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1 2 3 4 5 6

1 2 3 4 5 6 Cities studied in this book

1. Samos,
2. Leeds,
3. London,
4. Bruges,
5. Brussels,
6. Antwerp,
7. Milano,
8. Florence,
9. Venice,
10. Dresden,
11. Rijeka,
12. Rab,
13. Zagreb,
14. Trogir,
15. Split,
16. Dubrovnik,
17. St. Petersburg,
18. Constantinople,
19. Jaffa.
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223There are a substantial number of studies on the urban development of 
medieval Dubrovnik, which analyse the process of its expansion beyond 
the old fortification and the formation of urban space in the 13th century.1 
Nevertheless, this subject is still a matter of debate among the historians, 
archaeologists, and art historians, since the scarcity of material and written 
sources, caused by the earthquakes and fires that struck Dubrovnik more 
than once over the centuries (the earthquake of 1667 being especially 
devastating), pose a particular research challenge.2 Owing to the lack of 
material evidence from the period in question, the results of archaeological 
excavations3 and spatial analyses,4 as well as the extant visual and carto-
graphic sources,5 have proven particularly important. 
Written sources are indispensable when investigating the urban develop-
ment of Dubrovnik in the 13th century, the most significant among them 
being the books of notarial records, extant from the 1270s onwards.6 They 
preserve abundant documentation on real estate in the city and the suburbs. 
Real estate is mostly mentioned when it comes to property transfer from one 
(legal) person or institution to another, which could be based on the sale, 
donation, exchange, or legal inheritance. However, records were also made 
for temporary relations – lease contracts, debentures, or promissory notes.7 
All relevant data have been fed into a database containing information on 
the owners, users, neighbours, legal transactions, and property descriptions.8 
Besides these notarial, private legal documents, one must take into account 
administrative and normative documents, such as the Book of Communal 
Leases (particularly the part referring to the 13th century)9 and the Statute 
of Dubrovnik (especially the two regulations on streets from 1272 and 
1296).10 Besides these 13th-century documents, an important group of 
sources consists of documents from a later period (such as the notarial 
documents of the 14th and 15th centuries, largely unpublished),11 Councils’ 
Deliberations,12 Books of Treasury Leases,13 and so on, since they contain 
information on real estate relevant for the earlier periods. Data from late 
medieval and early modern narrative sources, albeit unreliable, can be 
used for comparative purposes. Besides information on urban planning, 
narrative sources preserve the tradition of noble families – their origins 
and immigration.14 
In this study, we shall present the complexity of the digital mapping of 
real estate as related to the population in the area of medieval Dubrovnik, 
both its city and its suburbs. Even though all social groups and institu-
tions played their part in the formation of the medieval city, elites are 
the key social group in the medieval community. In reconstructing the 
property of Dubrovnik’s nobility in the burgus, we have used the results of 
genealogical and prosopographic15 research, as well as of spatial analyses 
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Figure 1  
Researched part of Dubrovnik’s 
burgus with 13th-century 
streets (drawing by the authors).
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Figure 2  
Example of digital mapping on a 19th-century 
cadastre map of Dubrovnik  
(drawing by the authors).
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227and archaeological excavations. All the relevant data have been combined 
here with the results of our own research. In this study, we shall present 
the methodological procedures of social topography16 on the example of 
selected estates of Dubrovnik’s elite (nobility) in the 13th-century burgus. 
We shall, however, not locate the properties in the suburbs with precision, 
as this part of our research is still ongoing.17 
The possibility of linking data from historical documents and urban space 
on the level of land plots or households may offer excellent possibilities 
to those researchers who focus on urban development, real estate market, 
specific social groups, and so on. Our intention is to show the reconstructed 
sequences in space in their various changes – chronological, spatial, and 
social. The strategy of presenting the dynamics of these changes depends, 
among other things, on the availability of sources concerning specific 
topics/periods/segments related to the suburbs, as well as on the given 
research questions.
In order to connect all the available data on the given topic into a whole 
and eventually apply them to a digital map, one needs an interdisciplinary 
approach, as it pays justice to the various types of sources and research 
methodologies. Each discipline has its own specificities and approaches 
(e.g. archival sources may describe individuals and their relation to places 
in terms of possession, use, and status; archaeology may offer material 
evidence on living in a particular area; and spatial analyses may offer clues 
as to the division of space, communication lines, and the logic of urban 
expansion).18 
Based on the available material as well as the present results of various 
disciplines, we have created a digital map of Dubrovnik’s burgus (fig. 1). It 
is based on today’s digital cadastre map of Dubrovnik in the vector format 
as our geo-referential framework.19 The analysis of spatial sequences has 
been based on the imaging of the present state of Dubrovnik’s ground 
level, produced at the Institute of Art History in 1972, which has confirmed, 
among other things, that the statutory regulations on streets were indeed 
implemented.20 Historical maps of the city have also been interpolated 
within the aforementioned digital map as a comparative source of data 
for spatial analyses (fig. 2). The digital map21 also includes data obtained 
from the spatial analyses that are part of the relevant art historical, conser-
vationist, and archaeological research.22 The topographic situation of the 
area is a crucial reference, which is why the map also contains data on the 
height of the terrain. The area of Dubrovnik is very specific in this respect 

– the old town, positioned on a cliff, descended south of the fortifications 
(along with the line of present-day Strossmayerova Street) and then less 
steeply to the line of today’s Pećarica/Hliđina Street. In the area of Prijeko, 
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228 the ground sloped up again towards the mountain of Srđ. Our digital map 
serves not only to present the results of our research, but also as a basis 
for interpreting the role of elites in urban space and, vice versa, the impact 
of urban space on the formation of elites.

Research on social groups in urban space demands complex approaches 
that take into account various factors. Our methodological approach will 
be presented here with a focus on a series of elements, the transforma-
tions of which have been observed over the given period and in the given 
segment of the burgus. These include legal transactions, owners and users 
of real estate, as well as their neighbours, and the type, size, and position 
of properties. Notarial records make it possible to follow a considerable 
number of elite families owning real estate in Dubrovnik’s burgus. Some of 
them enlarged their estates over time, while others reduced them, and in 
some of them, we could establish residential mobility. During the period 
in question, most real estate in the burgus was used for lease, but that 
situation changed over time. 
Burgus is a generic term used in the notarial records for the suburban 
areas, that is, for those beyond the old town walls.23 In this study, we have 
focused on a selected part of the burgus, namely the area circumscribed 
by the present-day streets of Strossmayerova, Lučarica, Široka, Između 
polača, and Placa). 
For the period before the Statute of 1272 and the introduction of notarial 
records in the late 1270s, we have relied on sporadically written documents24 
as well as the available results of spatial analyses and archaeological 
research. The rarely written sources from the mid-13th century mention the 
real estate owned by the elite families in the burgus, but their position is not 
accurately described and data on their size or use is entirely missing. They 
are defined merely by their general situation (in burgo) and occasionally 
with regard to some well-known building or the town walls.25 
First suburbs on the slopes north of the old fortifications emerged as 
structured settlements as early as the pre-communal period.26 Those were 
the oldest formations outside the city before the planned interventions of 
the 13th century, yet they are barely discernible in today’s grid.27 They are 
characterised by an irregular and introverted organisation of space, with 
dead-end access lanes and fortified structures on the edges. Suburbs with 
one side defined by the walls of the old town functioned as an antemural 
belt at the city gate and were connected to the old town and the district by 
means of access lanes.28 According to the present results of spatial analyses, 
these areas can be identified within the burgus in some sections between 
the old town (Strossmayerova Street) and the continuation of today’s Hliđina 

