, see: Zlatna knjiga 

grada Splita (as in n. 49), 80.
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city administration headed by the Venetian count and captain.69 Apart from him, 
there were other foreigners of Venetian and Italian origins in the city at the time, such 
as members of the new administration and the lower administration officials70 such 
as Anthony, son of Christian, from Apulia, who came to Split as a Venetian soldier 
(stipendiarius in Spaleto);71 or, for example, one Francis, son of John, from Verona72 
and a Martin from Mantova.73 But strangers such as these usually remained in Split 
only temporarily, mostly only until the end of their service or the completion of the 
business project for which they had come,74 so they disappear from the preserved 
sources pretty quickly.

Apart from administrative changes, the new government introduced many 
economic novelties, opening the city to new markets, ambitious entrepreneurs and 
their business projects. That is why there were many Venetian businessmen, big 
merchants, and successful artisans in 15th-century Split, who succeeded in branching 
out their businesses and increasing the profits thanks to the changed circumstances 
of the new sovereignty. Some of these businessmen stayed in Split only temporarily, 
until their work was done. One such example is the Venetian coppersmith Vital, 
son of John, who stayed in Split in 1444 and 1445, and for whom the public notary 
clearly stated that he was ciuis et habitator Venetiarum, but at the same time mercator 
in Spaleto.75 However, other newcomers permanently settled in Split and strove to 
obtain more civil rights, thus penetrating officially and legally into the group of 
inhabitants (habitatores) and often even citizens (ciues). We have identified as many 
as 13 (5.41%) such permanently settled foreigners in the analysed sample of Split’s 
non-nobles in the 15th century. Newcomers having the legal status of citizens and 
inhabitants (ciues et habitatores) include magister Jacob from Prato;76 Demetrius, son 
of Mosuro, from Crete;77 Guelmino dela Ianina;78 Julius from Pergamo;79 mercator ser 
John from Gubbio;80 Mikša, son of Alegreti, from Dubrovnik;81 Jacob, son of Nicholas, 

69 Marko Šunjić, Dalmacija u 15. stoljeću [Dalmatia in the 15th century] (Sarajevo: Svjetlost, 1967), 98-
99; Raukar, Studije o Dalmaciji (as in n. 2), 151.

70 These were all kinds of captains, consuls, ambassadors, consultants, bailiffs, chancellors, officers, 
soldiers and other officials of the Venetian civil and military administration. Cf. Ivan Pederin, 
Mletačka uprava, privreda i politika u Dalmaciji (1409-1797) [The Venetian administration, economy, 
and politics in Dalmatia (1409-1797)] (Dubrovnik: Časopis “Dubrovnik”, 1990), 18.

71 SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 5, fol. 234-234’, nb. 6, fol. 262’.
72 SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 7, fol. 337.
73 SAZ, OSA, box 9, vol. 23, nb. 13, fol. 245’.
74 Raukar, Studije o Dalmaciji (as in n. 2), 151.
75 SAZ, OSA, box 8. sv, 23, nb. 4, fol. 183-183’, nb. 6, fol. 288’-289; box. 9, vol. 23, nb. 12, fol. 166-166’.
76 SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 6, fol. 250’-251; box 9, vol. 23, nb. 12, fol. 172’, 188’, nb. 16, fol. 378’-388. 
77 SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 3, fol. 108’-109.
78 SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 3, fol. 103, nb., 4, fol. 183’.
79 SAZ, OSA, box 9, vol. 23, nb. 9, fol. 431, nb. 11, fol. 77.
80 SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 5, fol. 196’; box 9, vol. 23, nb. 15, fol. 324-324’, 328’.
81 SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 5, fol. 196’; box 9, vol. 23, nb. 15, fol. 324-324’, 328’.
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from Trogir;82 ser Augustin Mikšić from Šibenik;83 and Vito Stančić from Kovnica, 
partim Bosne.84 Permanently settled newcomers having the status of inhabitants of 
Split (habitatores) include magister Anthony de Mediolano;85 Nicholas, son of the late 
Guelmino dela Ianina;86 magister Mikša, son of Alegreti, from Bar;87 and Matthew 
Vladičić from Trogir.88

