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purpose of this book is to present to the Western
reader a city whose position and role for a thousand years
was in many ways unique in Europe and whose contribution
to the Mediterranean world was of great importance. This
city, Dubrovnik—“ The Jewel of the Adriatic”—has remained
largely unknown to the Western public because of the
language barrier. In fact, the vast majority of works on
Dubrovnik have been published in Serbo-Croatian. The few
publications in other languages are either antiquated or
widely scattered.
The study of Dubrovnik is made possible by the existence
in that city of a large and very valuable archive containing
documents from the eleventh century on and also by the
publication, in Yugoslavia, of a considerable number of
monographs covering many aspects of Dubrovnik’s life in
various epochs. The research, however, is far from complete,
and there is still no single, modern history of Dubrovnik.
This volume does not intend to be one. Its aim is to show the
city at a limited, though crucial, time of its development.
Everything that is written here is based on my twenty years
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of work with published and unpublished materials in the
historical archives of Dubrovnik and on the reading of mono
graphs and articles concerning that city’s past.*
Dubrovnik’s importance comes from its role as a vital link
in the exchange of men, goods, and ideas between East and
West, particularly between the Balkans and Italy. This is
why I shall attempt, while tracing Dubrovnik’s past, to take
into consideration events in the areas involved, stressing
especially the developments in the Balkans, less well known
to the Western reader.
It is with sincere gratitude and deep sadness that I mention
here the name of the greatest historian of Dubrovnik, Pro
fessor Jorjo Tadic. As one of his long-time students, I was
privileged to have the benefit of his help and advice while
drafting the format of this book during the summer of 1969
in Dubrovnik. His valuable remarks and the manuscripts which
he magnanimously offered me, although not yet published,
helped greatly in the preparation of this work (the faults of
which are, of course, entirely my own responsibility). Jorjo
Tadic, unfortunately, died suddenly and prematurely in
October, 1969, while this volume was being written. Thus
Dubrovnik lost the scholar whose efforts, more than any
body else’s, introduced its past into Mediterranean and Euro
pean history and historiography.
I am also very much indebted to my friends and colleagues
Professor Wayne S. Vucinich of Stanford University and
Professor Sima M. Ćirković of Belgrade University, who
made many useful suggestions for the improvement of this

book. My appreciation goes also to Mr. Zdravko Šundrica of
the historical archives in Dubrovnik for checking a number
of facts for me. It is a pleasure to mention here Mrs. Betty
Messenger of Bloomington, Indiana, who kindly read the
manuscript and painstakingly corrected the mistakes in my
English.
B. Krekić

*A11 quotations of texts from documents in this book are— unless otherwise
indicated—-from the historical archives in Dubrovnik.
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Dubrovnik
IN THE I 4 TH AND I 5 TH CENTURIES

Geography and Early History
unique history and achievement of the small city
of Dubrovnik* is as much the result of the great ability
and the steady perseverance of its men and of historical events
and developments in the surrounding regions as it is the
product of the extremely favorable geographical location of
the city. Situated in the southern part of the eastern coast of the
Adriatic Sea, Dubrovnik has an open sea in front of it, while
at the same time it is in a position to have excellent communi
cation with its hinterland. The development of this com
munication was slow but steady. Small roads going to the
nearby regions of Hum and Travunia eventually reached all
the way across the Balkan peninsula to the Danube, to
Thessalonica, and to Constantinople, their progress following
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#It seems necessary to explain here the use of the names Dubrovnik,
Ragusium, and Ragusans in this book. The Slavic form Dubrovnik will be
introduced for the city in the second half of the twelfth century, when it is
mentioned for the first time in documents. The old Roman name Ragusium
will be used for the earlier epoch and later when it applies to the oldest
parts of the city. The name Ragusan(s) for citizens of Dubrovnik, as well as
the adjective Ragusan, will be used throughout, instead of Slavic forms, for
convenience.
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and at the same time stimulating Ragusan trade in those areas.
On the other hand, the Adriatic Sea was of capital impor
tance to the development of Dubrovnik. The two coasts of
the Adriatic—the western, Italian one and the eastern, Slavic
one—have always been very different in respect to geography
and navigation. While the western coast is almost consistently
flat, with very few natural harbors or bays and no islands,
the eastern coast is made up almost entirely of rugged moun
tains, smaller and bigger bays, excellent natural harbors, and
countless islands, stretching from its northernmost point all
the way south, almost to Dubrovnik. While bays and islands
some of them quite large—offered good shelter to ships, the
mountains offered advantageous orientation points. A ll of
this made the eastern Adriatic coast exceedingly attractive for
navigation; it was extensively used, not only in the Middle
Ages, but also in much more recent times. T o these factors
must be added the sea currents, favorable for navigation along
the eastern shore. More important were the winds. The
prevailing wind on the Adriatic is the southern wind, “jugo”
or “ sirocco.” For sailing ships, coming from the Mediter
ranean, this was the wind which first propelled them toward
the north, toward Venice. And “ sirocco” blew mostly along
the eastern coast of the Adriatic. Although it created difficul
ties for the ships navigating toward the south from Venice
and other ports, its negative effects were always easier to
evade among the many islands and bays of the eastern coast
than along the unhospitable western coast. It is no mere
coincidence of history that armies from the eastern Adriatic
coast never attempted to conquer the western shore. The
opposite was frequently true.
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The combination of favorable geographical and naviga
tional elements led to the establishment, very early in the
Middle Ages, of a sailing route which, from Venice or other
northern and central Adriatic harbors, proceeded south along
the eastern coast before reaching the Ionian and Mediter
ranean seas. This route led ships to Dubrovnik, because it
was the last large city and harbor before the open seas. D u
brovnik was also the first important Adriatic city the ships
encountered on their way north after entering the Adriatic
from the Mediterranean. This gave Dubrovnik the role of
a landmark on the north-south route, and it is not by chance
that the Venetians, in the later Middle Ages, used it that way.
Thus, its geographic position gave Dubrovnik an important
role on the commercial routes connecting the Adriatic with
the Mediterranean as a whole. But more important than its
position on the north-south axis was Dubrovnik’s role on
the east-west axis, between the Balkans and Italy. This
position was obtained and capitalized upon in such a way
that it became the basis of the continuing existence and
success of the city.
There is extremely little information on Dubrovnik’s earli
est history. The little that we have comes mostly from the
tenth-century Byzantine emperor and historian, Constantine
Porphyrogenetus. According to him, when the Avaro-Slavs
invaded the Balkan peninsula in the beginning of the seventh
century, they destroyed, among other places, the old Greek,
or Illyric, and then Roman city of Epidaurus (the site of the
modern town of Cavtat), about fifteen miles south of D u
brovnik. Part of the refugees from that city escaped to a
steep rock separated from the mainland by a shallow sea
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channel, and that was the beginning of a new town, called
R agusium. The settlers, mostly of Roman origin, had as their
neighbors the Slavs. Recent archaeological research and exca
vations in Dubrovnik itself, however, reveal that the rock on
which the refugees from Epidaurus settled was inhabited a
long time before their arrival.
The Roman inhabitants of Ragusium were forced almost
immediately to deal with their Slavic neighbors on the main
land, for the rock could not support the newly arrived popu
lation; nor was the population able to find enough food and
other necessities on the nearby seas. The Slavs were willing
to allow the Ragusans to cultivate the land near the city in
return for a tribute that the Ragusans would pay them. But
Ragusium was not able to negotiate this matter alone. A ll
the Dalmatian cities at the time were under Byzantine rule,
and the Byzantine emperor ultimately had to agree to the
arrangements made with the nearby Slavs. Thus it was
Emperor Basil I who decided, in the second half of the ninth
century, that the Ragusans would pay thirty-six golden
nomismata a year to each of the princes of Zahumlje and
Travunija. In return, the Ragusans were allowed to cultivate
their possessions and vineyards on Slavic territory. This tribute,
called m agar isium or mogons, continued to be paid for cen
turies by Dubrovnik to the masters of the hinterland, the
Serbians and the Bosnians, until the arrival of the Ottoman
Turks.
By the middle of the ninth century, Ragusium was already
a fortified city of considerable importance on the southern
Adriatic. In 866-67 11 was able to withstand fifteen months
of siege by Arabs from southern Italy, and two years later
6