The Area, Period, 
and Focus of 
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229Street (fig. 1).29 Thus, in the southern part of the housing block south of 
Gučetićeva, M. Planić Lončarić has identified an older type of spatial organi-
zation with an inner “shared courtyard”, communicating with the outside 
area by means of three access lanes leading eastwards to the present-day 
Pracatova Street, southwards to the present-day Strossmayerova Street, 
and northwards to the projected continuation of Hliđina Street. A similar 
suburb occupied most of today’s Bunićeva poljana, east of the present-day 
cathedral, likewise with access lanes leading to the cathedral and the old 
town (fig. 1). The area north of the projected Hliđina line is, however, flatter 
and more suitable for a regular organisation of space.30 
In the 13th century, the burgus area underwent significant transformation, 
evident in the statutory regulations of 1272 and 1296. But even before a 
network of streets was created in the burgus, the area north of the first 
suburbs functioned as a rural-urban fringe – this was where the terrena prope 
civitatem (mentioned in the Statute)31 were located, which were, according 
to the preserved sources, owned by Dubrovnik’s elite and the monasteries. 
The former gardens and vineyards were gradually transformed into housing 
plots,32 but not much is known about the organisation of this area before 
the regulations.33 Sporadic data show that the plots in the burgus were 
defined by means of boundaries and milestones,34 a few of which have 
been discovered during archaeological excavations.35 (The Statute decreed 
that the old boundaries and milestones were to be observed.)36 
It is known that some communication lines running through the burgus or 
leading to it (the stratae et viae mentioned in the Statute) existed before 
the new street network.37 The streets mentioned as already existing in 
the Statute approached the new burgus from the south, from gates that 
(mostly) bore the names of the owners of nearby estates or houses (porta 
de Mençi, porta de Celenga, porta subtus domum Bogdani de Pissino, porta 
Leonis). Before the regulations, there were also streets running along the 
east-west axis in the burgus. Same as the aforementioned streets, they 
mostly connected the city with the estates in the burgus. To the west, it 
was the present-day Hliđina Street, which was already in existence south 
of the church of All Saints, defined by the houses of Miho de Binçola and 
Marin de Villano. To the east, there was a street in front of the castrum 
gate that ran between the houses owned by the Gleda family (via que est 
ante portam castri et vadit inter domum Sergii et Vitalem Glede) – after the 
regulations, it was prolonged to the west (Od puča Street). To the north, 
there was a street named after the furnace of the Dujmo family (via que 
est a furno Doymi), which was likewise prolonged after the regulations 
(today’s Cvijete Zuzorić Street). These streets indicate that there was an 
early suburbium with houses next to the castrum.38
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230 It is highly probable that there was a communication line along the east-west 
axis which ran through the abovementioned territoria. M. Planić Lončarić 
has identified this communication line, which ran from the present-day 
Rokova, Prolazna, and Gučetićeva streets along the southern edge of today’s 
Gundulićeva poljana to the cathedral (according to her it was irregular and 
only partially preserved in today’s grid).39 Urban texture reveals traces of at 
least two communication lines: one that may have linked the church of All 
Saints with that of Holy Saviour de paludo (present-day Gučetićeva)40 and 
another that ran from Hliđina to the southern edge of today’s Gundulićeva 
poljana towards the cathedral. Those communication lines, if they existed, 
lost their importance later on, due to the property relations and the creation 
of new, Od puča Street.
The famous regulation De viis in the Statute of Dubrovnik (1272)41 mentions 
that “another, new town has been annexed to the city of Dubrovnik, one that 
used to be called a suburb”. The regulation also describes the introduction 
of a new network of streets to the texture of burgus, and explains that its 
promulgation will prevent further doubts super stratis et viis burgi. The exist-
ing communication lines from the direction of the old town were continued 
northwards (present-day Široka, Sv. Josipa, Pracatova, and Lučarica streets). 
The street leading from the Celenga Gate (today’s Sv. Josipa) was prolonged 
towards the street leading to the castrum (today’s Od Puča) and the remaining 
streets were continued to the so-called campus (the line of which was more 
southern than the one defined by the regulation of 1296, the present-day 
Između polača Street). The Statute of 1272 also describes streets running along 
the east-west axis: today’s Hliđina was confirmed and today’s Gučetićeva/
Prolazna newly created (perhaps as a part of some older communication 
line).42 This street was leading from today’s Sv. Josipa (which started at the 
Celenga Gate, next to the church of All Saints) towards the east, to the street 
below the estate of Matijaš de Mençe (today’s Gučetićeva likewise extends to 
Pracatova, which is defined in the south by the Mençe Gate).43 
New streets running along the east-west axis passed by land plots, not 
houses, which fact speaks of the level of urbanity in this area. Od Puča Street 
was a new street defined by the regulation as connecting the burgus along 
the east-west axis. In the west, it passed by the garden of All Saints and the 
water well of the Çereva family and ended at today’s Široka. With the regula-
tion, Od Puča Street became the main communication line, which role that 
Placa would take over only in the early 14th century.44 The northernmost 
new street running along the east-west axis was today’s Cvijete Zuzorić 
Street, which was traced to the west only to Pracatova.45 The area west of 
Pracatova and north of Od Puča Street was not regulated: perhaps it was 
treated differently because of property relations.
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231Extending old streets and building new ones through the burgus certainly 
had an impact on the organisation of private estates, raising their value 
and encouraging a more profitable use, especially of those parts that were 
situated next to the new communication lines. The regulation of 1272 
was a result of demographic increase and accelerated economic growth 
of the city, which required new infrastructure and a reassessment of the 
existing territories. However, there is no accurate data on the size and use of 
private property in the burgus before the introduction of notarial records.46 
According to the narrative sources, in 1275 during the attack of Serbian ruler 
Uroš on the city, part of the suburb was destroyed. Chroniclers relate the 
year of 1277 to the large influx of newcomers from the hinterland and the 
transformation of suburban gardens into housing plots. This was also the 
time when the first official notary, Tomazino de Savere, came to the city 
and started a systematic series of archival records.
With the introduction of notarial records, several cases (one of which we have 
analysed here in detail) describe larger land plots, a remnant of the former 
land division in the burgus,47 which can also be discerned in the city area. 
New streets running over private land resulted in the creation of smaller plots, 
which defined the areas for future constructions.48 This spatial organization 
(rows divided into land plots for rent) was specific for Dubrovnik’s suburbs 
and emerged in the 13th century, during the period of Venetian rule. It 
may have been modelled on similarly organized settlements of the Italian 
Peninsula. Data on leases of private land plots are found systematically from 
1282 onwards, with only a few examples from 1280 and 1281.49 The notarial 
records, preserved in continuity for the period from 1278-1285 (and then 
again from 1295) contain a significant amount of details on land plots in the 
burgus.50 Real estate transactions and the corresponding everyday legal 
practice were structured so as to operate without a clear-cut legal system 
and therefore real estate transfers were documented in the notarial books. 
Based on these documents, it is possible to infer that Dubrovnik’s nobility 
owned the majority of land plots in the burgus.
From 1278, communal land (territorium comunis) is mentioned north of 
some private plots in the burgus; perhaps it was the campus mentioned 
in the Statute.51 Communal land is mentioned as given in lease only from 
late 1281 and it may have ben divided into smaller plots first. The list of the 
communal real estate from 1282 was inserted into the newly introduced 
Book of Communal Real Estate (Liber de introitibus stacionum et territoriorum 
comunis) from 1286. Under the title Incipit burgus, it lists around 170 names 
of those who held land plots owned by the commune. 
The period for which there are no preserved notarial documents in con-
tinuity is described in the narrative sources as the time of misfortunes.52 
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232 Chroniclers also speak of a great fire in 1296, which destroyed the entire 
suburb below the church of St Mary de Castello, as well as a part of the old 
town. They also mention the loss of many archival documents in the fire, 
among them sale contracts that would have confirmed the boundaries of 
various estates and houses. (This, allegedly led to a number of litigation 
cases and the implementation of new regulations about the legal description 
of property boundaries.)53 
The fire of 1296, which destroyed a major part of the burgus, made it 
possible to plan the future urban development in the most modern way.54 
The statutory regulation of 129655 defined the street lines according to 
the new system of double house rows (around three fathoms wide) with a 
canal (three palms wide) between them. The streets between the double 
rows were to be around nine spans in width. The new regulation concerned 
primarily the northern, communal burgus (Prijeko) and the area west of 
today’s Široka and north of Rokova (the Archbishopric’s territory), but that 
goes beyond the scope of this study. After the fire of 1296, the boundary 
between the southern (private) and northern (communal) burgus was 
finally defined by creating a communal street (today’s Između polača).56 
Later on, this boundary shifted towards Placa, which was in the early 14th 
century defined as the borderline between the southern, “private” burgus 
and the northern, “communal” one.57
Wherever possible, the new spatial organisation was applied to private 
land in the southern burgus, where three new streets were created along 
the north-south axis (Božidarevićeva, Uska, and Kabogina) (fig. 1). Unlike 
the communal area north of Placa, here the regulation had to be adjusted 
to the existing property relations (and spatial organisation), as well as the 
existing streets.58 
Spatial analyses have led to the conclusion that the regulation was applied 
to the housing blocks south of Od puča Street, which were eventually 
organised on new principles (e.g. Ranjina Street). Thus, the large housing 
block between Široka and Pracatova, untouched by the previous regulation 
on streets (1272), was cut in half by creating a new street in 1296 (today’s 
Božidarevićeva Street). In the northern part of the block (along with a newly 
created street, today’s Između polača), a number of new houses were to 
be built according to the new regulation. Nevertheless, additional access 
lanes along the north-south axis were not created (such as Kaboga or 
Uska). Spatial analysis of the housing block between Božidarevićeva and 
Pracatova has shown that a dead-end access lane in the northern part made 
communication within the block possible.59 Thus, the new regulation was 
applied in the southern burgus with regard to the existing organisation of 
space and housing blocks, property relations, and the level of urbanity 
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233after the fire. In the block south of Gučetićeva, archaeological research 
and spatial analysis (fig. 1) have revealed a similar organisation of space 
with house rows, canals, and access lanes.60 
All these spatial transformations present a framework within which it is 
possible to make conclusions about the situation of real estate owned 
by the noble families in the burgus. By the 13th century, the suburb had 
become an attractive area for some of the wealthiest families of Dubrovnik 
owing to its new economic and housing potential following the shift of the 
economic and administrative centre northwards. 

The positioning of elite groups in urban space and their strategies of real 
estate acquisition can be correctly interpreted only if one takes into account 
the genealogical ties of different families and their demographic status, as 
well as the legal framework. Motives behind the elites’ investment in the 
urban land were various and should be analysed not only in the context 
of spatial transformation but also in that of social structure and family 
relations.61 

Die XXI decembris 1278
Pouerescus preconiçavut, quod Radasclaua, uxor quondam Petri 
(Crossio) Spaualdi, vendidit Jacobo et Vite de Crossio territoria sua 
cum omnibus suis pertinentiis pro yperperis septigentis. Que territoria 
sunt in tribus peciis. Una pecia, que est longa passus de braçollaro 
sex minus uno palmo, et ampla passus quinque minus uno palmo, 
posita supra viam comunis que vadit ad portam dompni Petri de 
Mençe, et confiniat a parte orientis cum territorio Benedicti filiorum 
Valii de Gondula et a parte occidentis confiniat cum dicta via comunis 
et a parte pelagi cum territorio uxoris Lampredii de Mençe et a parte 
montis confiniat cum territoriis sancti Andree de Castello et Sauini 
Gataldi. Secunda pecia est super dicta via comunis (et est longa 
passus XXI ½ et ampla passus VI) et confiniat cum territoriis Petri 
de Poça et Pasqua Volcassii et cum una alia pecia dicte Radasclaue, 
et a parte montis confiniat cum territorio comunis et a parte pelagi 
confiniat cum territorio Marci de Zimuto. Tertia pecia est longa passus 
VI et ampla passus V et confiniat a parte orientis cum dicta secunda 
pecia territorii et a parte occidentis cum territorio sancti Salvatoris 
et a parte montis confiniat cum territoriis Petri de Poça et Gauçoli de 
Bodacia et a parte pelagi cum territorio filiorum Volcassii Johanis...62