The social status of newcomers who were permanently incorporated into the 
structures of the 15th-century Split society is hard to assess due to the lack of sources 
about their property, especially the already mentioned inventories of belongings, 
testaments, and codicils. Nevertheless, the notarial material from the 15th century 
gives a bit more information about the legal position of individuals; the available data 
can be used to draw some conclusions about their social status and their place on the 
social ladder. Permanently settled newcomers having the status of ciuis et habitator 
were certainly wealthier members of the society, who could without hindrance buy 
real estate or achieve full citizenship, and that surely meant a better social status and 
a certain esteem for them. However, the newcomers of foreign origins who had the 
legal status of habitator were apparently persons of humbler means, so they were 
probably not in a position to claim the citizenship of Split, or they simply did not 
want to request it, preferring the citizenship of their place of origin. Nevertheless, we 
cannot be quite certain of that, because the public notary did not register anywhere 
in the documents their legal standing in their old country.

As we have already mentioned, an indication of the social status of permanently 
settled newcomers of foreign origins in the new city can be their legal status, but also 
their title. We have already said that the title ser in the Middle Ages was given only to 
respectable patricians and rich members of the class of communal citizens, and in the 
15th century this practice was even more frequent in the notarial sources because the 
communal citizens have by then become a clearly shaped and defined social class.89 
Therefore, we may assume that ser John from Gubbio and ser Augustin Mikšić from 
Šibenik were wealthy and respectable citizens of Split, which is after all proven by 
their legal status of ciuis et habitator.

When studying the legal and social position of permanently settled newcomers, 
we should draw attention to the case of a certain Guelmino dela Ianina, who had the 
legal status of a citizen and inhabitant of Split at least from November 1443, when 

82 SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 6, fol. 272’-273.
83 SAZ, OSA, box 9, vol. 23, nb. 11, fol. 59.
84 SAZ, OSA, box 9, vol. 23, nb. 14, fol. 274’-275.
85 SAZ, OSA, box 9, vol. 23, nb. 14, fol. 289.
86 SAZ, OSA, box 9, vol. 23, nb. 13, fol. 229-229’.
87 SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 6, fol. 279’, 283’.
88 SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 3, fol. 104-104’.
89 Raukar, Zadar u 15. st. (as in n. 45), 64; Fabijanec, “Društvena i kulturna uloga zadarskog trgovca” (as 

in n. 18), 61; Irena Benyovsky Latin, Srednjovjekovni Trogir. Prostor i društvo [Medieval Trogir: Space 
and society] (Zagreb: Hrvatski institut za povijest, 2009), 168; Pešorda Vardić, U predvorju vlasti (as 
in n. 36), 92-96.  
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he appeared in the sources as the creditor of shoemaker Grubiša.90 However, five 
years later, his son Nicholas only had the legal position of habitator,91 with fewer civil 
rights, and the available sources do not tell us why. Was the burden of civil duties too 
heavy for these newcomers? Were the taxes too high? Did Guelmino decide to sell 
the family property in Split and move elsewhere?92 Perhaps Nicholas then returned 
to Split, contrary to his father’s wishes, and retained the status of an inhabitant? 
Unfortunately, it has not been possible to find answers to these questions in the 
available sources.

Finally, if we take into consideration all the exhaustively presented data about 
the foreigners who permanently settled in Split in the 14th and 15th centuries, we can 
conclude that their share in the Split society doubled in the 15th century (5.41%) 
as compared to the 14th (3%). The reason for this is probably the fact that Split was 
integrated in the Venetian Republic, which opened the door for new economic 
opportunities. No wonder then the ever-growing number of foreigners in this period 
decided to move permanently to Split, building new social and business relations 
there and permanently pervading the structures of the medieval Split society.

Economic activity of the permanently settled newcomers in the 14th 
century

As has already been mentioned, the notarial records of the 14th century generally 
lack the sufficient amount of data about the legal position of their main protagonists, 
and therefore it is difficult to make assumptions about the social status of individuals 
based on such sources. The 14th-century notarial records also lack other types of 
information, for example some economic indicators, and that is especially true for 
the documents that regulated the private life of the population, such as last wills 
and testaments, inventories, deeds of gift, dowry agreements, and such.93 However, 
based on the documents that register the economic activity of citizens, for example 
sales agreements, promissory notes, or receipts for the repaid debts, we can make 
conclusions about the degree of their involvement in the local economy. Therefore, 

90 SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 3, fol. 103. In the original document, the public notary left a blank for 
Grubiša’s patronym or surname, apparently wanting to fill it in later, which he never did.