the Ragusans themselves participated in an expedition of the
Frankish army against the Arabs. On orders from Con
stantinople, Ragusan ships helped transport Croatian and
other Slavic troops from the eastern to the western coast of
the Adriatic in preparation for an attack on Arab-held Bari.
This certainly is sufficient proof that the city was relatively
strong as a fortification and important on the sea.
The eleventh century, however, greatly changed the situa
tion on the Adriatic as a whole and on its eastern shores in
particular. These changes for the first time involved R agu
sium—until then a city exclusively under Byzantine author
ity-—in political activities and upheavals which had important
consequences for its further development. In the year 1000 the
Venetians launched their first drive to conquer Dalmatia with
the expedition of the Doge Pietro II Orseolo. Having obtained
the blessing of the Byzantine emperor, Basil II, busy with
other, more pressing matters, Orseolo sailed into Dalmatia
with a fleet and was able to bring into submission a series of
northern and central Dalmatian islands and cities, while
others were conquered by force. Thus he established the
Venetian presence from the Quarnero to the island of
Lastovo (Lagosta), an area including the cities of Zadar
(Zara), Trogir (Tragurium ), and Split (Spalatum). Even
the Croatian king, Krešimir III, had to pay his respects to
the Venetian doge, make an alliance with him, and give him
his son as a hostage. Ragusium, too, submitted to the Vene
tian domination for the first time in its history. However,
this lasted only a short time and then Byzantine domination
was restored in the city. By 1030, Ragusan ships were taking
part in an expedition led by the Byzantines against the Arabs
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in southern Italy, and a little later a Byzantine strategos, or
general, is mentioned as the head of a Byzantine militaryadministrative unit, the Them e, in Ragusium.
The situation in the Adriatic in the eleventh century was
changing not only because of the Venetian expansion but
also because of the appearance in southern Italy of a new
power, the Normans. H aving established his state in southern
Italy between 1059 and 1071, Robert Guiscard embarked im
mediately on a rapid expansion toward the East. His policy
brought the Normans to the Dalmatian coast and to the
Epirus. The Byzantine Empire had been weakened substan
tially by fifty years of rule by a civilian aristocracy which dis
regarded military needs and by the catastrophic battle of
Manzikert in 1071 in which the Seljuk army utterly defeated
the Byzantines and captured their emperor. The empire was
completely unable to defend its far-removed western posses
sions. Thus, in the second half of the eleventh century, the
Byzantine presence in the Adriatic consisted of theoretical
claims to its sovereignty there rather than its practical en
forcement. Consequently the Dalmatian towns and Ragu
sium increasingly took positions in accordance with their
own immediate interests and so established their own inde
pendent political life.
The weakness of the Byzantine Empire became especially
apparent when a Byzantino-Norman war broke out in 1081.
Unable to withstand the Norman attacks and to defend
the Epirote coast on their own, the Byzantines asked the
Venetians to help them. The Venetians accepted the invita
tion, because by helping the Byzantines they were also
achieving one of the most important and constant goals of
8
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their own policy: the prevention of one single power from
establishing its rule on both sides of the Adriatic and on the
Strait of Otranto. Such a threat was always a nightmare to
the Venetians, and they were only too eager to help prevent
the Normans from achieving their aims. But the Venetians
were too shrewd as politicians not to take advantage of the
Byzantine need for help, and they made the Byzantines pay
a very high price for it. In 1082 the new Byzantine emperor,
Alexius I Comnenus, granted extensive privileges to Venice,
most important of which were trade concessions, which laid
the foundation of the subsequent enormous Venetian eco
nomic expansion and colonial empire in the eastern Mediter
ranean. This expansion, in turn, had important effects on
the history of Dubrovnik, as we shall see later. The thing to
note now is that during the war of 1081-85, with the Byzan
tines and Venetians on one side and the Normans on the
other, the Ragusans turned against their masters until then,
the Byzantines, and joined the Normans. This is certainly
proof of a much-increased independence, not only in action,
but also in political thinking in Ragusium at the time, since
this switch of allegiances was accompanied by a brief recogni
tion of Norman authority in Ragusium.
This independence was probably enhanced by other hap
penings in the Dalmatian area. The Croatian state, during
the long rule of K in g Stephen (c. 1030-58), was struggling to
obtain the Dalmatian cities from the Venetians and was, in
part, successful. A large measure of this success was achieved
by Stephen’s successor, K in g Peter Krešimir IV (1058-74),
who managed to obtain from the Byzantine emperor the
right to govern the Dalmatian cities. However, after Peter
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Kresim ir’s death the situation changed. Croatia started on
the road of rapid decline, marked by the decision of Emperor
Alexius I in 1085 to entrust the Venetians with the rule of
the Dalmatian cities. The Venetians enforced this imperial
decision after the death of the Croatian king, Zvonimir
(1075-89). A new element was then introduced into Croatian
and Dalmation affairs—the Hungarians. After several years
of fighting and political tribulations, which culminated in
the defeat of the Croatian forces by the Hungarians in 1097,
the Hungarian king, Koloman, managed to impose his rule
on Croatia and Dalmatia in 1102. He was recognized and
accepted as Croatian king and, although the legal and
symbolic elements indicating the continuity of Croatian state
hood were preserved, for all practical purposes Hungarian
rule was imposed. Thus a strong, new state emerged on the
eastern Adriatic coast.
These events did not immediately affect Ragusium, too far
removed to the south, but they were to have important con
sequences later. However, in the eleventh century another
region, nearer to Ragusium, was witnessing events of great
significance. In Dioclea, or Zeta, rebellions against Byzantine
rule began in 1035 to gain momentum, and in 1040 a Byzan
tine strategos from Ragusium was captured by the rebels, led
by their chief, Vojislav. Byzantine attempts to put down the
rebellion ended in defeat, and finally they gave up, thus
allowing the formation of a new state in Zeta. Vojislav ex
tended his authority over Travunija as well and thus became
the immediate neighbor of Ragusium. This situation con
tinued under the rule of his son, Michael (c. 1052-81).
Michael, profiting by disorders in the region of Raška, north-

cast of Zeta, managed to conquer, albeit temporarily, that
territory, heretofore under Byzantine domination, and thus
created a large state in the hinterland of Ragusium. He
obtained the royal crown from Pope Gregory V II in 1077.
The state of Zeta was becoming increasingly a new element
that all Ragusan political calculations had to take into
serious account.
Meanwhile the city of Ragusium itself was gaining strength
and importance throughout the eleventh century. There were
many events contributing to this growth, and one of the
most significant occurred in 1022. The pope decided to
elevate the Ragusan bishopric to the status of archbishopric,
placing under its jurisdiction a large area from the Neretva
River in the north to the Bojana River in the south and going
deep into the Balkan interior. The act, however, provoked
sharp reactions from the ecclesiastical see in Split and later
led to a bitter clash with the newly established archbishopric
in Bar (1089), in Zeta, which lasted two centuries. Neverthe
less, the pope’s decision was, beyond any doubt, a major event
lor the Ragusans.
Another very important indication of Ragusium ’s growth
and development in the first half of the eleventh century is
1 he first mention of the local nobility in 1023, although this
social group was still far removed from the later Ragusan
pat riciate. There was also, from the tenth century on, a steady
increase in the Slavic population within Ragusium. This was
brought about by the development of the city, which resulted
in the increase of jobs and the attraction of more manpower
in Ragusium, mainly from the nearby Slavic regions. The
demographic growth of Ragusium was made and could only
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have been made possible through an increase in the Slavic
segment of the city’s population, and this situation prevailed
throughout the history of Dubrovnik.
The twelfth century was a period of particular importance
in the history and development of Ragusium. After the short
interlude of Norman domination (1081-85), the city returned
to Byzantine protection. There were other brief spans of time
when Norman authority was recognized (for example, in
1172 and again in 1189-90, as well as at the turn of the twelfth
and the thirteenth centuries). In 117 1 the city was conquered
and occupied briefly by the Venetian fleet on its way to fight
Byzantium in the East, but Ragusium remained in the
twelfth century essentially a city under Byzantine protection.
It was obviously very convenient for the Ragusans to be the
proteges of an old and prestigious, if weak, state which was
too far removed to try to impose any real domination on the
city. Confronted with the growing power of Venice, with the
newly emerged but strong Hungarian presence in Dalmatia,
and with the Norman state in southern Italy at its apogee,
Ragusium thought it wise to cling to the old allegiances.
In the first half of the twelfth century, the Ragusans de
veloped a considerable maritime trade and commercial navi
gation. O f course, their presence on the sea, as previously
mentioned, was almost as old as the city itself, but it is from
the middle of the twelfth century that its importance increased
rapidly, according to preserved documentary evidence. In
1143 the first Ragusan traveled, probably on a Venetian ship,
to Cyprus, Accon, and Constantinople. Much more signifi
cant was a series of treaties between Dubrovnik and Italian
cities: Molfetta (114 8), Pisa (1169), Ancona (118 8), Fano

(1199), Monopoli and Bari (120 1), Termoli (1203), and
Bisceglie ( 1 2 11 ) . A ll of these treaties were meant to facilitate
trade between the ports, and they show that Dubrovnik was
becoming a serious commercial partner to a large number of
Italian cities. This importance of Dubrovnik is further con
firmed by the first privilege that the city obtained from a
Byzantine emperor. It was in 1192 that Emperor Isaak II
Angelus issued a chrysobull to Dubrovnik by which, among
other things, he allowed the Ragusans free trade in his
empire.
It was still difficult for the Ragusans to try to penetrate
deeper into the Balkan hinterland. Events in this region in
the first half of the twelfth century were less than reassuring.
After the death of Constantine Bodin (1081-c. 110 1), who
succeeded K in g Michael of Zeta, the center of the struggle
for Serbian independence shifted increasingly northeastward,
toward Raška, and this was accompanied by prolonged
internal conflicts. Apart from these developments, unfavor
able to possible contacts between Dubrovnik and the Balkans,
there was little reason at this time for the Ragusans to be
eager to visit those areas, for the economic attractions of the
lands did not develop until later.
It was in the last quarter of the twelfth century that the
Ragusans started looking for ways to penetrate more efficiently
into the Balkan hinterland, and two agreements resulted.
In Serbia (Raška) the new ruler—who had emerged from a
prolonged period of internal strife and who had managed to
stabilize the situation and to lay down the fundamentals of
an enduring dynasty—waged a war to conquer Dubrovnik
but was unsuccessful. So Grand Zhupan Stephen Neman) a
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(c. 1169-96) came to terms with Dubrovnik and made peace
in 1186, at the same time granting the Ragusans the right to
safe and free trade in Serbia. Another treaty, with Bosnia in
1189, promised the Ragusans freedom of movement and free
dom from customs fees in Bosnia, a region which was only
beginning to take shape as a state under its ruler, or ban,
K ulin (c. 1180-c. 1204). W ith these two treaties, the gates of
the Balkan peninsula opened wider to Dubrovnik. Although
Ragusan merchants did not avail themselves of this new
opportunity at the time, the two treaties were very important
steps on a course which would eventually lead Dubrovnik to
its greatest prosperity. It is in the treaty with Bosnia in 1189
that the first mention of the Slavic form of the city name,
Dubrovnik, is found.
Meanwhile several processes of economic and social de
velopment were going on inside the city. W ith increased
trade, the pace of the economic growth of Dubrovnik was
bound to be intensified, and evidently the profits were not
shared equally by all segments of the population. It is
apparent from the above-mentioned treaties that there existed
in Dubrovnik in the twelfth century an increasingly dis
tinguishable group of families whose role in the political life
of the city was predominant. These were the richest, most
influential families, belonging to the nobiles, who would
later join the patrician ranks. Another very clear sign of the
great development of the city is the first mention, in 118 1, of
the denomination Communitas Ragusii, “ the Commune of
Ragusium.” Dubrovnik was apparently engaged on a road
of development similar to the one followed by many Italian
and other Western cities, toward a patrician-ruled city-state.

GEOGRAPHY AND EARLY HISTORY

Probably the most important conclusion that can be drawn
from Dubrovnik’s twelfth-century history is that the city
for the first time began playing a certain role in East-West
relations. Through its commercial treaties with Italian cities
on the one hand and through the privileges and treaties
with Byzantium, Serbia, and Bosnia on the other, Dubrovnik
became a point of contact, of conjunction, between the two
areas. It is true that at this early stage the city’s role was
limited, compared to later times. Dubrovnik still lacked the
means and the experience to engage in more intense exchange
activities, and foreign merchants had not yet discovered the
possibilities of the city. But the time would come, and very
soon, when the start made in the twelfth century would
boom into a flourishing activity, bringing enormous profits
to all concerned and transforming Dubrovnik into a real
focus of East-West relations, not only for economic but for
cultural and other reasons too.
This transformation was already beginning in the thir
teenth century. The century opened with events which
profoundly altered the political balance of the whole Medi
terranean world, particularly its eastern part, and which
most directly affected Dubrovnik. The Venetians, who had
been increasing their positions and strength in the Byzan
tine Empire throughout the twelfth century, had become
disillusioned with Byzantine governments in the last third
of the century and were looking for an opportunity to
strengthen even further their grip not only on the Byzantine
economy but on its government and policy as well. The
Fourth Crusade proved to be the ideal chance for the realiza
tion of these Venetian plans. The old, almost blind, but
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extremely shrewd and energetic doge, Enrico Dandolo, prof
iting by a number of circumstances, managed to convince the
Crusaders first into conquering the Dalmatian city of Zadar,
held by the Hungarians, for Venice and then into going to
Constantinople instead of Egypt. There they conquered the
Imperial City and ultimately abolished the Byzantine Empire
on the Bosporus in 1204. Of course, Venice profited most
from these events. It established a real colonial empire,
stretching through Dalmatia, Corfu, Crete, and Euboea to
Constantinople itself, where the Venetians had their own
quarter and complete political, ecclesiastical, and economic
predominance in the newly established Latin Empire.
Venice’s new position as one of the leading European
powers and beyond doubt as the most powerful Mediter
ranean state put Dubrovnik in an unpleasant position. Its
protector, the Byzantine Empire, had disappeared, albeit
temporarily, and there was no one in the vicinity on whom
Dubrovnik could rely against Venice. Finally, the power of
Venice, with its colonies both to the north and to the south
of Dubrovnik and its powerful fleets sailing the Adriatic and
the Mediterranean, apparently unbeatable, forced Dubrovnik
into submission to Venetian domination in 1205.
The only possible alternative to this submission perhaps
would have been the surrender of Dubrovnik to the vigor
ously expanding Serbian state, always eager to obtain part
of the Adriatic coast. For the Ragusans, however, this was
out of the question. The refusal to become part of any state
in the hinterland, be it Serbia, Bosnia, or, later, the Ottoman
Empire, was one of the first principles of Ragusan policy for
centuries, in spite of the tributes paid to all of these states.