The quoted document (announcement of a real estate sale) tells us that 
brothers Vido (b. around 1235) and Jakov (b. around 1230), sons of Pasko 
(son of Teodor) de Crossio, were to buy a large land plot in Dubrovnik’s 
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Figure 3  
Crossio estate 
(drawing by the authors).
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235burgus (more precisely, three connected land plots) from their aunt 
Radoslava, widow of Petar (son of Teodor) de Crossio (the Spavaldo branch) 
(fig. 3). The Crossio family was one of the most prominent elite families 
of Dubrovnik in the mid-13th century.63 Teodor de Crossio (grandfather 
of Vido and Jakov) was ruling the city during 1234/1245 (together with 
Petar de Ballislava) and was one of the founders of the church of the Holy 
Saviour in Dubrovnik.64 
The transfer of real estate to Vido and Jakov de Crossio has been docu-
mented in the form of an announcement on the land sale. The most common 
basis for property transfer was a sale,65 but the 13th century saw the gradual 
introduction of the public announcement as a legal procedure preceding 
the act, which was meant to prevent misunderstanding and litigation, as 
well as protect the future owner.66 The property in question was first to be 
measured by the communal surveyors, and there was a set deadline up 
to which any potential claimants could place an objection. In some cases, 
family members who believed they had claims on the property in question 
objected to the sale. This was also the case with the Crossio estate and the 
announcement of its sale is followed by a list of unsettled debts made by 
Radoslava and her husband Petar (son of Teodor) de Crossio. Thus, Savin de 
Gataldi (one of the neighbours to the Crossio estate) submitted a document 
that proved Radoslava owing him money, while her late husband Petar 
remained in debt to his nephew Jakov de Crossio. The announcement 
of sale was also practiced to ensure the right of pre-emption, which was 
needed because of the increasingly active and liberal real estate market.67 
There is a preserved document on precisely such a litigation case, related 
to none other than the Crossio family – when in 1286, Jakov and his rela-
tives inherited a palace in the city and some estates outside the city from 
their relative (Ungara, daughter of Teodor de Crossio, widow of Kalenda 
de Cerneca) without announcement.68
The fact that two brothers bought a land plot together was not unusual in 
this period. Real estate was often part of the family property, e.g. a com-
munity consisting of the father and his sons, or of two or more brothers 
(fraterna). Nevertheless, in the late 13th and particularly in the 14th century, 
the tendency to transform the family property into individual property was 
becoming more manifest.69
Vido did not have any male heirs, but he had three daughters: Liza,70 Rate, 
and Daussi. It is known that, in 1299, Liza sold a land plot to Junio, son of 
Pasko de Pecurario and husband of her aunt Agape, née Crossio (sister to 
Jakov and Vido). In 1299, Liza’s house is mentioned as standing next to that 
of St Theodore in Pustijerna, in the vicinity of houses owned by other family 
members. (A part of the family must have resided in the old town, using 
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Figure 4 
Neighbours of the Crossio estate  
(dimensions known)  
(drawing by the authors).
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Figure 5 
Neighbours of the Crossio estate  
(dimensions unknown)  
(drawing by the authors).
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Figure 6 
Land plots in the burgus (before 1296) 
(drawing by the authors).
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Figure 7 
Users of private and communal land 
(drawing by the authors).
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240 the land plots in the burgus for lease.)71 After the death of Vido in 1280, 
his widow Ana sold her husband’s part in societas (in 1282). The notarial 
records contain a significant number of documents proving that Jakov de 
Crossio used the land for lease (which can be followed from 1282 onwards).72 
The Crossio document also tells us about the users of the estate. Users of the 
land in the lease were mostly owners of wooden houses built on it, members 
of the commoner class – largely artisans, communal officials, servants, 
and so on. Thus, in 1282, Bogoje, son of Radovan, owned a wooden house 
(domus de lignamine) situated on a land plot owned by Jakov de Crossio. 
He obtained the house in dowry from his wife Disica, sister of goldsmiths 
Jurko and Bogdan.73 Poveresko de Talaua owned a hut (capannam) in 
territorio Jacobi de Crossio in 1283.74 However, in some cases, the leasee 
could belong to the nobility. In 1283, Prvoslava, widow of Filip de Picinego 
(neighbour to Crossio in Pustijerna), sold a half of her house in territorio 
Jacobi de Crosio to Dabrica de Orlando.75 The early 1280s were a period 
of significant increase in the number of loan contracts (the first book of 
debit notes, Debita notariae, dates from 1282), which was due to political 
stability in the hinterland, growth of the market, and demographic boom. 
Many artisans borrowed money in order to launch new businesses, as well 
as for building houses on rented plots. Regarding the real legal claims that 
lease contractors had over the wooden houses they had built, one finds 
data on them and their real estate in various types of documents: sale 
contracts, last wills, dowry statements,76 most commonly in the form of 
receipts, debentures, and promissory notes, which regularly state on whose 
terrain the said property was situated (fig. 7). 
Persons and institutions may be mentioned in the documents not only 
as parties in a legal transaction but also as neighbours to the property 
in question (in the description of property boundaries or the locality in 
which the transaction took place). Thus, among the western neighbours 
of the Crossio estate, the documents mention Gaudencije, son of Teodor 
de Bodaça. The Bodaça family was bound to the Crossios by familial and 
marital ties: Gaudencije’s brother Lovro was married to Draga, sister of 
Vido and Jakov de Crossio, while his brother Stjepan was married to Slava, 
daughter of Barbije (son of Teodor) de Crossio. But the Bodaça family was 
also related to the Poça (Cipagna), likewise neighbours to the Crossio estate. 
Paska, daughter of Gaudencije de Bodaça, was married to Savin (son of 
Pasko) de Poça, whose uncle Petar owned a land plot next to Crossio’s.77 
West of the Crossio estate, there was land owned by the church of the 
Holy Saviour, whose patrons included, among others, members of the 
Crossio family.78 The southern neighbour of the Crossio estate, Marko de 
Zimuto, bordered to the east on Ungara (wife of Domanja) de Guerrero, 
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241whose daughter Draža was the second wife of Andrija (son of Teodor) de 
Crossio (the Goyislavo branch). Their son, Margarito de Crossio, inherited 
the Guerrero estate79 and their daughter Slava was married to Marin (son 
of Lampredij) de Mence and Skimoza (whose land was also located next 
to the Crossio estate). Thus, the strategies of the real estate acquisition 
were closely related to familial and marital ties between Dubrovnik’s elite 
families.80 
The real estate market in the burgus was very dynamic at the time, with 
frequent changes in ownership (depending on the demographic, clan-
related or financial situation in individual families). Thus, one of the eastern 
neighbours of the Crossio estate, Savin Gataldi, is soon afterwards (1279) 
mentioned as selling his land plot to Dabrica, wife of Lovro son of Marin de 
Mençe.81 This land plot (fig. 4) is defined in the records by its boundaries 
yet without the indication of cardinal points (only as bordering on the lands 
of Jakov Crossio, Damijan Gondula, and communal land). 
Tenants lived on the neighbouring estates as well: thus, a document from 
1280 for a returned dowry in territorio Gauçoli de Bodacia mentions a domus 
de lignamine owned by Stana, wife of Marin Radovan de Saua.82 In 1281, a 
capanna owned by Rada, servant to Nikola de Ceria, in territorio Marci de 
Zimuto is mentioned as sold to Obrad de Liutica.83 A land plot in territorio 
Damiani de Gondula was leased in 1283 by Migost the hatter and by Radosti 
de Zepre.84 In 1283, Damijan de Gondula gave a shop (statio) in the lease 
to Rolandin the apothecary.85
Types of property are very important when researching the urban history 
of a city.86 With legal changes and the increased urbanity of space, the 
terminology connected to real estate changed as well. Land intended for 
building in the burgus was called territorium,87 a term that goes back to its 
non-urban character. In an area and period without many stone houses, even 
a wooden house is referred to as domus, e.g. domus de lignamine (domus 
lignaminis) or capanna. Contrary to the private legal documents preserved 
in the notarial records, the administrative and normative documents such 
as the Statute or the Book of Communal Real Estate never mention the 
capannae: the generic domus de lignamine included all wooden houses.88 
Notaries, on the other hand, listed small single-level cottages as capannae.89 
The land plots owed by the elite were mainly intended for lease: in such 
cases it was a rule that only the landowner had the right to build permanent 
structures (ius aedificandi) – in the legal framework of the time, a stone 
house thus prejudicated a full right over the land on which it was built.90 
In legal terms, wooden huts were considered movable property.
Documents on the permanent transfer of ownership of real estate, besides 
the description of the property as the “object” of a legal transaction, state its 
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242 size in accordance with the local measuring system or systems. These data 
are crucial, but not always provided: the notaries mostly documented only 
non-standard or changing sizes. In the notarial document, the res formula 
included only those properties that were subjects of the legal transaction 
in question and not the neighbouring estates, although are often included 
in the description. The existing descriptions include the length (per longi-
tudinem) and the width (per latitudinem or per amplitudinem). The largest 
and most common measurement for the urban surface area (a land plot or 
a house) was the fathom (passus), which equalled 2.048 meters. The span 
(palmus) equalled 0.256 meters and was often used as a measurement for 
accurate descriptions of real estate or for streets. Some notarial documents 
also mention so cold brazolarium,91 an old measurement that probably 
equalled a half of the fathom (as in some Dalmatian cities).92 
The size of the neighbouring plots was not included in the records since they 
were not the subjects of the legal transaction in question, but sometimes 
they are found elsewhere in the database. The lack of measurement indica-
tions certainly makes it more difficult to reconstruct some of the properties 
and map them within the city without resorting to speculation. In order 
to situate specific properties in space, one must reconstruct as many land 
plots as possible over the longest period possible, and compare data from 
the written sources with archaeological finds and spatial analysis. Data on 
the size of individual properties are extremely valuable since they show 
the financial status of various families and individuals. These data allow for 
an analysis of the organisation, structure, and use of land, and are helpful 
when localising a specific property within the area.
The Crossio estate consisted of three strips. The first (western) one was 5 
fathoms (minus 1 span) wide, the second (central) 6 fathoms, and the third 
(eastern) 5 fathoms (minus 1 span). The length of the central strip was 21.5 
fathoms and the shorter strips were 6 fathoms long (or rather 6 fathoms 
minus 1 span). These measurements serve as the basis for an analysis of 
spatial organisation in the housing block and indicate the existence of rows 
perhaps with passages in between. Between the central and the eastern 
strip, there was a street that may have altered the width of the eastern 
block. A property of similar width is mentioned in a sale from 1281, in which 
Margarito son of Petar de Poça bought a land plot that was 5 fathoms wide 
and 8 fathoms long (and located, according to our reconstruction, in the 
vicinity of the western strip of the Crossio estate). 
The size of the Crossio estate is comparable to the estates owned by other 
elite families in the burgus, such as the territorium of Prvoslava de Mençe 
(daughter of Pasko de Poça) which is recorded as 20 fathoms long and 4 
fathoms wide; or territorium owed by Lovro (son of Teodor) de Bodaça,93 
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243recorded as 10 fathoms long and 2 fathoms wide (fig. 6). There were other 
estates measuring 10 fathoms in length, such as that of Marko de Zimuto, 
a neighbour of the Crossio estate (whose land plot with a wooden house 
was located sub via communis)94 or that of monastery of St Bartholomew, 
which was 10 fathoms and 6 spans long (possibly a passage), sold in 1295 to 
Tripo de Georgio (a western neighbour of the property of the Holy Saviour 
mentioned in the Crossio document).95
The length of the Crossio estate (21.5 fathoms) indicates that it may have 
partly overlapped with a street. The Book of Communal Real Estate contains 
a list from 1286 mentioning some private houses that partly tennent de 
territorio comunis:96 One of the estate owners, Jakov Crossio, encroached 
upon communal land with two houses (5 and 6 spans respectively) and 
thus had to pay a communal fee (one of the houses was inhabited by 
Bonaça and the other by Pogluba, who is mentioned in another notarial 
document related to the estate of Jakov de Crossio) (fig. 7). Jakov Crossio 
was not the only real estate owner who had to pay a communal fee. Thus, 
the list mentions also a domus of Matijaš de Mençe and a land plot owned 
by Benedikt de Gondula (probably to the east of Jakov de Crossio).
When analysing the organisation of land in the burgus, one must also take 
into account the size of land plots and the houses built thereon. In an 
example from 1283, the monastery of St Symeon gave in the lease a very 
small land plot (territorium) in the burgus (amplum 2 passibus et palmis 5 
et longum passibus 2.5.).97 In 1281, a land plot of 4 fathoms is mentioned as 
owned by Stanče Subb, with several domibus de lignamine.98 Sometimes 
a half or even a quarter of the hut was sold. There are data on the size of 
houses from the period after the fire. Thus, in 1297, Serga, widow of Radoš 
de Lutiça, sold to Orsat de Zereua a territorium that was 3 fathoms and 2 
palms wide, and 4 fathoms and 3 spans long.99 In 1296, Margarito de Crossio 
(son of Ungara de Guererro) signed a lease contract with Grubo the cobbler, 
whose house was 4 fathoms long and wide sine gotalibus.100 
A crucial element in digital mapping is certainly the description of the locality. 
In announcements of sale, as well as some other legal transactions (sale, 
exchange, and donation), part of the res formula was the locality descrip-
tion – in the case of real estate, this meant defining its boundaries.101 In 
Dubrovnik, the records included the cardinal points and wind directions (in 
combination) from a very early date.102 Mostly there are data on the owners 
of the neighbouring properties, but rarely on streets or famous buildings, 
which would allow for a more accurate localisation.103 Thus, we can only 
follow the neighbouring properties until we reach a point of safe localisa-
tion, ideally creating a (smaller or larger) net of reconstructed properties 
(like a puzzle) that can be compared to the relevant results of fieldwork. 
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244 Larger spatial sequences can be put together whenever there are data on 
the neighbours from the same or at least similar period, and data on the 
property size, wholly or at least partially (which are often missing). Often 
one cannot be really sure of the locality until a very large spatial sequence 
spanning over a longer period of time has been established. The lack of 
archaeological research (or published and/or available results) is certainly 
a disadvantage in this sort of enterprise. 
In the case of the Crossio estate, some of the neighbouring properties could 
be tracked further with the help of the database. For instance, the western 
neighbour, territorium of the Holy Saviour, is mentioned again in 1296 
(before the fire), although without the size given. At that time, it was bought 
by two brothers, Matijaš and Lovro sons of Marin de Mençe, with Marko the 
goldsmith as the middleman, since he was involved in real estate business. 
(Matijaš’s second wife was Marija née Proculo, whose uncle was chaplain 
at the Holy Saviour at the time).104 The estate of the Holy Saviour had the 
following boundaries: with a territorium of Matijaš and Lovro de Mençe to 
the north; territoria of Matijaš and Lovro de Mençe, as well as a domus of 
Pasko de Picurario and Marko Poca (undefined property type) to the east; 
a territorium of Tripo de Georgio105 and a territorium of St Symeon to the 
west; and a territorium of St Symeon, as well as a territorium of Margarito 
(son of Petar) de Poça to the south (fig. 5). 
Most of these neighbouring properties can be tracked even further with 
the help of the database. Thus, we know that a western neighbour of Holy 
Saviour, Tripo de Georgio, bought his terrenum (10 fathoms and 6 palms 
long) in 1295 from the monastery of St Bartholomew. This document also 
includes a description of its neighbours: ex parte leuantis cum Mathia de 
Mence, ex parte ponentis cum Martholo Cereue, ex parte tramontane cum 
comuni Ragusii, ex parte austri cum Triphone Georgii. To the north, there 
was a communal land, same as with the Crossio estate. The database also 
contains documents on properties south of the Holy Saviour: the estate 
of St Symeon and that of Margarito de Poça. These land plots are also 
mentioned as neighbouring in a document from 1301 concerning the 
transfer of a wooden house in territorio monasterii Sancti (Simeo)nis: to 
the east, the house bordered on a terrenum (!) of Margarito de Poça and 
to the south, on a public street.106 
One can also follow the history of Margarito de Poça’s land separately, 
through the aforementioned document from 1281, which records his 
purchase of a land plot 5 fathoms wide and 8 fathoms long. The estate 
bordered on land plots owned by Ungara de Guerrero and Marko de Zimuto 
to the east, land plots owned by Petar de Cipagna (Poca) to the west and 
north, and a land plot owned by Marko de Zimuto to the south.107 Margarito 