91 SAZ, OSA, box 9, vol. 23, nb. 13, fol. 229-229’.
92 The Statute of Split did not look kindly upon those foreigners who were given the status of citizens 

and then left the city and the district of their own volition. For such offenders, the law stipulated a 
fine of 50 pounds, the penalty of banishment from the city and the confiscation of all property for the 
benefit of the Split commune. Statut grada Splita (as in n. 3), book VI, ch. 2, 750.

93 When studying the notarial records from 14th-century Split, we realized that the public notaries of 
this period only sporadically registered the professions of the individuals making agreements. In 
these documents, we can see that only some of the artisanal professions occur frequently, while other 
occupations, such as farmers, fishermen, butchers, or sailors are mentioned very rarely.
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our task here is to study more closely the role of permanently settled newcomers in 
the economy of 14th and 15th-century Split.

In the analysed 14th-century sources one finds seven identified and permanently 
settled newcomers whose manner and level of involvement in the contemporary 
Split economy can be determined more or less safely. Juraj Dobrilović and Džive 
Radostić from Dubrovnik are registered in the sources as stonemasons (talliapetra), 
and Đuliano Budojević from Šibenik as woodworker (marangonus), so we can 
conclude that they participated professionally in their new community, primarily in 
the construction industry. In this period, Split was still building and designing its 
urban space,94 making statutory changes concerning urbanism95 and investing in the 
repair of its fortifications,96 so we can assume that there was a lot of work at that time 
for artisans working in construction. Private houses were constructed mainly out of 
wood,97 regardless of the communal interdictions,98 so there were surely also many 
carpenters who participated on a daily basis in the construction of houses and the 

94 The medieval Split precinct got its final urbanistic definition and architectural design in the late 
14th and during the 15th century. At that time, the construction of new bulwarks united the former 
western suburb (burgus) with the so-called “old town” (ciuitas vetus) and it became a part of Split’s 
urban core. Cf. Grga Novak, “Gradski bedemi, javne zgrade i ulice u srednjovjekovnom Splitu” 
[Bulwarks, public buildings, and streets in medieval Split], Starohrvatska prosvjeta 3/1 (1949): 106; 
Cvito Fisković, “Izgled splitskog Narodnog trga u prošlosti” [The appearance of People’s Square in 
Split in the past], Peristil 1 (1954): 71-102; Željko Rapanić, Od carske palače do srednjovjekovne općine 
[From an Emperor’s palace to a medieval municipality] (Split: Književni krug, 2007), 192; Raukar, 
Studije o Dalmaciji (as in n. 2), 14-15.

95 Statut grada Splita (as in n. 3), book R, ch. 15, 17, 63, 65, and 107, pp. 862, 896, and 924.
96 In the 1360s, the burgus of Split still had dry-stone walls, as can be concluded from a document 

mentioning a hut (camarda) belonging to Petar Čičetić ad macherias. SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1, 
fol. 14’; Cf. Ivan Lucić, Povijesna svjedočanstva o Trogiru [Historical testimonies about Trogir], vol. 
1, transl. and ed. Jakov Stipišić (Split: Čakavski sabor, 1979), 165-186; Archdeacon Thomas of Split, 
History of the Bishops of Salona and Split, ed. Damir Karbić, Mirjana Matijević Sokol, James Ross 
Sweeney (Budapest: Central European University Press, 2006), 344-345 and n. 3, 348-349. As we 
have mentioned before, in the late 14th century dry-stone walls were replaced by proper fortifications, 
so the local stonemasons, stoneworkers, and carpenters had even more work.

97 Numerous 14th-century documents mention the wooden houses of Split’s. See e.g. Splitski bilježnički 
spisi, sv. I, Spisi splitskog bilježnika Ivana pok. Çove iz Ankone od 1341. do 1344. [Split’s notarial 
records, vol. I, Records of Split’s notary John, son of late Çove from Ancona (1341-1344], ed. Jakov 
Stipišić and Ante Nazor (Zagreb: HAZU, 2002), 23-24, 27-28, 37-38, 39, 47, 49-50, 50-51, 52-53, 56, 
63, 64-65, 89, 89-90, 100, and 112-113; SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1, fol. 7-7’, 8, 16-16’, 36-36’, nb. 2, 
fol. 74, 84, etc.