16
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In medieval Dubrovnik the antagonistic attitude toward the
conquering appetites of the Slavic states of the interior was
caused, no doubt, by the desire of the Ragusans to preserve
their communal structure and autonomy, for which the
Slavic states could be expected to have little sympathy; by
different social structures and religious traditions; by differ
ent economic and political orientations and aims; and, at the
early stages, by ethnic differences, at least among the ruling
grOUpS*
.
,
,
H aving accepted Venetian domination, Dubrovnik had
to put up with its consequences as well. The city had to agree
to having a Venetian patrician as comes, or count, at its
head. The rights of this Venetian count in Dubrovnik and his
role in the political life of the city were considerable in the
earlier stages of Venetian domination, but later were cur
tailed little by little by the domestic aristocracy. It is important
to note that, although Dubrovnik became a vital focal point
of Venetian commercial navigation and a precious base for
the Venetian navy, it was never occupied by Venetian soldiers.
The city was always free of foreign troops. Moreover, the
local nobility managed to preserve its position in the govern
ment of the city, the position it had increasingly taken for
itself during the twelfth century. Thus the Venetian count
was flanked by Ragusan patricians, members of rich families,
who little by little organized themselves into three govern
mental bodies: the Consilium Matus (Major Council), the
Consilium M inus (Minor Council), and the Consilium
Rogatorum (the Senate).
Venetian over lordship imposed some hardships and limita
tions on the Ragusans, particularly in their maritime trade.
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For example, they could not come to Venice with more than
four small ships a year and they were not allowed to do any
business with foreigners in Venice. A t the same time, the
Venetians tried stubbornly to ensure a special and privileged
situation for their merchants in Dubrovnik but were only
partly successful.
On the other hand, Dubrovnik profited by some aspects
of the Venetian domination. The mere presence of Venetian
ships in the harbor was, no doubt, a considerable contribu
tion to Dubrovnik’s economic life. The Venetian ships used
Dubrovnik as a port in which they completed their crews
before going on to the Levant. They sometimes exchanged
entire crews upon returning from long eastern trips and
took provisions before venturing toward the less than hos
pitable shores of the Ionian and Mediterranean seas. For
the Venetian war fleets cruising in the Adriatic or going
to the Levant, Dubrovnik was also an extremely useful
harbor, especially when, on Venetian orders, an arsenal was
organized there in 1329. But Dubrovnik profited also from
Venetian protection of its ships on the seas and in foreign
ports. In addition, the Ragusans found that Venice was a
city where it was always relatively easy to recruit specialists
of all kinds which were greatly needed in Dubrovnik at the
time. Venice was also a center of information, which the
Ragusans were always eager to acquire.
More importantly, Venetian diplomatic protection proved
particularly welcome when the Serbians showed signs of
aggressi°n aimed at conquering Dubrovnik and absorbing
it into their state. Serbia had gone through important devel
opments in the first two decades of the thirteenth century. In

12 17 its ruler, Grand Zhupan Stephen (1196-c. 1228), ob
tained the royal crown from the pope and thus became the
first Serbian king (he is called “ Stephen the First Crowned” ).
A t the same time, in 1219, the king’s brother, the able monkdiplomat Rastko-Sava Nemanjić, managed to obtain from
the patriarcate of Nicaea the autonomy of the Serbian church,
hitherto under the jurisdiction of the archbishopric of
Okhrida. Sava himself was consecrated in 1219 as autoce
phalous archbishop of Serbia, and thus the independence of
the Serbian church was assured.
During the reign of Stephen’s two successors, Stephen
Radoslav (c. 1228-c. 1234) and Stephen Vladislav (c. 123443), the tensions between Dubrovnik and Serbia slowly
mounted as the young Serbian state went through internal
upheavals. These tensions later culminated in a war between
Dubrovnik and Serbia in 1252, during the rule of K in g
Stephen Uroš I (1243-76). This king embarked on a dynamic
policy of expansion, and the conflict with Dubrovnik was
almost inevitable. A number of other wars followed, to be
ended by 1327-28 with the preservation of Dubrovnik’s inde
pendence and the establishment of durable good relations
between the two powers.
It was during these conflicts that Venetian protection
proved to be very precious to Dubrovnik. The Venetians,
i ndeed, never let down their proteges. They constantly inter
vened diplomatically with Serbian rulers and noblemen in
favor of Dubrovnik. Of course, the Venetian attitude was
not dictated by sentiment but by realistic political appraisals
and calculations. The Venetians knew, in fact, that it would
be very inconvenient for themselves if a vigorous new power
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like Serbia emerged in a major way on the Adriatic and
obtained a city whose inhabitants were skilled on the sea,
while Venice would simultaneously lose one of its very
important bases. For Dubrovnik the main goal was to stay
independent from Serbia and remain available for the role
of middleman between East and West, which proved to be
its true vocation.
Dubrovnik started playing this role in the vastly changed
world of the thirteenth century on a much larger scale and
with much more determination than in the previous century.
In addition to the treaties with Italian cities, Dubrovnik
established relations in the first part of the century with the
Despotate of Epirus, as well as with Bulgaria and Thessalonica. It must be emphasized also that the wars between D u
brovnik and Serbia in the second half of the thirteenth and
the beginning of the fourteenth century did not sever the
commercial and human ties between the two regions. The
wars, in fact, were only temporary interruptions in an other
wise steadily increasing flow of contacts of all kinds. Sim 
ilarly, the relations between Dubrovnik and Bosnia were
excellent. The Bosnian ban, Matej Ninoslav (1232-50) prom
ised freedom and protection to Ragusan merchants in his
country.
The interest of the Ragusans in good relations with the
states of the Balkan hinterland suddenly acquired a new
dimension toward the middle of the thirteenth century, when
mining was started at Brskovo, in Serbia. The beginning of
Serbian mining was largely due to the arrival of German
miners (Saxons), mainly from Hungary. It spread and
developed very rapidly in Serbia and in a very short time

brought new wealth to the Serbian rulers, new power to the
state, and new and unexpected profits to the Ragusans. For
the Ragusans, having sensed from the outset all the implica
tions of the new activity in Serbia, immediately started taking
part in it. Although the citizens of Kotor (a town belonging
to Serbia, south of Dubrovnik) played an important part in
Serbian mining and trade until the second half of the four
teenth century, the Ragusans established themselves very
early as the main transporters of Serbian silver, copper, lead,
iron, and other minerals to the Adriatic. They obtained leases
on mines and later became owners of many of them. Their
role in the development of mining in Serbia was extremely
valuable. They were the chief middlemen in the exportation
of minerals to the West and thereby stimulated the produc
tion of the mines in Serbia itself. Also, the increased pros
perity of Serbia enabled the Ragusans to increase their im
ports of Western goods to that country.
O f course, all of this trading went through the city of D u 
brovnik and its harbor, and the profits it brought to Dubrov
nik, through customs fees and in other ways, were immense.
Very soon merchants and captains of other nationalities
began taking part in the shipping of minerals to Italy, but
the Ragusans always retained the leading position in com
munications with the hinterland. It is hard to exaggerate the
importance of Serbian and, a little later, Bosnian mining to
the development of Dubrovnik. The rapid and big profits
the Ragusans made in their activity as middlemen for the
Balkan mines, enabled them to quicken the urbanization of
their city (see Chapter III) and to increase their hygienic
and cultural standing as well (see Chapters IV and V ) . A t
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the same time, and very importantly, the new, brisk, and
booming economic activity brought into the city large num
bers of men needed as manpower. These men were Balkan
Slavs, and the ensuing demographic growth was, in fact, the
slavicization of Dubrovnik.
Thus at the end of the thirteenth century there seemed to
be many bright prospects for Dubrovnik. M ining was de
veloping and so was Ragusan participation in it; the city was
prospering and was being urbanized; Ragusan ships pushed
farther and farther out onto the Mediterranean. Still there
were darker spots in the picture. Venetian-imposed limita
tions continued to exist; Serbian expansion remained dan
gerous for Dubrovnik; Bosnia was on the move with unpre
dictable consequences; Hungary was struggling to stabilize
its position in Dalmatia; and a new power had taken over
in southern Italy—the Angevins. The future must have
looked promising but certainly not overly reassuring to the
Ragusans at the turn of the century.
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II
Politics and Economics in the Fourteenth
and Fifteenth Centuries
h e political orientation and activity of Dubrovnik in
the first half of the fourteenth century was in response
to two major influences: its economic interests and the Vene
tian overlordship of the city. Economic interests, notably those
of Ragusan commerce, resulted in a great increase of political
contacts with the Balkan hinterland. The involvement of the
Ragusans in Serbian mining stimulated the patricians, when
sitting in governmental councils and deciding on political
questions, to try to establish and preserve good relations with
Serbian authorities. The same was true, a little later, of rela
tions with Bosnia. But in both cases things did not go
smoothly all the time.
On the other hand, Venetian presence and the limitations
that the Venetians imposed on Ragusan shipping and mari
time trade, although not of a drastic nature, certainly can be
taken as a second influence causing the Ragusan government
to direct its efforts increasingly toward the Balkans. Thus a
fortunate coincidence took place. A t a time when the Vene
tians, as protectors of Dubrovnik, were trying to limit the
city’s maritime trade, Dubrovnik was able to profit by expan-