en

222
-261

p. 237



245de Poça’s father was a southern neighbour to the estate of the Holy Saviour 
at the time, as well as an eastern one to the estate of St Symeon, and later 
on, Margarito inherited the land. 
The estates of St Symeon and Poça were both used for rent in the late 13th 
century: in 1300, Çichana petrarius, son of the late master Uçulini, owned 
a half of a wooden hut on the land of St Symeon (south of it, there was a 
communal street and east of it an estate of Margarito de Poça). A servant 
of Vido de Ghetaldo bought a wooden house (domum lignaminis) that 
was in 1300 situated in territorio Margariti de Poça (south of it, there was 
a communal street).108 Besides offering an insight into the various modes 
of using the land, these data are valuable because they mention individual 
streets, and even though we have no data on the size of all estates, their 
interrelations are of help when applying the reconstructed sequences onto 
the city map – for example, the fact that both Marko de Zimuto (a southern 
neighbour of the Crossio estate) and the southern neighbours of the Holy 
Saviour (St Symeon and Margarito de Poça) bordered on a public street 
to the south. 
In the notarial records of the 13th century, streets are rarely named (they 
are mostly referred to as via comunis), but sometimes they bear the name 
of the owner of a house, a gate, or an estate where they begin, pass by, or 
end. Notarial records contain several examples describing the streets: thus, 
in 1279, Pervoslava, wife of Matijaš (son of Marin) de Mençe, bought a large 
territorium in the burgus from Draža, widow of Palma de Gangulo. The estate 
bordered to the west on a street leading ad Puteum.109 As mentioned before, 
in the statutory regulations of 1272 and 1296, streets are named after the 
same pattern. (Unlike the situation of various other Mediterranean cities, 
Dubrovnik’s size at the time motivated fewer different names and a less 
precise terminology.) 
The Crossio estate was cut in two (between the central and the eastern 
strip) by a street running along the north-south axis. It was leading ad 
portam dompni Petri de Mence, presumably called after don Petar son of 
Rusin de Mençe (b. around 1210)110 and identical with the Mençe gate from 
the statutory regulation of 1272. A house owned by don Petar de Mençe 
has been mentioned again in 1281 near the estate and the house of Martol 
de Cereva.111 Martol’s house is mentioned in the statutory regulation on 
streets in 1296 as situated at the southern end of the street, next to the city 
walls,112 which first passed inter territorium et domum of Matijaš de Mençe. A 
document from 1320 describes a public street 9 palms wide running through 
the estates of Matijaš de Mençe and all the way to the city wall, where one 
entered the house of Martol de Cereva.113 It is also mentioned that the porta 
intra territoria should remain 9 palms wide, same as the street.114 (This type 
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246 of gate leading to the estate is also mentioned in relation to the creation 
of a new street (today’s Kaboga) in 1296.)115 Data on the street running 
through the Crossio estate help in reconstructing the neighbouring plots, 
yet also raise new questions in research and digital mapping.116
The description of the sale of the Crossio estate does not mention any known 
churches or other buildings that can be localized with certainly. However, 
we know that it bordered on communal land to the north, the position 
of which is certain only for the period after 1296 (today’s Između polača). 
This communal land was in lease from the early 1280s, which is evident 
from the notarial records as well as the Book of Communal Leases. The 
guidelines for renting land were adopted from private estates: a relatively 
large communal land was first divided into smaller plots, which were then 
rented with the right to build (wooden) housing facilities.117 In the List of 
Communal Leases from 1282 the land plots were listed without a precise 
location – merely in burgo – and thus cannot be localised with certainty. 
Nevertheless, one can compare the list to the data from the notarial records 
to reach interesting conclusions. Thus, a communal land plot was leased 
by the sons of Poveresko de Talaua, the one who owned the house on the 
estate of Jakov Crossio.118 It is possible that this information refers to the 
communal lands in the vicinity of the Crossio estate. Moreover, in 1283 one 
of Poveresko’s sons, Jakov, sold his house in the communal land to Lovro 
son of Marin de Mençe, the same person whose wife bought a land plot 
in 1279 from Savin de Getaldi, neighbour to the Crossio estate (and that 
plot bordered on communal land).119 In 1282, Mato, son of Radoslava and 
Petar Teodorov de Crossio, temporarily used a house on communal land 
(probably also near the Crossio estate).120 
In conclusion, if one aims at reconstructing the real estate owned by Dub-
rovnik’s elite in the burgus during the 13th century, it is necessary to take 
into account the social topography of other subjects in order to understand 
the complex relationship between urban space and urban population. 
All dynamic changes must be observed and interpreted not only in the 
context of space, but also in that of demographic, economic, legal, social, 
and political circumstances. 

When studying the urban development of medieval cities and towns, the 
notarial records are an indispensable source of information on the properties, 
their owners and users, their location, and sometimes their size. These 
records can also serve to define various discourses related to space, depend-
ing on their purpose and date. Nevertheless, the notarial records were not 
introduced for this purpose, but for a series of legal and administrative 
functions in which the description of their locality was less important and 
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247often accidental. The data preserved in the notarial records depended on 
the notary’s knowledge of a particular part of the city and on which data 
he had obtained from the parties. 
Some details on property relations were not written down but rather 
regulated through mechanisms of the “universally known” common law. It 
may also be presumed that some issues were solved on the spot, with regard 
to the actual situation and according to the judge’s decision. Moreover, 
the formal record of property transfer did not always describe the actual 
situation or the precise relationship between the legal parties, but often 
depended on the notarial skills, the available legal formulas, and so on. Also, 
one must be cautious with terminology and the meaning of specific terms.
Regarding the fact that individuals often bought, exchanged, or leased 
properties, the description of their location in the city largely depends 
on the available data on similar transactions concerning the neighbour-
ing properties. The scarcity of sources (and their discontinuity) causes 
lacunae in our information on individual properties and their owners. 
In medieval documents, spatial reconstruction can be obstructed by in-
sufficient identification of individuals. Besides the frequent changes of 
ownership, an accurate reconstruction can be obstructed by the lack of 
street names, an insufficient number of fixed orientation points such as 
churches, squares, city walls, or prominent private and public buildings. 
Thus, a reconstruction of urban land plots in a wider spatial and temporal 
context if only partially possible, which is a typical situation with medieval 
documents. The fragmentary and typologically diverse documents allow 
us to create a picture only by using the “puzzle” method, with many of 
the fragments missing. In such a situation, one must frequently resort to 
the trial-and-error method. Some of the lacunae can be partly filled with 
data from the later periods, which confirm or refute the original scheme, 
complementing it in the process. 
In this approach, systematic investigation is most important: all relevant 
local circumstances should be taken into account: legal, political, and social. 
Even though this methodological approach is complex and time-consuming, 
with many corrections needed when putting together a large quantity of 
data, the final results, including linking the data to the actual localities in 
the city, are a positive reward. Apart from the reconstruction on the basis 
of data drawn from the notarial records, spatial analysis and archaeological 
research are crucial elements when deciding on the locality of a specific 
property. Of course, this often raises additional questions instead of offering 
a solution, which makes the process even more complex and lengthy. 
This paper brings examples of documents and reconstructions of spatial 
relations made on the basis of data on individual properties – their owners, 
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 * The present study was financed by the 
Croatian Science Foundation as part of the 
project Cities of the Croatian Middle Ages: 
Urban Elites and Urban Spaces, 
IP-2014-09-7235.