98 The Statute of Split explicitly gave preference to stone over wood as building material. Statut grada 
Splita (as in n. 3), book VI, ch. 25, p. 766. A similar situation is seen in other Dalmatian communes 
of the time, for example Trogir and Dubrovnik. Cf. Nada Grujić, “Balatorij u dubrovačkoj stambenoj 
arhitekturi 15. stoljeća” [Outer landing in Dubrovnik’s residential architecture of the 15th century], 
Prilozi povijesti umjetnosti u Dalmaciji 37 (1997-1998): 150, n. 34; Knjige nekretnina dubrovačke općine 
(13.-18. st.) [Books of real estate in the municipality of Dubrovnik (13th-18th centuries)], ed. Irena 
Benyovsky Latin and Danko Zelić (Zagreb: HAZU, 2007), 41-43; Benyovsky Latin, Srednjovjekovni 
Trogir (as in n. 89), 89.
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furnishing of their interiors.99 Thus, it is a logical conclusion that the abovementioned 
stonemasons and woodworkers were in many ways involved in the Split economy of 
the 14th century, more specifically in its construction industry.

But if we take a closer look at the documents registering the business activity of 
Bernard from Florence, we will see that during the 1360s this mercator100 was mostly 
involved in overseas trade by investing in merchant associations,101 but he was also 
active on the capital market, lending money not only to poor commoners,102 but also 
to rich Split patricians,103 which is not surprising if we know that Florentines were 
the most skilled financiers of medieval Europe.104 A lot of them worked in Dalmatia 
lending money to the local entrepreneurs, participating in the market economy, and 
shaping the monetary systems of Eastern Adriatic communes.105

The abovementioned Bernard often did business with another permanently 
settled newcomer, Kolan, son of Vito, from Zadar. In 1363, he invested a considerable 
amount of money in the merchant association of Kolan, son of Vito, and Marko, son 
of Grisan,106 the investment which paid off as early as 1369 when he got back both 
the money invested and the profits (ducatos quatuorcentum).107 So Bernard invested 
once again in the same business with the same partners, this time an even larger sum, 

99 Historiography has determined that the interiors of medieval houses were predominantly made of 
wood, from floors and ceilings to the partition walls, interior staircases, and furniture. Cf. Nada 
Grujić, “Kuća ‘savršenog trgovca’ po Benediktu Kotruljeviću” [House of a “perfect merchant” 
according to Benedikt Kotruljević], Dubrovnik: časopis za književnost i znanost 6/4 (1995): 205-206; 
Igor Fisković, Dalmatinski prostori i stari majstori [Dalmatian living spaces and old craftsmen] (Split: 
Književni krug, 1990), 20; Irena Benyovsky, “Privatni prostori grada Trogira u kasnom srednjem 
vijeku” [Private living spaces in late medieval Trogir], Radovi Zavoda za hrvatsku povijest 29 (1996), 
54; Gorana Barišić, Srednjovjekovne kuće u Splitu / Medieval Houses in Split (Split: Muzej grada Splita, 
2010), [11]; Ana Plosnić Škarić, Gotička stambena arhitektura grada Trogira [Gothic residential 
architecture of Trogir], PhD diss. in manuscript (University of Zagreb, 2010), 259.

100 More about the meaning of this term in the Middle Ages and about this profession in general: Sabine 
Florence Fabijanec, “Pojava profesije mercator i podrijetlo trgovaca u Zadru u 14. i početkom 15. 
stoljeća” [Birth of the profession of mercator and the origin of merchants in Zadar in the 14th and 
early 15th centuries], Zbornik Odsjeka za povijesne znanosti Zavoda za povijesne i društvene znanosti 
HAZU 19 (2001), 84-91.

101 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1, fol. 22, 22’.
102 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1, fol. 42’.
103 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1, fol. 62. Bernard’s business transactions in the second half of the 14th 

century, as registered in the preserved notarial documents, have been closely studied and described 
by M. Kunčić and Z. Ladić. In order to avoid repetition, I refer to their already cited text “Društvena 
i gospodarska slika” (as in n. 19), 435-436. 