T

23

DUBROVNIK

POLITICS AND ECONOMICS

sion in a new direction, and this offered the basis for its
spectacular development in the next several centuries. The
Venetians—-in what seems to be one of the few mistakes they
ever made in their political and economic calculations—never
quite grasped the importance of the new activity in the
Balkans and consequently never took much advantage of it.
It was not always easy, however, for Dubrovnik to preserve
its contacts and position in the Balkans, particularly in Serbia.
W e have seen that wars between the two states were not rare
in the second half of the thirteenth century. W ith the arrival
of K in g Stephen Uroš II Milutin (1282-1321) on the Serbian
throne, a new era of Serbian expansion began. This expansion
was mainly directed toward the southeast, toward the rich
Byzantine lands, but Milutin did not neglect other areas,
including those in the vicinity of Dubrovnik. Twice during
his reign Dubrovnik was at war with Serbia, in 1301-1302
and in 1317-18. Both times the Ragusans, with Venetian
help, managed to preserve their independence, and the city
of Kotor remained Serbia’s main outlet on the Adriatic.
Milutin’s son, K in g Stephen U roš III Dečanski (13 2 1-3 1),
made the last Serbian effort to conquer Dubrovnik, with a
war waged in 1327-28. But the results for Serbia were not
better than in the previous attempts, and the Venetians once
more proved to be unswervingly on the side of Dubrovnik.
After this, Serbian-Ragusan relations changed completely.
In 1331 the greatest Serbian medieval ruler, K in g—and, from
1345, Emperor—Stephen Dušan (1331-5 5), began to govern.
His orientation and the orientation that he gave to the Ser
bian state was completely toward the south and southeast.
Dušan was eager to conquer rich Byzantine lands and cities

and was fully supported by his nobility. Dušan desired also,
albeit later, to replace the vacillating Byzantine Empire, torn
by internal strife and economic weaknesses, with a strong,
prosperous, and aggressive Serbian state. In the realization of
this scheme he was very successful. His armies conquered
not only all of Macedonia to the walls of Thessalonica and
large portions of Thrace, but also Epirus, Thessaly, and other
Greek territories. Thus, an empire was formed which
stretched from the Danube in the north to the G u lf of
Corinth in the south and from the vicinity of Dubrovnik in
the west to that of the Maritsa River in the east. But the
Serbians never took Constantinople and thus never fully
achieved their ruler’s dream.
Because of his eastern orientation, Dušan was willing to
neglect his western lands. This can be seen, among other
things, in his relations with Dubrovnik. Dušan abandoned
completely his predecessor’s policy of trying to conquer the
city. On the contrary, he did his best to establish friendly
relations with the Ragusans. They, of course, were only too
eager to accept and support such policies. This new atmos
phere in Serbian-Ragusan relations was manifested most
clearly in two events: the selling, in 1333, of the peninsula
of Pelješac, northwest of the city, to the Ragusans by Dušan
and his personal visit to Dubrovnik in 1350. Pelješac was a
valuable addition to the small Ragusan territory.
Dušan’s friendship, in general, meant even more. It en
abled the merchants of Dubrovnik to engage with a new
sense of security in trading, investments, and other enter
prises in Serbia. Dusan’s good will can be seen, in particular,
from the charter that he gave to the city in 1349 an<^ which
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became the model for all Serbian privileges given to Dubrov
nik in the next hundred years. The Ragusans were allowed
to circulate safely and freely with their merchandise through
out the emperor’s lands, provided they paid customs fees.
They were also permitted to travel through Serbia to other
countries, on condition that they would carry arms “ neither
to the Bulgarians, nor to Bassarab’s land, nor to the Hungar
ians, nor into Bosnia, nor to the Greeks, nor anywhere else
in foreign lands.” Never before had Ragusan activity in
Serbia attained such intensity as in Dušan’s time, and, of
course, Dubrovnik profited tremendously by it.
In turn, Serbia benefited from the increased trade and the
export of its goods, particularly minerals, through Dubrovnik
to the West. For, while it is correct to say that Serbia, in cul
ture, religion, and even in political and military methods,
was oriented very much toward Byzantium and was influ
enced by that empire, it is also true that economically Serbia
thrived on its contacts and trade with the West, not the East.
There is scarcely any information indicating the existence
of Serbian trade with Byzantium and even the little that there
is shows Western, primarily Ragusan, merchants carrying it
on. It was the exportation of its minerals and other goods to
the West, Italy in particular, that provided the basis for
Serbia’s wealth, which was used to support the victorious
Serbian armies and to build magnificent churches and mon
asteries, decorated with frescoes which to this day remain
among the most brilliant achievements of medieval European
art. And in this all-important trade with the West, Dubrov
nik played an indispensable part.
A somewhat parallel development—although on a smaller

scale—was taking place in the relations between Dubrovnik
and Bosnia. In the first half of the fourteenth century, under
Ban Stephen II Kotromanić (1314 -53), Bosnia experienced
constitutional stabilization and economic progress. In the
1330’s mining began in Bosnia, and it very quickly trans
formed the life of the country. The Ragusans immediately
took key positions in this mining activity, as they had in
Serbia, exporting silver, lead, iron, and other minerals to the
sea and importing Western goods to the newly enriched Bos
nian market. Despite the previous long presence of Ragusan
merchants in Bosnia, this region could not be compared with
Serbia in its importance to the Ragusans. However, their
involvement and interest in Bosnia steadily increased and
became a very important additional element of Ragusan
prosperity.
As part of the Venetian domain, Dubrovnik continued to
have lively contacts of all sorts with Venice. But this did not
prevent the Ragusans from working very assiduously at the
furthering of ties with other Italian cities, particularly those
of southern Italy, as well as Ancona and Florence. A ll this
resulted from Dubrovnik’s new role as middleman between
the Balkans and Italy. The currents of East-West trade,
which, through Dubrovnik, carried Balkan minerals and
other goods to the Italian markets, and the corresponding
currents of West-East trade, which, again through Dubrov
nik, carried Italian and other Western goods into the Balkans,
brought about a need for the establishment, preservation, and
further improvement of close relations between Dubrovnik
and various Italian cities and regions, and the Ragusans
always worked diligently at this task.
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Good relations with the Croatian populations of Dalmatia,
under Venetian rule, which existed from previous times,
continued in the fourteenth century. Large numbers of Croatians from neighboring lands had moved into Dalmatian
cities and to the islands off the coast. There is no doubt that
by the fourteenth century not only was the countryside
Croatian as it had been for many centuries—but the islands
and the bulk of the city populations were too. Only the ruling
groups of local patricians remained predominantly Roman,
which they stressed now more than ever. However, while on
the surrounding large estates great Croatian feudal families
(Subic, Nelipcic, and others) held sway, the political situation
in the urban centers was more complicated. Foreign intervention notably that of the Venetians and the Hungarians
as each tried to expand constantly pitted different segments
of the population against one another. Furthermore, the
Croatian nobility kept changing sides or trying to take the
cities for themselves. The cities, however, were eager to
preserve their internal autonomies of old date. It is not sur
prising, for example, that the ancient city of Zadar became the
scene of a series of violent rebellions against Venice’s rule in
the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries.
Still, all these events and difficulties did not prevent the
Dalmatian cities and Dubrovnik from maintaining constant
and excellent ties. It was through Dalmatia that Ragusan
ships sailed to Venice and back, and the cities of Split, Trogir,
Šibenik, Zadar, and others attracted Ragusan merchants.
Many inhabitants of these cities not only visited Dubrovnik,
but also settled there permanently.
The role of newcomers in Dubrovnik’s life was very im

portant, as has already been seen. Am ong these newcomers,
two groups can be distinguished. One consisted of Slavic
speaking foreigners who came from nearby Slavic lands—
Serbia, Bosnia, and Dalmatia. The other was made up of
foreigners who came from more distant lands and spoke
different languages. O f these non-Slavic newcomers, the most
numerous and most important were, of course, the Italians,
and among them the Venetians. They numbered in the
hundreds in the fourteenth century. Some of them came
with entire families and settled in Dubrovnik. Others lived
for prolonged periods of time in the city. Sometimes wealthy
merchants from Venice, Florence, or other Italian cities sent
several generations of their families to work in Dubrovnik
without ever settling there permanently. For centuries south
ern Italians came to Dubrovnik with particular frequency.
The vast majority of Italians, however, came to Dubrovnik
only for brief business stays. After taking care of their affairs,
ships, merchandise, or money, they left again, returning per
haps in a few weeks or months for another brief visit. It is
interesting to note that in the first half of the fourteenth cen
tury the famous Florentine banking houses of Bardi, Peruzzi,
and Acciaiuoli had representatives in Dubrovnik and did
business from there with nearby Kotor, with southern Italy,
Venice, and other regions. Their presence and activity cer
tainly helped improve banking methods and exchange prac
tices in Dubrovnik itself and presumably, through Ragusans,
in the Balkan hinterland.
Besides the Italians, there were many other foreigners in
fourteenth- and fifteenth-century Dubrovnik. Greeks, Levan
tines, and Albanians came to the city, and in the second half
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of the fourteenth century there were small groups of French
men. In the fifteenth century Catalan merchants appeared in
greater numbers. Jews arrived in Dubrovnik from various
places, such as Italy, Albania, and Greece. The first mention
of a Jew in the city is that of a doctor, a Christianized Jew, in
the middle of the fourteenth century. In the second half of
that century there were in Dubrovnik a number of Jewish
merchants from Albania and Malta and later from Padova
and Crete. A “ Giudecca” is mentioned at this time in D u
brovnik, probably a Jewish quarter, situated in the eastern
suburb of the city. However, since there were very few Jews
in Dubrovnik and there is no proof that any had settled
permanently in the city, it seems probable that Giudecca
designated the place where foreign Jewish merchants lived
while visiting Dubrovnik.
A t the beginning of the fifteenth century Jews expelled
from France and southern Italy started arriving in Dubrov
nik, but it was only at the end of the century that the Jewish
element in Dubrovnik became important. After their expul
sion from Spain (1492) and Portugal (1498), many Jews
escaped toward the East, particularly toward Ottoman lands.
M any of these refugees traveled on Ragusan ships to Italian,
Greek, and Dalmatian ports and to Dubrovnik itself. From
Dubrovnik part of these Jews continued their journey to the
East, into Balkan Ottoman regions, while others remained
in the city, creating a colony there which lasted until recent
times.
Except for the Catalans, foreigners were attracted to D u
brovnik mainly by the carrying trade between Italy and the
Balkans which passed through the city. Their main interest

was to obtain a share in this profitable business. Very rarely,
however, did they go into the interior, because of the rugged
country, the language barrier, and other factors. This meant
that the Ragusans, who spoke the language, were as impor
tant to the foreign merchants in Dubrovnik as they were to
the Serbians and Bosnians in carrying on this flow of trade.
The foreigners, particularly the Italians, played a major role
in the financing of Ragusan expeditions to the hinterland
through credits that they gave to Ragusan merchants, and it
can be safely assumed that the major portion of Balkan
minerals and Italian goods were carried on the Adriatic Sea
on foreign, not Ragusan, ships.
The presence of all these foreigners, although usually
temporary, was of great value to Dubrovnik, not only because
of the direct economic benefits, but also because many of
these individuals undoubtedly brought with them superior
commercial techniques, craftsmanship, navigational skills,
and the like. Also there were among the foreigners many
men with special skills—physicians, notaries, pharmacists,
shipbuilders, architects—whom the Ragusan government
brought over from Italy and whose impact on the new
environment was certainly very important (see Chapters III,
IV , V ) . The point which must be stressed in connection
with the presence of all these persons in Dubrovnik is that,
through the Ragusans, their influence extended far beyond
the city into the Balkans.
The more important group of foreigners to the long-range
development of Dubrovnik, however, were the Slavic-speak
ing peoples from the Balkans and from Dalmatia. Dubrov
nik’s booming economy demanded more and more manpower
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and offered increasing opportunities for work for the neighboring populations, most of whom lived in very poor, un
developed, and rather inhospitable regions and were eager to
move to the city. The majority of those who came to Dubrov
nik worked in jobs which did not require particular skills and
which were connected with Dubrovnik’s prospering econ
omy; some, however, came as merchants. The influx of Slavs
only continued a migration which probably had begun in the
tenth century and which was the main factor in the slavicization of Dubrovnik. By the thirteenth century, the continuing
immigration of Slavs from the Balkan regions and from
Dalmatia had stabilized the ethnic structure of Dubrovnik
(see Chapter V ).
The internal development of Dubrovnik in the first half of
the fourteenth century was marked by an event of great
importance. A number of the richest, most distinguished, and
politically most influential families, whose members had
for a long time exercised a leading role in the politics and
economy of the city, closed their ranks and took exclusive
political power into their hands, sharing it, of course, with
the Venetian count as long as he was in Dubrovnik. This
emergence of the Ragusan patriciate as a separate social
group, and the only politically active one, took place very
soon after the year 1332. From that time until the downfall
of the Republic of Dubrovnik in 1808, this same group of
families maintained complete political control for themselves.
The patricians began to emphasize their alleged Roman
origins and character, and this attitude had social significance.
By stressing their Romanism, the patricians tried to erect an
additional barricade between themselves and the rest of the