1 Irena Benyovsky Latin, “Murus versus 
montem: Construction of the Dubrovnik 
Fortifications around the Suburbs up to 
the End of the Thirthteenth Century,” 
Review of Croatian History 8/1 (2013):  
7-36.

2 The “Great Earthquake” of 1667 was 
preceded by others (in the 16th and 17th 
centuries), as well as by fires (in the late 
13th and 14th centuries). Cf. Vladimir 
Marković, “Kuća i prostor grada u 
Dubrovniku nakon potresa 1667. godine,” 
Radovi Instituta za povijest umjetnosti 14 
(1990): 137-149; Bariša Krekić, “Borba 
Dubrovnika protiv vatre (XII−XV. v.),” 
Zbornik radova Vizantološkog instituta 
29-30 (1991): 169-171.

Notes

neighbours, and users, as well as their descriptions. These are only a part 
of the research process of digital mapping that we are working on. The key 
step is to apply such reconstructions on the digital city map, but it is often 
necessary to reconstruct a property over a longer period of time in order 
to confirm its localisation. 
Owing to the data limitations, digital mapping is performed and presented 
only in a two-dimensional model. 3D models would only be possible if we 
had information on the height of the houses and the number of storeys, 
which is impossible to do for the period in question. Residential, public, 
and ecclesiastical buildings shown on vedutas and maps preceding the 
earthquakes are mostly not from the period in question. 
The obtained reconstruction is relative and ideal, subject to correction 
following additional research (e.g. new findings of documents containing 
relevant data on our period). The research focuses primarily on the proper-
ties of urban elites and their function in public space in terms of investment, 
use, grouping, and impact on urban development and planning. Of course, 
precise localisation is important, but certain spatial sequences can also be 
analysed in relative terms.
This research concept reflects the current trends in urban history, focusing 
on persons who shaped their surrounding and their geographical real-
ity.121 Inspirational methodologies were those used by urban historians 
primarily in researching British, Italian, and French cities and towns.122 
(Some international interdisciplinary research and projects,123 have yielded 
impressive results). We have sought to contribute to the development 
of the research methodology by applying digital mapping in the case of 
13th-century Dubrovnik. 

en

222
-261



2493 Dubrovnik has been only partly archaeo-
logically researched. Significant findings 
made by the Conservation Department in 
Dubrovnik have not been published in 
entirety. Among those published, one 
should mention a series of articles by 
archaeologist Ivica Žile: “Fortifikacijski 
sustavi u svjetlu recentnih arheoloških 
nalaza,” Dubrovnik 4/2 (1993): 223-228; 

“Zaštitna arheološka istraživanja crkve sv. 
Vlaha u povijesnoj jezgri grada 
Dubrovnika,” Starohrvatska prosvjeta 35 
(2008), 185-193; “Rezultati arheoloških 
istraživanja u palači Kaboga 2-4 u 
Dubrovniku,” Radovi Instituta za povijest 
umjetnosti 16 (1992): 19-27; “Rezultati 
arheoloških istraživanja u Domu Marina 
Držića,” Radovi Instituta za povijest 
umjetnosti 12-13 (1988-1989): 49-57; 

“Arheološki nalazi unutar perimetra 
povijesne jezgre grada Dubrovnika,” 
Opvscula archaeologica 23-24 (1999-2000): 
336-346.

4 Institute of Art History participated in 
these conservationist projects in 
Dubrovnik by carrying out spatial analysis 
and by producing urbanistic and spatial 
plans, which resulted in a number of 
studies and expertises. 

5 Thus, a town map from the 16th century 
was found in the archives of Turin; cf. Ilario 
Principe, “Tri neobjavljene karte 
Dubrovnika iz XVI.-XVII. st.,” Dubrovnik 1 
(1991): 191-202. Especially valuable are 
the 17th-century panoramic veduttas: cf. 
Vedrana Gjukić-Bender, “Prikazi 
Dubrovnika u slikarstvu,” Prilozi povijesti 
umjetnosti u Dalmaciji 38 (1999-2000): 
215-244. The earliest accurate city map 
was a cadaster map from the 19th century 
(the official copy stems from 1837): Arhiv 
mapa za Istru i Dalmaciju. Katastar 
Dalmacije 1823.-1975., Inventar. ed. Nataša 
Bajić-Žarko (Split: Hrvatski državni arhiv, 
Državni arhiv u Splitu, 2006). 

6 Monumenta historica Ragusina, vol. 1, ed. 
Gregor Čremošnik (Zagreb: Historijski 
institut JAZU, 1951); Monumenta historica 

Ragusina, vol. 2, ed. Josip Lučić (Zagreb: 
JAZU, 1984); Monumenta historica 
Ragusina, vol. 3, ed. Josip Lučić (Zagreb: 
JAZU, 1988); Monumenta historica 
Ragusina, vol. 4, ed. Josip Lučić (Zagreb: 
JAZU, 1993); Gregor Čremošnik, “Nekoliko 
dubrovačkih listina iz XII. i XIII. stoleća,” 
Glasnik Zemaljskog muzeja u Bosni i 
Hercegovini 43 (1931): 25-54. 

7 Irena Benyovsky Latin and Sandra Begonja, 
“Nekretnine u notarskim dokumentima 13. 

stoljeća: primjeri dalmatinskih gradova 
(Zadra, Šibenika, Trogira, Splita i 
Dubrovnika),” Povijesni prilozi 51 (2016): 
7-38; Fedor Breitenfeld, “Pravni poslovi 
nekretninama u XII i XIII vijeku u Dalmaciji, 
Hrvatskoj i Slavoniji,” Vjesnik hrvatskog 
arheološkog društva 1 (1936): 120-121; 
Zdenka Janeković Römer, Rod i grad, 
Dubrovačka obitelj od 13. do 15. stoljeća 
(Dubrovnik-Zagreb: Zavod za povijesne 
znanosti HAZU u Dubrovniku, Zavod za 
hrvatsku povijest Filozofskog fakulteta u 
Zagrebu, 1994), 87-90, 91-93, 106; Branka 
Grbavac, “Notarijat na istočnojadranskoj 
obali od druge polovine 12. do kraja 14. 
stoljeća.” PhD dissertation (University of 
Zagreb, 2010), 86-89.

8 The database has been created for the 
research project Towns and Cities of the 
Croatian Middle Ages: Urban Elites and 
Urban Space (URBES), financed by the 
Croatian Science Foundation (project 
leader: Irena Benyovsky Latin),  
http://urbes.s2.novenaweb.info/hr/
baza-podataka/.

9 Knjige nekretnina dubrovačke općine 13-18. 
st. vol. 1, eds. Irena Benyovsky Latin and 
Danko Zelić (Zagreb and Dubrovnik: HAZU, 
2007).

10 Statut grada Dubrovnika (hereafter: DS). ed. 
and trans. Ante Šoljić, Zdravko Šundrica, 
and Ivo Veselić (Dubrovnik: Državni arhiv u 
Dubrovniku, 2002), L. V, c. 41; L. VIII, 57; 
Liber omnium reformationum civitatis 
Ragusii, in: Istorisko-pravni spomenici. 
book 1, ed. Aleksandar Solovjev (Belgrade: 
SKA, 1936). 
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250 11 From the 14th century onwards, notarial 
documents are organized in units: 
Testamenta de notaria; Distributiones 
testamentorum; Diversa Cancellariae. 
Venditiones Cancelarie, Liber Dotium, and 
so on: State Archive in Dubrovnik: cf. Josip 
Gelčić, “Dubrovački arhiv,” Glasnik 
Zemaljskog muzeja u Bosni i Hercegovini 22 
(1910): 537-588.

12 E.g. Monumenta ragusina. Libri reformatio-
num, vol. 1, ed. Ivan Krstitelj Tkalčić 
(Zagreb: JAZU, 1879); Monumenta 
Ragusina. Libri reformationum, vol. 2, ed. 
Ivan Krstitelj Tkalčić (Zagreb: JAZU, 1882); 
Monumenta Ragusina. Libri reformationum, 
vol. 3, ed. Ivan Krstitelj Tkalčić (Zagreb: 
JAZU, 1895); Monumenta Ragusina. Libri 
reformationum, vol. 4, ed. Josip Gelčić 
(Zagreb: JAZU, 1896); Monumenta ragusina. 
Libri reformationum, vol. 5, ed. Josip Gelčić 
(Zagreb: JAZU, 1897); Odluke dubrovačkih 
vijeća od 1390. do 1392. ed. Nella Lonza 
and Zdravko Šundrica (Zagreb – 
Dubrovnik: HAZU, 2005); Odluke 
dubrovačkih vijeća 1395-1397. 
Reformationes consiliorum civitatis Ragusii 
1395-1397, ed. Nella Lonza (Zagreb 

– Dubrovnik: HAZU, 2011).
13 Knjiga rizničarskih najmova/Liber affictuum 

thesaurarie (1428-1547), ed. Danko Zelić 
(Zagreb – Dubrovnik: HAZU, 2012).

14 E.g. Chronica Ragusina Junii Restii (ab 
origine urbis usque ad annum 1451) item 
Joannis Gundulae (1451-1484), ed. Speratus 
Nodilo (Zagreb: JAZU, 1893); Annales 
Ragusini Anonymi item Nicolai de Ragnina, 
ed. Speratus Nodilo (Zagreb: JAZU, 1883).

15 Zdenka Janeković Römer, The Frame of 
Freedom. The Nobility of Dubrovnik 
between the Middle Ages and Humanism 
(Zagreb – Dubrovnik: Zavod za povijesne 
znanosti HAZU u Dubrovniku, 2012); 
Nenad Vekarić, Vlastela grada Dubrovnika. 
vols. 1-8 (Zagreb – Dubrovnik: Zavod za 
povijesne znanosti HAZU u Dubrovniku, 
2011-2016); Irmgard Manken, Dubrovački 
patricijat u XIV. veku. (Belgrade: SANU, 
1960). Without thorough prosopographic 

and genealogical research, it is difficult to 
identify the persons spearing in 
documents.