104 Goldstein and Grgin, Europa i Sredozemlje (as in n. 1), 466-468.
105 Raukar, Studije o Dalmaciji (as in n. 2), 54-66.
106 The preserved notary imbreviatures from 1363 (SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 5) reach only to the month of 

March and the agreement about Bernard’s investment dates from July 30, 1363. The document has 
thus been lost and is known only from the receipt of the repayment of the invested money. SAZ, OSA, 
box 2, vol. 7, no. 1, fol. 22.

107 Ibidem.
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ducatos milletrecentosquinquaginta, now for a one-year period;108 unfortunately, the 
consulted sources do not state clearly what the outcome of that joint business venture 
was. Whatever the case may be, we can conclude from the given examples that the 
mentioned newcomers very quickly and easily integrated into their new environment, 
trying to achieve as much financial profit and business success as possible.

On the other hand, the above mentioned Firman, son of Konrad from Recanati 
and the deputy head official of the Royal Chamber of the thirtieth and salt,109 was 
probably the person who participated the most in the fiscal sector of medieval Split 
economy, as can be concluded from the document in which he takes on the mentioned 
post.110 His job was basically to sublease salt chambers in other cities, supervise their 
business transactions, and collect their taxes.111 This means that Firman was a major 
factor in creating the contemporary salt policy by choosing a leaseholder for the Split 
chamber and supervising his work.112 Apart from the fact that he collected taxes for 
the state treasury, he probably also collected salt for the central chamber, and maybe 
even set its prices for local sale and export, or rates for the export customs duties. We 
may therefore assume that this permanently settled foreigner had a strong influence 
on Split’s economy, shaping in many ways its salt and fiscal policy.

It is hard to figure out from the available sources113 what the line of work of 
the above mentioned newcomers Bunčica from Zadar and Đulijano Budojević 
from Šibenik was, but it is quite certain that they participated in the economy of 
the medieval Split commune in their professional and private lives. The very fact of 
going to the public notary for the purpose of producing a document makes them 
participants in the legal and monetary systems of the commune.114 The mentioned 
Bunčica also made an agreement about the sale of her business premises and a part 
of her house,115 which is a sure sign of her activity on the real estate market and in 

108 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1, fol. 22’.
109 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1, fol. 14-14’.
110 Ibidem.
111 Raukar, Studije o Dalmaciji (as in n. 2), 317-320.
112 Before the arrival of the Angevin rule, Dalmatian communes held monopoly over the trade in salt, 

and that was also the situation in Split. Cf. Statut grada Splita (as in n. 3), book V, ch. 41-44, pp. 740-
742. In the 14th century, Split’s salt works were apparently located in Poljud, which we can assume 
from the conclusion of the Major Council in 1352 that a certain Francis Vučina be permitted to build 
salt works in that part of the communal district. Ibid., 301.  

113 I would like to point out once again that the 14th-century sources contain less information than those 
of the same type from the 15th century, especially with regard to the socio-legal categorization and 
economic indicators (occupations).

114 According to Split’s statutory law, when making a legal agreement worth more that 20 Venetian 
pounds, it was obligatory to sign a notarial document, which meant that the participants of the legal 
act had to pay the notarial fee for that transaction. Cf. Statut grada Splita (as in n. 3), book III, ch. 
17, p 482. The situation was similar in Dubrovnik, where notarial documents were obligatory for all 
business transactions worth more than 10 crowns. Lučić, Obrti i usluge u Dubrovniku (as in n. 45), 
185.

115 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1, fol. 4’-5. 
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the financial system of the commune. However, the agreement did not last – it was 
annulled only a few days later, which can be seen in the marginal note of the very 
next imbreviature in which the public notary registered the receipt of the money.116 
Đuliano Budojević also had a document made by a public notary, in which he 
takes into service an apprentice, George, son of the late salt-worker Gregory from 
Zadar.117 That implies that he participated not only in the economy of the commune, 
but also in its educational system. By training his apprentice, this man from Šibenik 
permanently incorporated another foreigner from Zadar into Split’s society, which is 
maybe the best contribution of a newcomer to his new environment.