population, which, as we saw, was thoroughly slavicized by
this time. However, the Ragusans—whether patricians or
common people—did not have any interest in nationalistic
distinctions between Croatians, Serbians, or other Slavic
ethnic groups in the city. The patricians and citizens of
Dubrovnik called themselves only Raguseus and Ragusei, or
Dubrovčani in Slavic, which they felt was the most important
and, in fact, the only possible denomination they could use
for themselves.
The number of patrician families is not easy to determine.
It has been shown recently that seventy-eight such families
can be counted for the period up to the end of the fourteenth
century, but a number of these families were already extin
guished in the fourteenth century. Toward the middle of the
fifteenth century, there were thirty-three patrician families in
Dubrovnik. The figures on individual patricians are even
more approximate, and only male adult members of the
group were counted. It is now assumed that about the year
1312 there were around three hundred such men in Dubrov
nik. In 1423 there were 391 male adult patricians; in the year
1427 there were 414; and in 1442, 553. This shows a consider
able and rapid increase in the fifteenth century, but this pace
of growth did not last long.
It is very hazardous to try to determine the ratio between
this group and the rest of the population, because there are
as yet no studies on the non-noble population of Dubrovnik.
However, if for every male adult patrician at least another
person is counted, then there were around 1,100 members of
patrician families by the middle of the fifteenth century,
which was certainly a high proportion of the whole popula
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tion of the city. There were always about ten families which
represented the real core of patrician power and wealth and
wielded the greatest influence in the city. Some of the families
in this group—Menčetić, Sorkočević, Djurdjević, Gucetić,
and Gundulić, for example—managed to preserve their posi
tion and influence for hundreds of years.
It is very important to stress that the Ragusan patriciatelike the Venetian—was not a feudal nobility in the Western
European sense. Although it was eager to obtain land, it
was not, properly speaking, a landed nobility. There was very
little land, mostly poor, around Dubrovnik, and in the period
before 1400 it was still in Serbian or Bosnian hands. When
the Republic of Dubrovnik expanded and obtained some
land, it gave the major portion to the patricians, but the land
was never sufficient to support them economically. In addi
tion to the patriciate, the church owned land, and only a
small portion belonged to citizens and peasants. Interestingly
enough, the ground inside the city itself was not state property
but belonged exclusively to the patricians and the church.
Because the territory around Dubrovnik was of poor qual
ity, even the biggest landowners, the patricians, had to turn
elsewhere for the means to ensure a decent living for them
selves and their families. This, of course, they found in
trade—particularly the lucrative trade with the Balkan hinter
land—in navigation, in credit and banking operations, in
investments into crafts. In 1440, Philippus de Diversis, the
Italian principal of the Ragusan high school, wrote in his
T he Site of the Buildings, Policies, and Praiseworthy Habits
of the Illustrious City of Ragusium : “ I call the nobles the
supreme merchants, although some of them live only from
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incomes [from estates], but those are few.” He added: “Some
one may wonder, why do I call nobles merchants, since
nobility contradicts commerce. Let him know that the terri
tory of Ragusium, because of its sterility as much as because
of the large number of people, lives off small income, so that
nobody could live with his family from his possessions unless
he had other riches, and this is why it is necessary to engage
in commerce.”
Thus the chief economic interest of the patriciate coincided
with that of the common citizens. This facilitated their col
laboration. Furthermore, the richest families of the citizenry
had created very early their own special group—the F ra
ternity of Saint Anthony, or Antunini—some of whom were
as wealthy or wealthier than the patricians, though without
political power. This had split the non-noble population and
thus made it easier for the patricians to dominate. On the
other hand, the patriciate, because of its own economic
interests, furthered a policy which was in accordance with
the interests of the merchants, captains, craftsmen, and others.
Therefore, although there were minor dissatisfactions and
anti-patrician feelings both in Dubrovnik and in its territor
ies, no major rebellion ever resulted.
While the patricians were the most important and power
ful group in Dubrovnik, the peasants were the most numer
ous. The status of the peasants differed in various times and
in various parts of Ragusan territory. In the oldest portion,
Astarea, estates apparently were cultivated mainly by slave
manpower in early times, but by the thirteenth century the
slave system had disappeared. The part of the estate that the
landowner kept for himself was cultivated by laborers who
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worked for a salary and were free. Another part of the estate
was leased by the landowner to peasants, who were obliged
to give him part of their crops, usually half, and also to
perform various other duties. This system was similar to
the one prevailing in Dalmatia and in many Italian cities.
After the middle of the fourteenth century, however, when
the bubonic plague struck hard at Dubrovnik, as it had
throughout Europe, the Ragusan patriciate started enforcing
measures which were meant to tie the peasants to their estates,
because of the lack of manpower. This was a development
leading toward serfdom, although serfdom itself never fully
prevailed on Ragusan land. The peasants remained free; the
landlords had no jurisdiction over them; the peasants’ obliga
tions were limited and established through a contract with
the landlord; and the peasants were not bound to the land
they cultivated. Nevertheless, there is no doubt that the
patricians did work in many ways toward limiting the
peasants’ freedom. The obstacle to this goal of the aristocracy
was the booming city of Dubrovnik and its constant need for
manpower, which offered the peasants many possibilities to
escape the hard conditions on the estates. Indeed, a number
of peasants, sometimes with their landlord’s blessing, became
part of the city’s life. It should be added that there were free
peasants who had their own small lots of land in Ragusan
territory, but their number was insignificant. The conditions
of the peasants in territories gradually obtained by Dubrov
nik from Serbians and Bosnians varied somewhat from those
prevailing on Ragusan lands, but the new acquisitions were
integrated rather quickly into the Ragusan system.
Like other medieval cities, Dubrovnik used slave man
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power and traded in slaves, who came mainly from the
Balkans until the end of the thirteenth century. The fact
that many people in Bosnia were considered to be heretical
Patarenes and others, both in Bosnia and in Serbia, were of
the Orthodox faith served as an excuse to Ragusan merchants
for using them as slaves. The Patarenes were not considered
Christians, and members of the Orthodox Church were
schismatics. Although slaves were used by the Ragusans on
their estates in earlier times, more often they worked in
homes in the city.
There was considerable trade in slaves from the Balkans
through Dubrovnik toward Italy and other parts of the
Mediterranean, including even the remnants of the Cru
saders state in Palestine before 1291. In the fourteenth
century, accounts of Bosnian slaves disappeared almost com
pletely from Ragusan records. This was probably because
Ragusans started to hire increasing numbers of free men from
surrounding lands, particularly as servants in their homes
and shops. On the other hand, there was an increase in the
importing of slaves from faraway regions—the Black Sea
coasts, Asia Minor, Africa, and others—but this trade seems
to have been less for Dubrovnik’s own needs than for re
exportation toward Italy and the West.
On January 27, 1^16, the Major Council, with seventy-five
votes in favor and only three against, carried a motion which
was of great importance to the future of slavery in Dubrov
nik. Because neighboring lords constantly were complaining
against Ragusan merchants, who were buying and selling
their subjects, and “ considering such a trade to be ugly,
nefarious, and abominable and against all humanity, and
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that it constitutes not a small burden and infamy to our city,
that is, that the human species, made to the image and
similarity of our creator, should be converted to merchandise
and be sold as if they were brute animals,” the Major Council
decided that Ragusans and foreigners living in Dubrovnik
no longer could engage in any way in slave trade in the
territory from Budva in the south to Split in the north. H ow 
ever, “ if a citizen or inhabitant of Dubrovnik bought a male
or female slave for his own usage,” he would not be punished
in the way this decision established for other infractors. No
foreigner was to be allowed to engage in this kind of trade
in Dubrovnik, and no Ragusan ship was to be allowed to
carry slaves. The decisions of 1416 were in part reinforced by
additional orders in 1418 against violent or fraudulent ab
duction of persons into slavery. The decision of 1416 has
frequently been presented as the abolition of slavery in D u
brovnik. It was certainly an important step in that direction,
and Dubrovnik must be given credit for being among the
first European cities to take such a measure. Nevertheless, it
was clearly a limited prohibition and left ample opportunity
for the institution of slavery to continue in the city (see
Chapter V I).
The closing of the ranks of the Ragusan patriciate after
I 332 stabilized the structure and the role of the three govern
mental councils, which had been formed in the thirteenth
century. The Consilium Menus, the Consilium Minus, and
the Consilium Rogatorum, or Senate, now divided, more or
less clearly, their respective functions. The Major Council,
consisting of all adult male patricians over twenty years of
age (later, over eighteen), was the body which made the
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most important general decisions concerning the political life
of Dubrovnik and which also elected all important officials
of the state. However, a large body like the Major Council
could not meet frequently, and so the Minor Council took
the role of executive body. It consisted of the head of state
(<comes, or count, before 1358, rector after that date) and ten
councilmen. But it was the Senate which allocated to itself the
leading role in the formulation and the main control of the
execution of Ragusan political decisions. The Senate, con
sisting of thirty to forty prominent patricians, was, beyond
doubt, the most important of the three councils from the point
of view of both Dubrovnik’s international politics and life
inside the city itself.
It is worth noting that the governmental councils of the
Ragusan state functioned on the basis of what could be
called patrician democracy. The discussions were completely
unrestricted. Everybody was free to speak out; then a secret
ballot was taken. There always had to be two propositions on
which to vote, if nothing else a “ yes” and a “ no” proposition.
The vote was equal for all members of the councils, and the
decisions were generally taken by simple majority. Once a
decision was made, everybody was expected to obey it and
act accordingly, even those who had voted against it. By
the same token, those patricians or citizens who were en
trusted by the councils with a diplomatic or other mission
were expected to carry it out, regardless of the dangers and
personal hardships. If a matter under discussion in a council
was of special importance to the security of the state, it would
be declared secret and nobody was allowed, under severe
penalties, to divulge any information from the council meet
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ing. Later these secret decisions were recorded in separate
books, but unfortunately, because of their delicate nature,
these volumes were frequently destroyed by the government.
The middle of the fourteenth century witnessed great
changes in the whole eastern coast of the Adriatic. From the
time Louis I took over as king of Hungary and Croatia in
1342, he waged war against Venice for the Dalmatian coast.
This war was brought to an end by the Zadar Peace Treaty
of February, 1358. The powerful Hungarian king, at the time
one of the most important rulers in Europe, obtained a great
victory. The Zadar Treaty gave him Dalmatia and Dubrov
nik. Venice suffered a heavy defeat and a terrible loss. The
region it had struggled to dominate since the year 1000 and
over which it had managed to impose its rule after the
Fourth Crusade was now lost. The doge was even obliged
to give up his title of “ D ux Dalmatiae et CroatiaeT But the
worst part was that a strong enemy had established itself in
a region very close to Venice and there was a possibility that
the two coasts of the Adriatic could fall under a single ruler.
Louis was an Angevin and so were the rulers of southern
Italy since the second half of the thirteenth century. The
worst Venetian nightmares must have been haunting them
after the Zadar Treaty, and with good reason.
The change of 1358 did not affect all the cities of the eastern
Adriatic coast in the same way. Those of central and northern
Dalmatia were more or less directly annexed to Hungary and
subordinated to the king and to the ban of Croatia. This was
an extremely important moment in Ragusan history. The city
could either preserve the degree of independence it had,
even increase it, or it could lose it and suffer a fate similar to
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that of the Dalmatian cities. Dubrovnik was fortunate
enough to retain its independence. This was due in part to
the fact that Dubrovnik’s position under Venetian domina
tion already was special and different from other cities. Also,
its location was far removed from Hungarian power centers
and there were no Hungarian armies nearby. Most important
was the ability of Ragusan statesmen and diplomats, who in
this fateful hour showed wisdom, maturity, restraint, and
skill in their actions in the city itself and even more in
their dealings with Hungary, Venice, and the other powers
involved.
The result was the almost complete independence of D u 
brovnik, as stipulated in the Treaty of Visegrad between
Dubrovnik and Hungary in May, 1358. It is true that the
city recognized the supreme authority and protection of K in g
Louis of Hungary and Croatia and his successors, but this
was only a formality. There was no Hungarian army or fleet
in Dubrovnik. The degree of the city’s independence can
be seen best in the fact that the Ragusan’s successfully resisted
the attempt by Louis, immediately after the peace of Zadar,
to impose his man as count in Dubrovnik, as the Venetians
had done. From this time, the Ragusan patriciate started
electing one of its own men to the position of rector of
the city, but only for one month at a time and with strict
limitations for re-election, to avoid any tendency toward
dictatorship.
The recognition of the Hungarian protectorate consisted
of a yearly tribute paid to the king and of prayers said for
him in Ragusan churches on certain occasions. The king,
in turn, offered protection to Dubrovnik, particularly in the
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diplomatic field. Dubrovnik communicated directly with the
king, with the noblemen in his court, and with the ban o£
Croatia, either a Croatian or a Hungarian nobleman. But the
Ragusan patriciate was completely free to guide its state the
way it thought best and to shape its international policies
according to its own evaluation of events and situations. This
freedom of decision went so far that, through treaties with
the Hungarian king, Dubrovnik was entitled to carry on
commerce and to have normal relations with Serbia and
Venice even if the king waged a war against them.
Dubrovnik was now freed from the limitations imposed
by the Venetians on its navigation. Contrary to earlier
opinions, we know today that this did not bring about a
sudden and big swing in Ragusan trade and investments
toward the sea. The hinterland trade remained by far pre
dominant, but the abolition of Venetian-imposed barriers no
doubt opened up new possibilities. One such opportunity
came in 1373, when the Ragusans obtained from the pope a
limited permit for trade with the “ infidels” in Egypt and
Syria. Some Ragusans had been going into those regions
already in the thirteenth century, but this was a dangerous
enterprise because of the papal prohibition of trade with the
Moslems after the downfall of the Crusaders’ state in Pal
estine in 1291. In its efforts to obtain this permit from the
pope, Dubrovnik had the diplomatic support of its overlord,
the king of Hungary. Obtaining the papal permit, with all its
limitations, was a considerable success for Ragusan merchants
because of the richness of the overseas market and the high
value of goods which could be imported from there. It was
also proof of the greatly increased Ragusan capacity to navi