16 A method that investigates the location, 
arrangement, size, changes, and continuity 
in the real estate owned by specific social 
groups – elements that are important 
factors in the formation of urban space. Cf. 
Jean-Claude Maire Vigueur, “Introduction,” 
in D’une ville à l’autre. Structures 
matérielles et organisation de l’espace 
dans les villes européennes (XIIIe-XVIe 
siècle) (Rome: École Française de Rome, 
1989), 1-22; Donatella Calabi, François 
Loyer, and Susanna Magri, “Formes 
urbaines et dynamiques sociales,” Geneses 
27 (1997): 124-146; Jean-Claude Marie 
Viguer, “Espace urbain et système de 
relations,” Le Moyen Age 101 (1995): 
297-309; Die Sozialstruktur und 
Sozialtopographie vorindustrieller Städte, 
ed. Matthias Meinhardt and Andreas Ranft 
(Berlin: Akademie Verlag, 2005); Vanessa 
Harding, “Space, Property, and Propriety 
in Urban England,” Journal of 
Interdisciplinary History 32 (2002): 549-569; 
Martha C. Howel, “The Spaces of Late 
Medieval Urbanity,” in Shaping Urban 
Identity in Late Medieval Europe, ed. Marc 
Boone and Peter Stabel (Garant: Garant 
Uitgevers N V, 2000), 65-87.

17 One of the results of the URBES project  
will be a reconstruction of the entire area: 
http://urbes.s2.novenaweb.info/hr/.

18 Irena Benyovsky Latin, 
“Interdisciplinarnost u urbanoj povijesti: 

povijest i perspektive,” in Historiografija / 
povijest u suvremenom društvu, ed. Gordan 
Ravančić, Mislav Gregl, Ivana Horbec, 
Vlasta Švoger, and Dinko Župan (Zagreb: 
Hrvatski institut za povijest, 2014), 23-34.

19 For the present-day spatial situation of 
Dubrovnik, we have used data from the 
website of the State Department of 
Geodetics (https://geoportal.dgu.hr/).

20 Milan Prelog, “Dubrovački statut i 
izgradnja grada (1272-1972),” Peristil 14-15 
(1971–1972): 81-94, 81-82. 
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25121 For spatial analyses and digital mapping, 
we have used AutoCAD Map 2016, SketchUp 
Pro 2017, Google Maps, Google Earth, and 
data from Geoportal DGU. 

22 Lukša Beritić, Urbanistički razvitak 
Dubrovnika (Zagreb: Zavod za arhitekturu i 
urbanizam Instituta za likovne umjetnosti 
JAZU, 1958); Lukša Beritić, Utvrđenja grada 
Dubrovnika (Zagreb: JAZU, 1955); Lukša 
Beritić, “Ubikacija nestalih građevinskih 
spomenika u Dubrovniku,” Prilozi povijesti 
umjetnosti u Dalmaciji 10 (1956), 61-84; 
Davorin Stepinac, “Problem asanacije i 
revitalizacija povijesne jezgre u Dubrov-
niku,” MA thesis (University of Zagreb, 
1976); Marija Planić-Lončarić, “Organizacija 
prostora. Urbanizam,” in Zlatno doba 
Dubrovnika. XV. i XVI. stoljeće (exhibition 
catalogue) (Zagreb: MTM, 1987); Marija 
Planić-Lončarić, Planirana izgradnja na 
području Dubrovačke Republike (Zagreb: 
Centar za povijesne znanosti, Odjel za 
povijest umjetnosti, 1980); Marija 
Planić-Lončarić, “Zajednički prostori 
stambenih zona srednjovjekovnog 
Dubrovnika,” Radovi Instituta za povijest 
umjetnosti 12-13 (1988-1989): 65-72; Marija 
Planić-Lončarić, “Ceste, ulice i trgovi 
srednjovjekovnog Dubrovnika,” Prilozi 
povijesti umjetnosti u Dalmaciji 29 (1990): 
157-169.

23 Danko Zelić, “Wooden Houses in the 
Statutes and Urban Landscapes of Medieval 
Dalmatian Communes,” in Splitski statut iz 
1312. godine: povijest i pravo povodom 700. 
obljetnice. Međunarodni znanstveni skup 
Splitski statut iz 1312. godine, Split, 2012., 
ed. Željko Radić et al. (Split: Književni krug: 
Odsjek za povijest Filozofskoga fakulteta 
Sveučilišta u Splitu; Pravni fakultet 
Sveučilišta u Splitu, 2015), 492.

24 These have mostly been published in the 
document collection Codex Diplomaticus, 
ed. Tadija Smičiklas (hereafter: CD): vol. 2 
(Zagreb: JAZU, 1904); vol. 3 (Zagreb: JAZU, 
1905); vol. 3 (Zagreb: JAZU, 1906); vol. 4 
(Zagreb: JAZU, 1907); and vol. 5 (Zagreb: 
JAZU, 1908). 

25 There was litigation in 1258 between 
members of the elite families Guerrero and 
Volcassio about the boundaries of an estate 
in burgus. It also mentions an older 
document from 1255, which describes the 
situation of a land owned by the monastery 
of St Symeon “beyond the old city wall,” 
which tells that the distance between the 
old wall of Dubrovnik northwards to the 
milestone with the SI mark was 57 
braccolaria, and from the new wall 
northwards to the milestone with the SI 
mark there were 56 braccolaria. South of 
the St Symeon’s estate, there was a 
communal street and a land plot owned by 
Volcassio (Vukas Ivanić). CD, V, 612. The 

“new” wall mentioned in this document, as 
well as in some narrative sources, would 
have protected the first suburbs in the 
mid-13th century, yet remains to be 
confirmed by archaeological finds before 
speculating on its direction line. In 1252, 
the Chronicle of Junio Resti tells that the 
Serbian army attacked the city with the 
intention of preventing the construction of 

“a new city wall” Chronica Ragusina Junii 
Restii, 90. The same chronicle (as well as 
that by Nicholas de Ragnina), informs us 
that the year 1266 saw the beginning of the 
construction of “a new city wall” around 
the suburbs. Chronica Ragusina Junii Restii, 
96; Annales Ragusini Anonymi item Nicolai 
de Ragnina, 221.

26 L. Beritić, an expert on Dubrovnik’s 
fortifications, localized the old city wall 
along the line of today’s Pećarica, yet we 
tend to agree with the more recent 
hypothesis that situates it along the line of 
today’s Strossmayerova Street, which is 
supported by the archaeological finds of 
the city wall’s foundations. Cf. Beritić, 
Utvrđenja, 15; Planić Lonarić, Zajednički, 6. 
Archaeological excavations were carried 
out by the Institute of Monument 
Conservation in Dubrovnik, and the results 
have been summed up in Izvješće o 
sondažnim arheološkim radovima [Report 
on archaeological sondage] by Ivica Žile, 
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252 Lucijana Peko, Nikola Nađ, Matko Vetma, 
and Miljenko Mojaš (Dubrovnik, 1987).

27 Planić-Lončarić, Planirana, 18-19.
28 According to M. Planić Lončarić, a 

communication line would have run 
through a gate in the wall discovered in 
Bunićeva poljana, which would have 
connected it to the city harbour. Planić-
Lončarić, Ceste, ulice i trgovi, 164-165.

29 In the area south of Gučetićeva, there was a 
church of St Barbara from a precommunal 
period, which is discernible in the 
19th-century cadastre map. Planić-
Lončarić, Zajednički, 67; Planić-Lončarić, 
Ceste, ulice i trgovi, 164-165; Marija 
Planić-Lončarić, Osnovna škola “Miše 
Simoni” u Dubrovniku (palača i vrt u 
Gučetićevoj ulici, objekti u Pracatovoj): 
analiza razvoja i stanje (Zagreb: Centar za 
povijesne znanosti, Odjel za povijest 
umjetnosti, 1984), preserved at the Archive 
of the Institute of Art History in Zagreb 
(Unpublished expertise); Marija Planić-
Lončarić, Blok uz Jezuite – Bunićeva poljana. 
Analiza razvoja, stanje i prijedlozi 
konzervatorskih smjernica (Zagreb: Centar 
za povijesne znanosti, Odjel za povijest 
umjetnosti, 1994), preserved at the Archive 
of the Institute of Art History in Zagreb 
(Unpublished expertise); Romana Menalo, 
Izvješće o arheološkim istraživanjima u vrtu 
Osnovne škole “Grad” (Dubrovnik: 
Dubrovački muzej, 1987), preserved at the 
Conservation Department in Dubrovnik 
(Unpublished report).

30 This is visible on today’s city map with 
indicated isopleths.

31 DS, L. IV, c. 79; Zelić, “Wooden Houses,” 496. 
The role of Ragusan counts (who were 
Venetian patricians) in the spatial 
organisation of the suburbs during the 
13th century is probable. Marsilio Zorzi 
who was Ragusan count after the city’s last 
rebbelion against Venice in 1252, had 
significant impact on the urban planning of 
Korčula several years later.

32 Thus, in 1222 there was a land plot extra 
portam Leonis that Valij de Gondula 

inherited from his uncle. Later on, his sons 
Benedikt and Damijan owned smaller land 
plots that they used for housing and lease. 
CD, III, no. 190.

33 Following Uroš’s deposition through his 
son Stefan Dragutin, there was a period of 
peaceful relations (1276-1282), which 
coincided with an exceptionally vibrant 
real estate market. This is also the time 
when notarial records were first introduced. 
Cf. Vinko Foretić, Povijest Dubrovnika do 
1808., vol. 1 (Zagreb: Nakladni zavod MH, 
1980), 88-89.

34 Benyovsky Latin, and Ledić, The Estate, 20.
35 Žile, Rezultati arheoloških istraživanja u 

palači Kaboga, 19-27.
36 De fundamentis inventis sub terra: 

Fundamentum inventum subtus terram vel 
equale ad terram, habeatur pro termino et 
fine illius territorii in quo invenietur; DS, L. V, 
c. 18.

37 The abovementioned document from 1258 
states that a public street must remain 9 
spans wide.

38 Cf. Marija Planić-Lončarić, Blok na 
Gundulićevoj poljani, palača u Zuzorićevoj 
ulici 6, objekt u Pracatovoj ulici 1, zgrada 
Općine: analiza razvoja i stanja (Zagreb: 
Centar za povijesne znanosti, Odjel za 
povijest umjetnosti, 1981), preserved at the 
Archive of the Institute of Art History, 
Zagreb (Unpublished expertise).

39 Planić-Lončarić, Ceste, ulice i trgovi, 158; 
Planić-Lončarić, Planirana izgradnja, 18. A 
similar communication line has been 
identified on the published map by L. 
Beirtić, Urbanistički (maps).

40 A document from 1284 names a porta de 
paludo next to the church; CD; VI, no. 386.

41 SD, L. V, c. 41; cf. Beritić, Urbanistički, 14-15; 
Prelog, Dubrovački statut, 81-94.

42 At the time of the 1272 statute, Marko 
Giustiniani was the rector of Dubrovnik. 
During his second mandate (1277-1278), 
notary Tomasino de Savere came to 
Dubrovnik.