Economic activity of the permanently settled newcomers in the 15th 
century

Research on a representative sample of the 15th-century notarial records has 
confirmed that there were more permanently settled newcomers in that period than 
before, due to the changed socio-political and economic circumstances. Many of these 
newcomers belonged to the elite circles and owed their social status, respectability, 
and the legal position of citizenship with full rights to their business acumen, clever 
deals, and acquired wealth.

The best known among such newcomers was ser John from Gubbio, mercator 
in Spaleto,118 landowner119 and owner of several residential and farm buildings,120 
financier and money-lender to many commoners in Split,121 their employer,122 
and witness to their legal acts.123 Historiography124 has already concluded from 
the preserved documents125 in which he left his trace that the contribution of this 
newcomer to the contemporary Split economy was huge.

116 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 1, fol. 5.
117 SAZ, OSA, box 2, vol. 7, nb. 4, fol. 6’-7.
118 SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 5, fol. 196’.
119 SAZ, OSA, box 10, vol. 24, fol. 36-36’; box 12, vol. 27, nb. 2, fol. 60’-61; box 15, vol. 31, nb. 1, fol. 301’, 

vol. 32, nb. 1, fol. 83’.
120 SAZ, OSA, box 9, vol. 23, nb. 15, fol. 328’; box 11, vol. 25, nb. 5, fol. 154’, 164’, 192-192’, 223-223’; box 

12, vol. 26, nb. 2, fol. 13’-14; box 15, vol. 32, nb. 1, fol. 115-115’.
121 SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 5, fol. 196’; box 10, vol. 24, fol. 76’-77; box 11, vol. 25, nb. 5, fol. 164’, 

191’-192; box 12, vol. 26, nb. 2, fol. 4-4’, 31’; box 15, vol. 31, nb. 1, fol. 11, 186’.
122 SAZ, OSA, box 9, vol. 23, nb. 15, fol. 324-324’.
123 SAZ, OSA, box 11, vol. 25, nb. 8, fol. 7.
124 Tomislav Raukar, “Ser Baptista de Augubio, civis Spaleti,” Mogućnosti 1 (1979): 108-118 (reprinted in: 

Studije o Dalmaciji [as in n. 2], 285-296).
125 Many of the documents mentioning Ivan from Gubbio have not been included in the chosen sample 

for the estimation of the number of permanently settled foreigners in 15th-century Split, but are 
nevertheless crucial for conclusions about his contribution to the city’s economy, so we did not want 
to leave them out completely from this research.  
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One of the respectable permanently settled foreigners in 15th-century Split was 
magister Jacob from Prato, tailor (sartor) by occupation.126 It is not clear from the 
studied documents when exactly Jacob moved to Split, but his intention to settle 
there permanently can be inferred from a document from 1448 which states that 
he rented a workshop in the town centre for no less than nine years.127 He trained 
two apprentices: Cvitko, son of Raduna, daughter of Dobrasin,128 and Marin, son of 
butcher John,129 and he was apparently well off because in 1444 he lent some money 
to three brothers, Doimus, Nicholas, and Thomas, as evident from the receipt of debt 
repayment (quietato) made in 1445.130 We can see that this newcomer was also very 
actively participating in the economy of the contemporary Split commune.

We cannot conclude much from the analysed documents about the permanently 
settled blacksmith (faber) Jacob, son of Nicholas, from Trogir131 because he is 
mentioned only once in 1445, in an agreement about the lease of a stone building 
(muralia).132 Since artisans of low-income professions did not have the opportunity 
to make a considerable profit, it remains unclear how this newcomer from Trogir 
succeeded in climbing the social ladder to obtain full citizenship.

A group of skilful craftsmen includes two goldsmiths (aurifices), Julius from 
Pergamo133 and Mikša, son of Alegreti, from Dubrovnik,134 who belonged to Split’s 
high society and had full civil rights. Julius was registered in the notary office as the 
teacher of apprentice Nikola, son of Ivan, son of Stephen, from Dubrovnik,135 and as 
the procurator (procurator) of the master coppersmith (magister caldarius) Anthony 
Cauogrosso,136 while Mikša, son of Alegreti, is mentioned as the procurator of 
another goldsmith, Milun, an inhabitant of Dubrovnik.137 His namesake Mikša, son 

126 Prato in Italy was at that time one of the greatest centres of textile industry in Europe. Trevor Dean, 
The Towns of Italy in the Later Middle Ages (Manchester: Manchester University Press, 2000), 116; 
Medieval Italy: An Encyclopedia, ed. Christopher Kleinhenz (New York: Routledge, 2004), 930; 
Giacomo Becattini, Marco Bellandi, Gabi Dei Ottati, and Fabio Sforzi, From Industrial Districts to 
Local Development: An Itinerary of Research (Northampton, MA: Edward Elgar, 2003), 63.