gate to faraway lands, a fact further confirmed by the many
permits obtained by individual Ragusan merchants from
the papal chancellery during the 1370’s and 1380’s for naviga
tion to “ infidel” lands.
It is important to emphasize the coincidence of this new
opening of Dubrovnik toward the sea with the beginning of
troubles in the Balkan peninsula. The situation in that area
began to decay rapidly for two main reasons: the premature
and sudden death of the Serbian emperor, Stephen Dušan,
in 1355 and the beginning of the penetration of the Ottoman
Turks into Europe. Under Dušan, Serbia had attained the
peak of its medieval development, and he was the first Euro
pean ruler to grasp all the significance and the danger in the
appearance of the Ottomans on European soil. Dušan tried
to convince the pope, Venice, and other Western powers to
organize an expedition under his command against the Otto
mans. A t a time when the Ottomans were only entering
Europe and were present on a very small scale, Dušan’s plan
had a good chance of success. But he found no response in
the West, and his sudden death caused the collapse of his
plans before they could be put into operation.
The Ottoman danger in the Balkan peninsula started to
ward the middle of the fourteenth century. During the civil
war in Byzantium between John V Palaeologus and John V I
Cantacuzenus—a war in which Dušan intervened—-the Otto
mans started crossing the straits into Europe as auxiliary
troops of the belligerents. Thus in a way the Europeans them
selves contributed to their later doom, for the Ottomans soon
crossed into Europe on their own account. Profiting by the
disarray caused by an earthquake, they conquered the city
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of Gallipoli, on the Dardanelles, in 1354. By 1362 they had
probably conquered the big and important inland city of
Hadrianople and established their capital there, entrenching
themselves firmly on European soil.
In Serbia itself things were going from bad to worse.
Dusan’s young son, Emperor Stephen Uroš (1355-71)? lacked
his father’s ability, energy, and prestige and was unable to
govern the enormous state he inherited. The powerful feudal
lords, whom Dušan had kept under control, were now free
to dominate the countryside, becoming more or less inde
pendent masters of various regions and frequently fighting
among themselves and with their foreign neighbors. The
Ragusan government was well aware of this situation, and in
April, 1371, explained in a letter that the dissensions existing
among Serbian barons were hindering the enterprises which
Ragusan merchants had undertaken in Serbia previously
and the Ragusans therefore were turning toward the sea.
Uroš did try to find a remedy to this situation. In 1365 he
joined to his throne, as king, a distinguished nobleman and
lord of a vast region in Macedonia, Vukašin Mrnjavčević,
but to little avail. In 1371? Vukašin and his brother Uglješa,
the despot of the region of Serres, met the Ottoman army
near Černomen at the Maritsa River. In the battle which
ensued, the Serbian army was completely defeated and both
Mrnjavčević brothers were killed. This was the decisive
moment of the Ottoman penetration into the Balkans. Their
triumph over the Serbians opened wide the gates of the
Balkan peninsula to their invasion, and it is possible to say
that the Ottomans, after Maritsa, were never stopped until
they reached Vienna two hundred years later.

T o make things worse, in the same year, 1371, Emperor
Uroš died without an heir, and the feudal, centrifugal forces
were further strengthened. A second big battle against the
Ottomans in 1389 on the Kosovo Plain resulted in a second
Ottoman triumph. The most prestigious Serbian leader,
Prince Lazar Hrebeljanović, was killed and the Serbian army
was annihilated. Europe finally started realizing how danger
ous the Ottomans were, and the Hungarians especially felt
the danger approaching their own territories. Consequently,
an expedition was organized and, led by the Hungarian
king, Sigismund of Luxembourg, pushed its way toward
the southeast along the Danube. It was eventually met by the
Ottoman army near Nicopolis and utterly defeated in 1396.
Sigismund himself, barely escaping death or captivity, returned
to his lands via Constantinople and on his way visited Dubrov
nik, where he was received with greatest respect.
Thus, in the second half of the fourteenth century, the main
Ragusan trading area and source of income, Serbia, was torn
by internal difficulties and exposed to external dangers. One
of the results was direct conflicts between Dubrovnik and
some of the newly independent Serbian feudal lords—for
example, the conflict with Vojislav Vojinović in 1361-62 and
another with Nikola Altomanović in 1370-71. A ll of this,
however, did not prevent the Ragusans from going into
Serbia. The mines at Rudnik, Novo Brdo, Trepča, Janjevo,
and Kratovo, for example, were increasingly attractive with
their wealth of silver, copper, iron, lead, and other minerals.
A t the same time, Serbian towns started developing at a
faster pace, such as Prizren, Priština, Skoplje, and Belgrade,
and later Smederevo and others. The Ragusans, already
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firmly entrenched in Serbia, could not take the risk of losing
this important market by withdrawing in the face of an
unstable situation which had affected their business very
little.
A t the same time, the Ragusan merchants strengthened
their contacts with Bosnia, which in the second half of the
fourteenth century was attaining its greatest political and
economic importance. Under the rule of the ban and, from
1377, king, Tvrtko I (1353-9 1), Bosnia expanded to include
vast Serbian and Croatian territories. Dubrovnik itself was
completely surrounded by Bosnia on its land borders, and
Tvrtko took over all the tributes the Ragusans previously
paid to the Serbian rulers. Bosnia possessed by this time rich
mines of silver, lead, and iron in such places as Srebrenica,
Olovo, and Deževica, as well as the growing towns of Fojnica,
Visoko, Kreševo, Jajce, and others. The increased opportuni
ties, of course, attracted the Ragusans, who established their
positions there as they had already done in Serbia.
It should be mentioned here that Dubrovnik, because of
its reputation for political stability and economic progress,
served as a repository for the treasures of many Serbian and
Bosnian rulers and feudal lords and families. Emperor
Stephen Dušan, K in g Vukašin Mrnjavčević, and his son
Prince Marko, the famous hero of Yugoslav epic poetry, as
well as many minor noblemen had their deposits in Dubrov
nik. So did the Bosnians in the fifteenth century—the power
ful Prince Sandalj Hranić, his nephew Herzog Stephen
Vukčić-Kosača, and others—and the Serbian despot, George
Branković.
The continuing trade with the Balkan hinterland called for