43 Et via que venit a porta de Celagna (sic) 
usque ad ecclesiam Omnium Sanctorum, 
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253vadat versus levantem usque ad viam que 
est subtus territorium Mathie de Mence.

44 According to Prelog, this street was the 
main axis of the 1272 regulation. Prelog, 
Dubrovački statut, 81-94; cf. Beritić, 
Ubikacija, 61.

45 North of Cvijete Zuzorić Street, a remnant 
of a wall (presumably a fortification) has 
been found, which may have (according to 
Žile) protected the newly emerged burgus. 
Žile, Rezultati arheoloških istraživanja u 
palači Kaboga, 19-27. (fig. 1, no. 15).

46 Thus, in 1273, the estate of Miho Ranina 
was situated a foramina muri civitatis ... 
recto tramite usque ad vitem, que est penes 
seriem que est secus viam communis; CD; 
VI, no. 316.

47 MHR II, doc. 812, 186. 
48 Prelog, Dubrovački statut, 81-94.
49 The first leased land plot was documented 

in 1280, on the estate of Matej de Gleda. 
MHR, I, doc. 384, 109.

50 Liber omnium reformationum civitatis 
Ragusii, ed. Aleksandar Solovjev (Belgrade: 
SANU, 1936), XXVII, 7.

51 The Book of Custom Regulations (Liber 
statutorum doane) from 1277 mentions a 
platea that ended with the city gate Od 
Pila on the one side and with a gate to the 
sea on the other. Here one also finds the 
first mention of using public areas for 
short-term lease or trade. Liber statutorum 
doane civitatis Ragusii MCCLXXVII / Knjiga 
odredaba dubrovačke carinarnice 1277., ed. 
Josip Lučić (Dubrovnik: Historijski arhiv, 
1989).

52 In 1292/3, Dubrovnik was struck by famine 
and an epidemic that allegedly lasted for 
two years, resulting in a great number of 
deaths, especially of petty commoners. Cf. 
Vekarić, Vlastela grada Dubrovnika, 1, 211; 
Chronica Ragusina Junii Restii, 51; Annales 
Ragusini Anonymi item Nicolai de Ragnina, 
222; Annales Ragusini Anonymi, 35, 223.

53 Apparently, many persons moved to Apulia 
or beyond the city limits at the time; 
others participated in rebuilding the city. 
Chronica Ragusina Junii Restii, 101-102.

54 Crhonicler S. Cerva noted the following: 
Nos Marinus Mauroceno de Ducali Mandato 
comes Ragusii ad ipsius civitatis readifica-
tonem, et statum sigili sollicitudine 
intendentes, et specialiter ad constitutio-
nem domorum, sive viarum ipsius civitatis, 
et burgi, anno sive millessimo supradicto, 
die vero XXIII intrante mense septembri 
congrato minori et majori consilio, et laudo 
populi ad sonum campanarum more solito 
statuimus et ordinamus, quod ante domus 
communis. Tunc vetera fere omnia 
monumenta, tabulasque privatis in 
domibus servatas ignis consupsit; 
indeplurimae inter cives exertam de 
praediorum finibus controversiae. 
Seraphinus Maria Cerva, Sacra Metropolis 
Ragusina, sive Ragusinae provinciae 
pontificum series variis ecclesiarum 
monumentis atque historicis, chronologicis, 
criticis commentariis illustrata, Library of 
the Dominican Monastery in Dubrovnik, 
call. no. 36-IV-14, f. 261.

55 DS, L. VIII, c. 57.
56 This regulation states that the owners of 

houses in the communal street stretching 
from the Volcassio fonticus in the east to 
the estate of the Archbishopric should pay 
an annual fee to the commune for 
bordering on communal land. DS, L. VIII, c. 
57.

57 Danko Zelić, “Utilitas et lucrum – Općinske 
kuće u srednjovjekovnom Dubrovniku,” in 
Umjetnost i naručitelji. Zbornik Dana Cvita 
Fiskovića, vol. 3, ed. Jasenka Gudelj 
(Zagreb: Institut za povijest umjetnosti, 
Odsjek za povijest umjetnosti Filozofskog 
fakulteta Sveučilišta u Zagrebu, 2010), 9-24.

58 Nada Grujić, “Dubrovnik-Pustijerna, 
Istraživanja jednog dijela povijesnog tkiva 
grada,” Radovi Instituta za povijest 
umjetnosti 10 (1986): 21. 

59 Planić-Lončarić, Dubrovnik – Blok omeđen 
ulicama Od puča, Pracatovom, Između 
polača i Božidarevićevom, 2.

60 Menalo, Izvješće o arheološkim 
istraživanjima; expertise Osnovna škola 

“Miše Simoni” u Dubrovniku, 4; Planić-
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254 Lončaić, Zajednički prostori, 70.
61 Cf. Irena Benyovsky Latin and Stipe Ledić, 

“The Estate of the Volcassio Family in 
Medieval Dubrovnik,” Dubrovnik Annals 14 
(2106): 7-45; Irena Benyovsky Latin, 

“Dubrovnik’s Burgus of St Blasius in the 13th 
Century,” in Towns and Cities of the 
Croatian Middle Ages: Authority and 
Property, ed. Irena Benyovsky Latin and 
Zrinka Pešorda Vardić (Zagreb: Hrvatski 
institute za povijest, 2014), 295-326.

62 MHR I, doc. 32, 9-10.
63 One of the rare preserved documents from 

the period before the introduction of 
notarial records mentions in 1233 the 
house of Teodor de Crossio ad magnum 
mercatum or super plateam magni mercati, 
next to the houses of Andrija Ranina and 
those of the monastery of St Nicholas. CD 
III, no. 328.

64 Teodor de Crossio had five sons: Goyislav 
(the Goyislavo branch), Pasko, Rusin (the 
Rosso branch), Petar (Spavaldo), and 
Barbio (the Goyislavo branch), as well as 
one daughter, Ungara. Vekarić, Vlastela, vol. 
7, 264. Cf. Mankhen, Dubrovački patricijat, 
394; Benyovsky Latin, Dubrovnik’s Burgus, 
312.

65 Grbavac, “Notarijat na istočnojadranskoj 
obali,” 86; Breitenfeld, ”Pravni poslovi,” 
114-116. 

66 According to the procedure, the seller had 
to announce the intended sale to the 
commune and also publicly, in a frequent-
ed public place. Lujo Margetić, 
Srednjovjekovno hrvatsko pravo: obvezno 
pravo, 220, 238.

67 Margetić, Srednjovjekovno hrvatsko, 
obvezno, 226, 230-236.

68 The descendants of Šimun de Cerneca 
were in litigation with Ungara, née Crossio, 
widow of Šimun’s brother, because she had 
sold the properties of her late husband “to 
whomever she pleased” – that is, to her 
parents and nephews, instead of the one 
who offered more. The documents 
mention that it was a custom in Dubrovnik 
to sell real estate to the highest bidder at a 

public auction. Ungara, however, stated 
that she had acted upon the instructions 
given in the last will of her husband, which 
did not foresee public announcement, only 
that the property should be sold to the one 
offering the best price. Ungara claimed that 
she had investigated who could be the one 
by asking those persons “who regularly 
bought real estate.” Even though “she 
would have gladly sold the property for a 
higher price,” eventually she sold it to her 
relatives for a lower one, as she could not 
find a better bidder. CD VI, doc. 475, 560. 

69 Lujo Margetić, “Dioba općinskog zemljišta 
u nekim srednjovjekovnim dalmatinskim 
komunama,” Starine JAZU 56 (1975): 21-23, 
35. Cf. Janeković Römer, Rod i grad, 102.

70 Married to Vuk Domanjin de Babalio.
71 MHR IV, doc. 1299, 281-282; MHR II, doc. 

863, 198. Thus, the house of Jakov’s son 
Nikola is mentioned in 1282 next to the 
property of Juraj de Gleda. MHR II, doc. 892, 
206.

72 Jakov had three sons: Marin, Teodor, and 
Mato, as well as four daughters: Liza, Agape 
(a nun), Deka, and Prvula. Vekarić, Vlastela, 
vol. 7, 262-264.

73 MHR II, doc. 925, 217; Josip Lučić, Obrti i 
usluge u Dubrovniku do početka XIV. 
Stoljeća (Zagreb: Sveučilište u Zagrebu, 
Institut za hrvatsku povijest, 1979), 67.

74 MHR II, doc. 367, 85.
75 MHR II, doc. 1253, 314; Lučić, Obrti i usluge, 

104.
76 MHR I, doc. 447, 129.
77 Vekarić, Vlastela, vol. 8, 207.
78 It was the Spavaldo branch, stemming 

from Teodor’s fourth son, Petar. Vekarić, 
Vlastela, vol. 7, 262-271.

79 MHR III, nr. 973, 315.
80 Cf. Diane Owen Hugues, “Urban Growth 

and the Family Structure in Medieval 
Genoa,” Past and Present 66 (1975): 3-28.

81 MHR I, doc. 122, 31.
82 MHR I, doc. 374, 104. 
83 MHR I, doc. 608, 190. 
84 MHR II, doc. 1101, 271. 
85 MHR II, doc. 337, 78.
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25586 Marija Planić-Lončarić, “Srednjovjekovni 
tipski stambeni objekti u naseljima na 
području Dubrovačke Republike,” 
Godišnjak zaštite spomenika kulture 
Hrvatske 2/3 (1976–1977): 131-136.

87 Benyovsky Latin, and Begonja, 
“Nekretnine,” 16; Zelić, “Wooden Houses,” 
496.

88 Zelić, “Wooden Houses,” 23.
89 Capanna has the same meaning as 

cabanna or cabana in other European 
examples, namely “small house” or “hut”. 
Cf. Mediae Latinitatis Lexicon Minus: 
Lexique Latin Medieval - Medieval Latin 
Dictionary - Mittellateinisches Worterbuch, 
ed. J.F. Niermayer and C. van de Kieft 
(Leiden: Brill, 2002), 113.

90 There was a regulation in the Statute of 
Dubrovnik quod nullum laborerium 
lignaminis habeat possessionem vel 
terminum stabilem. DS, L. V., c. 11. 
Whoever built a structure out of durable 
material on his house or land plot, had to 
report so that all those who claimed the 
property (habere petere racionem) could 
react. DS, L. V, c. 13.

91 Cf. Benyovsky Latin, and Begonja, 
“Nekretnine,” 27. According to Muljević, 

brazolar was a wooden rod “one or two 
elbows long, used in Dubrovnik from the 
mid-13th century onwards.” Vladimir 
Muljević, “Mjere i mjerenja u Dubrovačkoj 
Republici,” Anali Zavoda za povijesne 
znanosti HAZU 29 (1991): 248. 