127 SAZ, OSA, box 9, vol. 23, nb. 12, fol. 172’. By that time, Jacob had certainly living in Split for a while 
as the public notary described him in the mentioned document by the term ciuis et habitator Spaleti.

128 SAZ, OSA, box 9, vol. 23, nb. 12, fol. 188’.
129 SAZ, OSA, box 9, vol. 23, nb. 16, fol. 378’-379.
130 SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 6, fol. 250’-251.
131 I would like to recall here the statutory regulation by which business transactions and sales of objects 

of a lesser value, such as blacksmith’s products, did not require signing of a notarial document. See n. 
114.

132 SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 6, fol. 272’-273.
133 SAZ, OSA, box 9, vol. 23, nb. 9, fol. 431, nb. 11, fol. 77.
134 SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 5, fol. 220’.
135 SAZ, OSA, box 9, vol. 23, nb. 9, fol. 431.
136 SAZ, OSA, box 9, vol. 23, nb. 11, fol. 77.
137 SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 5, fol. 220’.
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of Alegreti, from Bar,138 likewise a goldsmith by profession, was not legally a citizen 
of Split, but he was certainly a prominent member of the commune, very close to the 
social elite. He was the procurator of ser Anthony, son of Cyprian, from Split,139 and 
he had business dealings with the prominent Split nobleman (vir nobilis) Andrew, 
son of Mark, who lent him money,140 so it is hard to believe that these prominent 
individuals would do business with a poor commoner. Regardless of that, it is not 
clear from the extant documents why the newly arrived Mikša did not have full civil 
rights in Split.

Ser Augustin Mikšić from Šibenik, habitator Spaleti,141 was also a respectable 
member of the contemporary Split society, although in legal terms he was only an 
inhabitant. We should not draw conclusions about his status only from his title ser, 
but also from his economic activity. In 1447, on behalf of Mrs Nikolota, widow of ser 
Zanin Papalić, he rented out a workshop (statio) on the ground floor of Nikolota’s 
house beside the Venetian tower (sub domibus done Nicolote proppe castelum)142 to 
a Split barber Miladin. This newcomer was obviously very capable and a man of 
confidence, otherwise a patrician woman would never trust him to be the procurator 
of her estate.

The studied documents show that citizenship was not granted to two permanently 
settled newcomers, stonemason (lapicida) Anthony de Mediolano143 and hatter 
(cappelarius) Matthew Vladičić from Trogir,144 which does not mean, of course, that 
they always remained in their legal status of inhabitants. We cannot learn much about 
their professional activity in Split from the chosen sample of notarial documents 
because they appear in them only sporadically – Anthony in an agreement about 
taking into apprenticeship a man called Luka Radašinović,145 and Matthew in a deed 
of sale of a vineyard near Trogir to a certain Michael Jurjev.146 But that does not mean 
that these permanently settled newcomers did not actively do business. Perhaps 
they simply did not need a public notary in the studied period or the record of their 
economic activity did not remain preserved to the present day.

Another group of 15th-century settlers are the foreigners who originally came to 
Split only temporarily, in service of the Venetian administration, and then decided to 
stay permanently for family, social, or business reasons. Such is the case of Demetrius, 
son of Mosuro, who came to Split from Crete around the mid-15th century as a 
Venetian soldier (stipendiarius), then married and settled permanently, which we 

138 SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 6, fol. 279’.
139 Ibidem.
140 SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 6, fol. 283’.
141 SAZ, OSA, box 9, vol. 23, nb. 11, fol. 59.
142 SAZ, OSA, box 9, vol. 23, nb. 11, fol. 59.
143 SAZ, OSA, box 9, vol. 23, nb. 14, fol. 289.
144 SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 3, fol. 104-104’.
145 SAZ, OSA, box 9, vol. 23, nb. 14, fol. 289.
146 SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 3, fol. 104-104.
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can conclude from the document by which he and his wife Radoslava acknowledge 
their debt to shoemaker Jurko for the wooden material pro fabricando et reparando 
una eorum domum.147 Sometime later, we find in the notarial documents that he was 
the executor of the last will of the late dyer Matthew, son of Dominik, doing various 
financial transactions in his name,148 so we conclude that his involvement in the Split 
economy was manifold.