expanding maritime trade too. But in this respect the second
half of the fourteenth century was not always favorable to
Dubrovnik. After 1358 the Venetians and the Ragusans rather
quickly started accusing each other of violating agreements
relating to the navigation of their men, goods, and ships. It
is not surprising, therefore, that Dubrovnik joined the antiVenetian coalition in 1378, a coalition in which Dubrovnik’s
protector, the king of Hungary, played a major role. This
was during the time of a war which had begun in the Levant
with the Veneto-Genoese conflict over the tiny Byzantine
island of Tenedos, at the entrance of the Dardanelles strait,
but which had very rapidly spread toward the West and
included other powers, such as Hungary, Dubrovnik, and
northeastern Italian cities. The Genoese, with Hungarian
and Ragusan help, brought the war home to Venice, directly
attacking the city of Saint Mark. Failing there, they concen
trated on the conquest of the nearby town of Chioggia. The
Ragusans helped their allies with two ships. However, when
the battle of Chioggia ended in utter defeat for the Genoese,
the Ragusans managed to preserve their ships and to return
to normalcy in their relations with Venice after the Peace of
Turin in 1381.
The last two decades of the fourteenth century saw a
considerable upsurge in Ragusan maritime activity. Ragusan
ships ventured in increasing numbers toward far-removed
regions, such as Sicily, Greece, Egypt, Cyprus, Syria, Asia
Minor, Constantinople, and the Black Sea area. However,
at the beginning of the fifteenth century, this development
of sea travel was threatened by events taking place near
Dubrovnik itself. The situation in the Adriatic became tense
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because of the fierce rivalry between Sigismund of Luxem 
bourg and Ladislas of Naples, the southern Italian Angevin,
for the Hungarian and Croatian crowns and for the posses
sion of Dalmatia. This was the culmination of a long struggle
which had begun in 1382 after the death of K in g Louis I of
Hungary and Croatia and in which the Croatian aristocracy
was playing a major role. The defeat of K in g Sigismund at
Nicopolis in 1396 by the Ottomans spurred on a new series
of rebellions against his rule in Dalmatia and Croatia, as well
as in Hungary. His opponents elected Ladislas of Naples
as king.
Nevertheless, Sigismund retained considerable influence
in Hungary, Croatia, and Dalmatia, and Dubrovnik was one
of the cities which consistently remained faithful to him.
This was not an easy thing for the Ragusans to do. Ladislas
of Naples, with a strong navy, was just across the Adriatic,
and the Ragusans had a vital interest in maintaining con
tacts with southern Italy. However, they decided that it
would be to their greater advantage to support Sigismund,
which they did. In the end their decision proved to be correct.
Ladislas did come to Dalmatia personally in the summer
of 1403 and took the crown in Zadar as king of Hungary and
Croatia, but Sigismund, later in the same year, by a skillful
maneuver managed to destroy the following of Ladislas and
to deprive him of much of his power in those lands. Ladislas
returned to Naples, retaining, nevertheless, his claims to the
regions on the eastern shores of the Adriatic and leaving his
representatives there. Sigismund, in spite of the problems
that he would still have to face, had emerged victorious from
this struggle for power in Hungary, Croatia, and Dalmatia.

This was not the only difficulty Dubrovnik had to face at
this time. From 1403 to 1405 the city was at war with the
Bosnian kingdom, and Ragusan territories suffered heavy
damages from Bosnian troops. Peace was eventually made,
but a new and much more dangerous situation arose. K in g
Ladislas of Naples, despairing, with good reason, of ever
achieving his goals and pretentions on the eastern Adriatic
coast, sold his rights to Dalmatia to the Venetians for 100,000
ducats in July, 1409. What Ladislas really had was very little:
Zadar, Vrana, Novigrad, and the island of Pag. But the
important thing was that Venice managed by this arrange
ment to establish a legal pretext for its reconquest of D al
matia, and the Venetians did not hesitate in expanding their
rule in the region. By 1420 the bulk of the Croatian islands
and cities of Dalmatia—Rab, Pag, Brač, Hvar, Korčula,
Zadar, Šibenik, Trogir, and Split, with Kotor in the south—
became part of Venetian Dalmatia, remaining under Vene
tian rule until 1797, the end of the Venetian Republic.
The massive return of Venice into Dalmatia was decidedly
a triumph for the city of Saint Mark. Its position was now
stronger than it had ever been. Such a turn of events, of
course, could not be viewed with enthusiasm by the Ragusans.
On the contrary, they had every reason to fear for their own
independence, with the powerful Venetians present in D al
matia and on the Adriatic and their protector, Sigismund of
Hungary, unable to do anything effective against Venice. It
was Dubrovnik’s own diplomatic skill and maneuvering
which saved the city from suffering once again the fate of
1205 and enabled it to preserve its freedom.
W hile all of this was happening in the Adriatic area, in
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the Levant there was real hope for the first time that the
Ottomans might be thrown out of Europe. In 1402 they
suffered a terrible defeat near Ankara at the hands of the
Mongol army of Tamerlane, and a civil war lasting for ten
years broke out in the Ottoman state. Unfortunately, the
European powers were too preoccupied with their own
internal problems and international conflicts to be able to
exploit this situation in the East. It was only after 1440 that
the West decided to try once again to crush the Turks. A n
expedition was organized, led by the king of Hungary and
the great Hungarian general and statesman John Hunyadi.
The Serbians also participated in the effort, and Venice, D u
brovnik, and other Western maritime states promised sup
port. After initial successes in 1443, the Christian army suf
fered a crushing defeat near Varna in November, 1444, and
this was the end of the last Western attempt to annihilate
the Ottomans. It became evident to anybody with political
knowledge of the Levant and the Balkans that the Ottomans
were there to stay. The Ragusans were among those who
realized the significance of this very early and, soon after
Varna, started trying to find a modus vivendi with the new
masters of the political scene in the Balkans.
Dubrovnik had every reason to do so. Throughout the first
half of the fifteenth century, increasing numbers of Ragusans
continued to go to Serbia and Bosnia, in spite of political
instability and Ottoman invasions. Serbian mines were pro
ducing more silver than ever, and the Ragusans profited by
this increased production through their roles as proprietors of
mines, transporters of minerals, and so on. There also were
Ragusan craftsmen in the Balkan hinterland and, more

importantly, a considerable number of Ragusans, particularly
patricians, in the service of the Serbian state. The majority
of them held high positions in the court of the Serbian
despots, in Serbian finance administration, and especially in
Serbian diplomatic services. It must be stressed, however, that
no matter how high their position in Serbia (and this was
true elsewhere and in other periods), the Ragusans always
remained closely linked to their fatherland. They almost in
variably agreed not only to defend Dubrovnik’s interests
whenever necessary but also to follow the orders of the
Ragusan government concerning their own attitudes and
activities.
The Ragusan merchants constituted colonies in Serbia
and Bosnia. These colonies had ad hoc functionaries to deal
with problems arising among Ragusans, while conflicts in
volving Ragusan merchants and native populations were
solved by mixed institutions. The numbers of merchants in
various colonies were quite substantial in the fifteenth cen
tury—from a few dozen to several hundred men in one place
at a time. In their business dealings in Serbia and Bosnia
the Ragusans employed all the modern Western commercial
techniques of the time, such as companies (mainly of the
coliegantia type), bills of exchange, and other banking opera
tions. In this way they certainly contributed to the intro
duction of progressive Western business methods in the
Balkan hinterland. The importance of contacts between
Dubrovnik and that region can be seen in a letter written by
the Ragusan government in May, 1436: “ A ll the goods of
the city of Dubrovnik are in Bosnia, in Serbia, and largely
in Turkey, Albania, and Romania (that is, Byzantium ),”
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while in Dubrovnik itself there were every day “ Bosnians,
Serbians, Greeks, Albanians, and men of other nations in
great numbers.”
Unfortunately, all of this activity did not help the Balkan
states much. Pressed from the south by the Ottomans, the
Serbians had to rely increasingly on the Hungarians for
support and this certainly helped prolong Serbia’s independ
ence for a while. Also, Ottoman internal strife at the begin
ning of the century and its consequences, together with
Ottoman preoccupation with other areas, favored Serbia’s
survival. But two internal factors helped Serbia retain its
independence. The mines—particularly at Novo Brdo, with
its silver mixed with gold—were bringing enormous wealth
to the Serbian rulers. Also, two of them, Despot Stephen
Lazare vie (1389, despot from 1402 to 1427) and Despot
George Branković (1427-56), were men of exceptional ability
who managed, at least temporarily, to stabilize and even im
prove the Serbian position. There is no doubt that the role of the
Ragusans was very important. By serving as middlemen in
the exportation of Serbian silver and other products to the
West, they provided the leading source of cash to the Serbian
rulers and thus contributed to the preservation of independ
ence. But Serbian freedom, or what was left of it, was
doomed to destruction.
A n important change was made in the Ragusan political
vocabulary at the beginning of the fifteenth century. The
usual denomination, the Commune of Dubrovnik, was re
placed by a new name, the Republic of Dubrovnik. This
change was connected not only with the increased economic
and political importance of the city but also with its terri-
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torial expansion. Indeed, it was in the first half of the fifteenth
century that the Republic of Dubrovnik took its final terri
torial shape. From earliest times Dubrovnik possessed a
narrow stretch of land called Astarea in the immediate vicin
ity of the city and the three small islands nearby: Koločep,
Lopud, and Sipan. Toward the middle of the thirteenth cen
tury, the rather far-out island of Lastovo was added to Ragusan possessions. Later, in 1333—as previously mentioned—
Dubrovnik bought the peninsula of Pelješac from the Serbi
ans; in the 1360’s it took possession of the important island
of M ljet; and in 1399 the Ragusans obtained Primorje, the
stretch of coast between Astarea and Pelješac, thus uniting
their territories to the northwest. T o the south, in 1419,
Dubrovnik acquired part of the rich region of Konavli and
in 1426, after a struggle with nearby Bosnian feudal lords,
the second half of the area.
Thus Dubrovnik by 1426 had ended expansion of its terri
tory, which encompassed approximately forty-five miles of
land from northwest to southeast. Achieved mainly through
peaceful means at the expense of Serbia and Bosnia, it was
an expansion into agriculturally poor regions, except for
Konavli. W ith the inclusion of Konavli, however, agriculture
became somewhat more significant in the economy of D u
brovnik, though it never could match the importance of other
activities. The Republic of Dubrovnik retained the territories
obtained by 1426 without interruption until its disappearance
in 1808. It is almost impossible to venture an estimate of
population for these territories. It seems reasonable to assume,
however, that the city of Dubrovnik itself, toward the end
of the fifteenth century, had about 5,000 to 6,000 inhabitants,
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while the whole territory of the republic contained probably
from 25,000 to 30,000 people.
In the 1 43° s Dubrovnik tried to obtain concessions for
commerce in Morea but failed, and then suffered the same
fate in attempting to obtain a privilege from the Byzantine
emperor, John V III, through the services of Ivan Stoj kovie,
one of Dubrovnik’s illustrious sons at the time (see Chapter
V ).
*433 the Ragusans did obtain an important con
cession from the ecclesiastical Council of Basle for naviga
tion and trade in the lands of the “ infidels.” They also
obtained privileges from the Byzantines only two years
before the downfall of Constantinople; a Ragusan ambassa
dor journeyed to Constantinople and to the Peloponnesus in
1451 and obtained charters with privileges from the last
Byzantine emperor, Constantine X I, and from his brothers,
Despots Thomas and Demetrius, in Morea. However, the
advantages gained for the Ragusans were very short-lived.
Throughout the first half of the fifteenth century, Dubrov
nik continued importing from the Balkans not only minerals
but livestock, wax, wool, animal skins, furs, and some food
as well. While the Ragusans kept part of these goods in their
own city, they exported a much larger portion to the West
and, in part, to the Levant. On the other hand, Dubrovnik
was exporting to Serbia and Bosnia salt from Albania, from
the island of Pag, and from the vicinity of Ston, and also
textiles, mostly from Italy. In the fifteenth century, with the
great increase in trade with the hinterland, Dubrovnik found
it difficult to supply all the necessary textiles from Italy and
decided to organize its own textile production. It was felt
that this would liberate the Ragusan market from depend-
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ence on foreign, mainly Tuscan, merchants who were pro
viding the city with most woven materials, not only from
Italy, but also from Perpignan in France and from Flanders.
This is why, in the 1420’s, Pietro Pantella, an Italian from
Piacenza, was authorized and supported by the Ragusan
government in developing the first large-scale textile produc
tion in Dubrovnik. His business expanded very rapidly and
successfully, and he was soon joined by other Ragusan and
foreign merchants and entrepreneurs, with the result that
Dubrovnik became an important center for the weaving of
fabrics (see Chapter V I) . The new enterprise gave the city
an additional, substantial economic boost. The need for raw
materials sharply increased, particularly for wool, and Cat
alan merchants started bringing Spanish wool to Dubrovnik.
A number of them settled in the city and played an important
role in its life. A t the same time, this activity attracted addi
tional Slavic manpower from nearby lands to Dubrovnik,
thus further strengthening the links between the city and
the hinterland.
It should not be assumed, however, that crafts developed
in Dubrovnik only at this time. There is mention of crafts
men and their activities in the earliest archival books found,
those dating from the end of the thirteenth century. By the
first half of the fifteenth century, craftsmen were organized
into guilds named after the patron saints of the crafts.
Throughout the fourteenth century there were increasing
numbers of artisans, as well as a growing variety of crafts in
Dubrovnik. Am ong the crafts were shipbuilding, masonry,
carpentry, shoemaking, and tanning. There also were some
more-specialized fraternities, for example, that for coral
56