92 In the Statute of Hvar, for example, the 
ratio between the communal fathom, 
braccolarium, and elbow was defined 1:2:4. 
Hvarski statut. ed. Antun Cvitanić (Split: 
Književni krug, 1991), L. II, c. 47XLVII, 265; 
Marija Zaninović Rumora, “Hvarske 
komunalne mjere za dužinu i površinu kroz 
stoljeća,” Radovi Zavoda za povijesne 
znanosti HAZU u Zadru 50 (2008): 111.

93 MHR II, doc. 812, 186. 
94 In 1283, he was in conflict with his 

neighbour Petar de Poca over the 
boundaries of their building plots. MHR II, 
doc. 1089, p. 267. 

95 MHR, IV, doc. 262, pp. 78-79. 
96 The houses bordered on communal land 

along their width of 5 or 6 palms. This 
information comes from the Knjige 
nekretnina Dubrovačke općine, Knjige 
nekretnina dubrovačke općine (13-18. st.) = 
Libri domorum et terrenorum communis 
Ragusii deliberatis ad affictum (saecc. 
XIII-XVIII), vol. 1, ed. Irena Benyovsky Latin 
and Danko Zelić (Zagreb – Dubrovnik: 
Zavod za povijesne znanosti HAZU u 
Dubrovniku, 2007), 131.

97 MHR II, doc. 1007, 244.
98 MHR I, doc. 483, 143.
99 MHR III, doc. 815, 283.
100 December 12, 1296; MHR, fol. 86, nr. 984, 

317-318.
101 Notaries used a localization technique that 

was typical of Roman law, and thus a 
similar, standardised description can be 
found in various European cities and 
towns: besides the general location, it 
included a list of neighbouring properties. 
Grbavac, “Notarijat,” 173.

102 Thus, one used the terms “to the east” (ex 
parte orientis), “to the west” (ex parte 
occidentis), or “to the north” (ex parte 
septentrionis), but also wind names: 
eastern (ex parte levantis), western (ex 
parte ponentis), northern (ex parte 
tramontane), southern (ex parte austri), 
south-eastern (ex parte greci), north-west-
ern (ex parte boree), southwestern (ex 
parte affracini), and south-eastern (ex 
parte siloci). Moreover, Dubrovnik’s 
notaries also regularly used terms derived 
from geographical orientation points: ex 
parte montis (towards the mountain of 
Srđ) and ex parte pelagi (towards the open 
sea). Cf. Benyovsky Latin, and Begonja, 

“Nekretnine,” 24-25.
103 Thus, in a document from 1297, Fusko, 

son of the late Jakov de Binçola, sold a 
casale that was described as bordering 

“towards the mountain” on the church of 
All Saints, to the east on a land plot of 
Matijaš de Mence (que fuit Kalende 
Bodacie), to the west on the casale of 

Projecting archival data on maps

Di
gi

ta
l m

ap
pi

ng
 o

f n
ob

le
 E

st
at

es
  

in
 D

ub
ro

vn
ik

’s 
bu

rg
us

 (1
3t

h-
ce

nt
ur

y)
n. 61

-1
03



256 Miho, son of Frano Binzola, and to the 
south on a communal street. MHR III, doc. 
809, 279. Undoubtedly, it was the area 
between today’s Hliđina Street and the 
church of All Saints. Even the statutory 
regulation from 1272 stated that the 
street passing by the houses of Miho 
Bincola and Marin Villan was to remain 
the same. DS, L. V, c. 51.

104 MHR III, nr. 775, 266-227.
105 Who bought a land plot from the 

monastery of St Bartholomew in 1295.
106 MHR IV, doc. 1301, 283. 
107 MHR I, doc. 484, 143.
108 MHR IV, doc. 1301, 283.
109 MHR I, doc. 142, 37.
110 Vekarić, Vlastela, vol. 3, 61, 226.
111 MHR I, doc. 639, 200.
112 It is known that Martol had two towers at 

the communal wall in 1282; See: 
Benyovsky Latin, “Dubrovnik’s Burgus,” 
299.

113 It is knowns that brothers Matijaš and 
Lovro de Mençe inherited the properties 
of Petar de Mençe. State Archives in 
Dubrovnik (hereafter: DAD), Testamenta 
notariae, /f. 47/ 138. (Testamentum Petri 
de Menziis). I would like to thank Gordan 
Ravančić for providing me with this 
document.

114 DAD, Diversa cancellariae, vol. III, f. 60.
115 Que quidem via transeat inter territorium 

monasterii S. Marie de Melita et domum 
Ursacii Cereve et intret per portam 
hedifficatam in muro per quam intratur ad 
territoria illorum de Gondula, et taliter 
discurat usque ad murum civitatis veteris. 
DS, L. VIII, c. 57.

116 For example, when it comes to the 
fortifications, city towers, and gates. It is 
known that Martol Cereva had towers 
built on the city walls (litigation from 
1282). Benyovsky Latin, “Dubrovnik’s 
Burgus,” 298-299.

117 Knjige nekretnina, 119-130.
118 MHR II, doc. 253, 59.
119 MHR II, doc. 986.
120 MHR II, doc. 253, 59.

121 Jelle Haemers, “Urban History of the 
Medieval Low Countries: Research Trends 
and New Perspectives (2000–10),” Urban 
History 38/2 (2011): 346. 

122 See, for example: John Scrase, “Working 
with British Property Records: The 
Potential and the Problems,” in Power, 
Profit and Urban Land: Landownership in 
Medieval and Early Modern Northern 
European Towns, ed. F. E. Eliassen and G. A. 
Ersland (Aldershot, Hants: Scholar Press, 
1996), 15-38; Rolf Hammel-Kiesow, 

“Property Patterns, Buildings and the 
Social Structure of Urban Society,” in 
Power, Profit, 39-61; Derek Keene, 

“Landlords, the Property Market and Urban 
Development in Medieval England,” in 
Power, Profit, 93-119; Derek Keene, “The 
Use of Documentary Sources in Studying 
the Topography and Archaeology of 
Medieval London,” Lübecker Schriften zur 
Archäologie und Kulturgeschichte 7 (1983): 
77-84; Étienne Hubert, “Noblesse romaine 
et espace urbain (Xe-XVe siècle),” in La 
nobilitá romana nel Medioevo, ed. François 
Bougard and Sandro Carocci (Rome: École 
Française de Rome, 2006), 171-186; 
Jacques Heers, Family Clans in the Middle 
Ages: A Study of Political and Social 
Structures in Urban Areas (Amsterdam: 
North-Holland Publishing Co., 1977); 
Luciano Grossi Bianchi and Ennio Poleggi, 
Una città portuale del Medioevo: Genova 
nei secoli X-XVI (Genoa: Sagep, 1987.); 
Wladimiro Dorigo, Venezia Romanica. La 
Formazione Della Città Medievale Fino 
all’Età Gotica (Venice and Verona: CIERRE 
Edizioni/Istituto Veneto Di Scienze Lettere 
Ed Arti/Regione Del Veneto, 2002); David 
Herlihy, “Mapping Households in Medieval 
Italy,” in Cities and Society in Medieval Italy 
(London: Variorum Reprints, 1980), 54-89; 
Daniel Lord Smail, Imaginary 
Cartographies. Possession and Identity in 
Late Medieval Marseille (Ithaca, NY: Cornell 
University Press, 2000). As for Croatian 
historiography, see: Irena Benyovsky Latin, 
Srednjovjekovni Trogir: Prostor i društvo 
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257(Zagreb: Hrvatski institut za povijest, 
2009); Mladen Andreis, Irena Benyovsky, 
and Ana Plosnić, “Socijalna topografija 
Trogira u 13. stoljeću,” Povijesni prilozi 25 
(2003): 37-92; Mladen Andreis, Irena 
Benyovsky Latin, and Ana Plosnić Škarić, 

“Socijalna topografija Trogira u 14. stoljeću,” 
Povijesni prilozi 33 (2007): 103-195.

123 Such projects are, for example,  
Visualizing Venice: Exploring the Urban Past 
(http://visualizingvenice.org); Mapping 
Medieval Chester: Place and Identity in an 
English Borderland City c.1200-1500  

(http://www.medievalchester.ac.uk/index.
html); City and Society in the Low Countries, 
1200-1800: Space, Knowledge, Social 
Capital (http://www.ulb.ac.be/philo/urbs/) 
as well as various projects at the Centre  
for Metropolitan History of the Institute of 
Historical Research, University of London 
(http://www.history.ac.uk/cmh/projects), 
especially People in Place: families, 
households and housing in early modern 
London, 1550-1720  
(http://www.history.ac.uk/projects/
research/people-in-place).
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■ Library of the Dominican monastery in Dubrovnik: Seraphinus Maria Cerva. Sacra Metropo-
lis Ragusina, sive Ragusinae provinciae pontificum series variis ecclesiarum monumentis atque 
historicis, chronologicis, criticis commentariis illustrate, call id. 36-IV-14, f. 261.
■ Državni arhiv u Dubrovniku / State archive in Dubrovnik, Testamenta notariae, Diversa cancel-
lariae.

■ Andreis, Mladen, Irena Benyovsky, and Ana Plosnić. “Socijalna topografija Trogira u 13. 
stoljeću.” Povijesni prilozi 25 (2003): 37-92. 
■ Andreis, Mladen, Irena Benyovsky Latin, and Ana Plosnić Škarić. “Socijalna topografija 
Trogira u 14. stoljeću.” (2007): 103-195.
■ Bajić-Žarko, Nataša, ed. Arhiv mapa za Istru i Dalmaciju. Katastar dalmacije 1823.-1975., In-
ventar. Split: Hrvatski državni arhiv – Državni arhiv u Splitu, 2006.
■ Benyovsky Latin, Irena. Srednjovjekovni Trogir: Prostor i društvo. Zagreb: Hrvatski institut za 
povijest, 2009.
■ – “Dubrovnik’s Burgus of St Blasius in the 13th Century,” in: Cities of the Croatian Middle Ages: 
Authority and Property, edited by Irena Benyovsky Latin and Zrinka Pešorda Vardić, 295-326. 
Zagreb: Hrvatski institute za povijest, 2013.
■ – “Interdisciplinarnost u urbanoj povijesti: povijest i perspektive,” in: Historiografija / Povijest 
u suvremenom društvu, edited by Gordan Ravančić, Mislav Gregl, Ivana Horbec, Vlasta Švoger, 
and Dinko Župan, 23-24. Zagreb: Hrvatski institut za povijest, 2014.
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■ Benyovsky Latin, Irena and Danko Zelić, eds. Libri domorum et terrenorum communis Ragusii 
deliberatis ad affictum (saecc. XIII-XVIII), vol. I, Zagreb-Dubrovnik: Zavod za povijesne znanosti 
HAZU u Dubrovniku, 2007.
■ Benyovsky Latin Irena and Stipe Ledić. “The Estate of the Volcassio Family in Medieval Du-
brovnik.” Dubrovnik Annals 14 (2016): 7-45.
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