There is also a certain Guelmino dela Ianina, called the Greek (Greco),149 who 
came to Split in the 15th century as a Venetian government official and stayed there 
permanently upon the termination of his service. He appears twice in the studied 
sample as the creditor of minor artisans, a certain Grubiša150 and dyer Michael, son 
of Mark Milunić from Split,151 but we have not found any record of the loans being 
repaid. However, Guelmino’s son Nikola was also lending money, which is suggested 
by the promissory note of Vučac Cvitković152 from Klis and the receipt of the repaid 
loan made to furrier Pervinac Bosiković153 from Split. So, the mentioned Guelmino 
and his son Nikola were apparently skilful financiers dealing with a wide circle of less 
well-off clients.

Finally, there was the shoemaker (calçolarius) Vito Stančić from Kovnica, partim 
Bosne,154 who arrived in Split in the 15th century most probably on business, but then 
stayed, apparently bound by family ties. In this period, it was not unusual for poor 
inhabitants of the Dalmatian hinterland to bring their children to coastal towns and 
leave them there in the care of master artisans for apprenticeship or as servants to 
rich citizens and patricians in order for them to have at least half a chance for a better 
life.155 Although we do not have any kind of document to attest to his entering the 
apprenticeship of a shoemaker, we can assume that this was the reason for his arrival 
in Split, where he finally permanently settled and married, which can be seen from 
the dowry agreement of his wife Katarina, daughter of the late Martin from Šibenik.156 
That is why we conclude that Vito’s occupation made him an active participant in 
Split’s economy, contributing to it with his services and products.

147 SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 7, fol. 324’.
148 SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 3, fol. 108’-109, 120, 120’, 149-149’, 306. 
149 SAZ, OSA, box 5, vol. 18, fol. 22.
150 SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 3, fol. 103.
151 SAZ, OSA, box 8, vol. 23, nb. 4, fol. 183’.
152 SAZ, OSA, box 9, vol. 23, nb. 13, fol. 229-229’.
153 SAZ, OSA, box 9, vol. 23, nb. 14, fol. 291’-292. 
154 SAZ, OSA, box 9, vol. 23, nb. 14, fol. 274’-275.
155 Intensification of migrations from the hinterland towards Split was especially noticeable from 1453 

to 1454, after a great famine that affected Bosnia. In the notarial documents from July to October 
1453, there are as many as 26 agreements by which Bosnian boys were taken into apprenticeship and 
service. Cf. Raukar, Studije o Dalmaciji (as in n. 2), 155. 

156 Ibidem.
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Conclusions

Based on the given examples about the inclusion of permanently settled 
newcomers into the economy of 14th and 15th-century Split, several conclusions can 
be made about their role and influence in certain economic sectors:

1. In the 14th and 15th centuries, newcomers arrived mostly from the neighbouring 
Eastern Adriatic communes, smaller coastal towns, villages of the Dalmatian 
and Bosnian hinterland, and the overseas communes of the Italian Peninsula.

2. They chose Split for their destination most probably because of its diversified 
social network, business opportunities, ordered social and legal structure, 
and developed economy, as well as a mentality that was similar to their old 
country.

3. The shown examples prove that the permanently settled newcomers in 14th 
and 15th century Split were very present in many different sectors of the city’s 
economy and that they were prominent as traders, artisans, the financial and 
fiscal sectors and even in the salt policy of the commune and the training 
system of artisans’ apprentices. 

4. This study also shows that the permanently settled newcomers interconnected 
while building business ties in their new environment, helping each other and 
making economic contacts with entrepreneurs from their places of origin.

5. Finally, we can say that Split, like various other Mediterranean communes 
during the Middle Ages, was open to foreigners and permanently settled 
newcomers, a policy aiming at enhancing the economic progress and social 
growth of the commune.


	Cover
	Andrić
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