POLITICS AND ECONOMICS

fishermen and one at least in which gold- and silversmiths
were organized. A ll of them continued to develop and
prosper in the fifteenth century, but some became particularly
prominent—the fraternities of textile producers, shipbuilders,
silversmiths, and painters, for example.
Large numbers of young men from the Balkan hinterland
were constantly coming to Dubrovnik and working there
with local artisans, thus gaining skills which some of them
introduced in their native regions when they returned. H ow 
ever, most of the workers remained in Dubrovnik. A t the
same time, Ragusan craftsmen very frequently worked for
Bosnian and Serbian rulers and feudal lords; sometimes they
even went to Bosnia or Serbia to perform their jobs. This was,
beyond any doubt, another way in which Dubrovnik acted
very usefully as a link in the transmission of influences be
tween East and West. In addition, with their increasing
wealth, Balkan noblemen purchased many luxury items di
rectly from Western artisans, particularly goldsmiths, either
in Dubrovnik or with Ragusan intervention. For, in spite of
two major conflicts with Bosnian potentates (Radoslav
Pavlovic in 1430-32 and the Herzegovinian duke, Stephen
V ukčić-Kosača, in 1451-54), the contacts between Dubrovnik
and the Balkan states continued uninterrupted until a com
plete change took place in the Balkan political situation.
This fateful change, was, of course, brought about once
more by the Ottoman Turks. Sultan Mohammed II (14 5 18 1), immediately upon taking over the government of his
country, embarked on a policy of conquest. The Ottomans
by this time had pushed as far north as the Danube, Bosnia,
and Croatia, but they still had not eliminated the remnants of
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Christian states behind them. Mohammed decided to take
care of this before proceeding farther north, toward new
conquests. By 1453 the Ottomans had taken Constantinople,
thus abolishing the Byzantine (Eastern Roman) Empire
after it had existed for 1,100 years. In 1459 the Ottomans did
not have much trouble in conquering the last Serbian fortress,
Smederevo, on the Danube, thus abolishing the Serbian
medieval state. N ext year they occupied the Peloponnesus,
eliminating the last Byzantine despotates there, and at the
same time also took the Greek Trebizond Empire in northern
Asia Minor. In 1463 the Ottomans defeated the Bosnians,
killed the last Bosnian king, and did away with the Bosnian
medieval state. T w o years later the conquerors occupied
almost all of Herzegovina—a territory which had been a
special political unit within the Bosnian kingdom since the
first half of the fifteenth century—and became the direct
neighbors of the Republic of Dubrovnik. In 1481 the sultan
took the last remnants of Herzegovina, and finally, in 1499,
the Ottomans conquered what was left of Zeta.
Thus, from the 1460’s on, Dubrovnik was confronted with
complete Ottoman domination in the Balkans, and the T u rk 
ish army was on Ragusan borders. Fortunately for the Ragusans, they had realized much earlier that this would happen
and had established relations with the Ottomans. The first
official political contacts began in 1392, with Ragusan at
tempts to negotiate with Sultan Bayazed I (1389-1402)
guarantees for their commerce in the Balkans, which they
managed to obtain in 1396. After that, contacts continued on
and off, and the Ragusans intensified their search for a
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modus vivendi with the Ottomans after the Varna disaster
in 1444.
In 1447 the Ragusans negotiated a treaty with the Turks
which permitted them free commerce in the Balkans, but in
1458 a new and very important development took place. The
Ottomans had insisted that the Ragusans pay them a yearly
tribute, and Dubrovnik had tried to avoid this by all means,
because paying this tribute could have placed the city in the
position of an Ottoman vassal. However, after the downfall
of Byzantium and in 1456 the death of the Serbian despot,
George Brankovic, and with the will and ability of the new
sultan clearly shown, Dubrovnik decided, with a heavy heart,
to begin paying tribute to the Ottomans in 1458. A t the time
it consisted of a relatively small amount of money, only
1,500 ducats, and presents to the Turkish dignitaries, but
during the next two decades the amount of the tribute grew
steadily until finally, in 1481, it was fixed at 12,500 ducats a
year. From then on, this tribute was paid annually to the
Ottoman sultans. From the point of view of political reality,
it can be said that the year 1481 marks the beginning of the
Ottoman protection of Dubrovnik, although the protection
of the king of Hungary and Croatia died out only after the
battle of Mohacs in 1526 in which the Ottomans defeated
the Hungarian army and killed the king. W ith a brief inter
ruption in 1684—when Dubrovnik had hoped for protection
from the Austrians—the Ragusans remained faithful to their
obligations toward the Ottomans until 1808.
The Ottomans allowed the Ragusans to carry on their
activities in the conquered Balkan lands, and Dubrovnik
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greatly benefited by such concessions (see Conclusion). A t
the same time, the city established excellent relations with the
Aragonese kingdom in southern Italy in the second half of
the fifteenth century; it was sympathetic to the efforts of
Pope Pius II to organize a new crusade against the Turks, as
well as to the brave struggle of George Kastriotes Scanderbeg
in Albania and of the Hungarian and Croatian king,
Matthias Corvinus, in the north, against the Ottomans. But
the Ragusans were experienced statesmen and political real
ists, and they knew that all these efforts were too few and too
small to make any fundamental change in the situation in the
Balkans. They were firmly convinced that, by preserving
their position in the Balkans through their arrangements
with the Ottomans, they were doing the only reasonable and
positive thing that could be done under the circumstances.
And, indeed, by managing to keep the role of middleman
between the Balkans and the West, even under Turkish
domination, Dubrovnik continued to prosper and to make
a valuable contribution to European development as a whole.
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The Building of the City
isitors to Dubrovnik, both yesterday and today, have
found it to be one of the most beautiful cities in the
world. A special combination of natural setting and human
endeavor has little by little created the city that exists today,
with its magnificent walls, its monumental churches, its
elegant palaces, and its peculiar, unique vistas. The city was
shaped through hundreds of years of extraordinary human
efforts, accompanied by natural phenomena, primarily earth
quakes, which often changed human projects and destroyed
human achievements. As much as the natural setting of
Dubrovnik has been one of its great assets, it also has been
one of its great handicaps throughout history.
When the refugees from Epidaurus settled on the high
rock above the sea in the seventh century, they were, in
fact, on a small island separated from the mainland by a
shallow sea channel. On the other side of the channel there
was the slope of the mountain Srdj, rising from sea level up
to about 1,400 feet. Because of the proximity of Slavs, it is
not surprising that the refugees wanted to fortify their posi
tion on the rock as soon as they could. Unfortunately, for
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the whole period before the archival documents begin—that
is, until the 1270*5—there is little information, other than that
from local chroniclers and analysts, about how the city was
built and fortified. Still, by combining that information with
a few facts given by Constantine Porphyrogenetus and taking
into consideration the situation of the new settlement at the
time, it is possible to obtain an approximate picture of the
development of the city.
The settlers on the high rock did not have to worry much
about the southern side facing the sea. The incline was so
steep that there was no danger of anybody attacking the new
city from the sea. The northern side, toward the mountain,
presented a different problem. Although the sea channel
separating the island from Srdj Mountain provided a degree
of security from the Slavs, it was not sufficient, because the
rock had a lesser slope on this side. Therefore, for defense
from possible Slavic attacks, the first fortifications were built.
The earliest fortress, called Castellum, was built on the high
est portion of the rock, probably in the first half of the seventh
century. It was constructed of stacked stone and wood.
Nothing remains of it except the name of a former monastery,
Sancta Maria de Gastello, which probably was erected later
on the same spot. That whole part, the oldest sexterium of the
city, was called Castellum until the beginning of the nine
teenth century.
Another sexterium, Saint Peter, was added to the south of
Castellum, and the two were surrounded by a second wall,
also built of stacked stone and wood. A later city wall of stone
and lime, probably built at the end of the eighth century,
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replaced this one. On the southern side, along the sea, the
walls ran east, high on top of the rock, approximately the
way they do today; then they turned northward, excluding
the later Pustijerna sexterium to the east. The strongest part
of the wall was, not surprisingly, the northern one, facing
the mainland, where there were several gates and towers.
The western side of the wall included the westernmost part
of the rock, overlooking the small bay to the west, as it does
at present. There was considerable space left between the city
inside the wall and the channel to the north, because that area
was flat and inconvenient for fortifications.
The second extension of these early walls came when the
Pustijerna quarter-—easier to fortify—was enclosed within
them, though the exact date of this inclusion is not known.
Pustijerna was not as high and steep as the first portion of
the city, but it was rocky and, if wisely fortified, could be
come a formidable extension of the expanding Ragusium.
The city needed to expand, because, as we have seen, its
population, together with its navy and activity in general,
was increasing. Constantine Porphyrogenetus and several
local chroniclers described how the Arabs attacked Ragusium
in 866-67 and, after fifteen months of unsuccessful siege,
were forced to withdraw upon arrival of the Byzantine fleet.
It seems justified to assume that the city at that time already
had strong walls and not so small a population. Constantine
Porphyrogenetus also says that the Ragusans had built first
a small city, then a bigger one, and then they had enlarged
the walls, so as to obtain a city, which enabled them to expand
and to multiply. A ll of this seems to indicate that the three
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sexteria of Ragusium, those on the rocky, southern side, were
surrounded by the walls before the middle of the ninth
century.
It is almost certain that from very early times there was a
bridge crossing the channel from the mainland to the island
on which Ragusium was built. This bridge spanned the west
ern side of the channel where it was narrowest, near the
present western entrance to the city. Near the bridge on the
mainland side was a large, strong tower, built by the Ragusans in 972, according to all local chroniclers. Its purpose
was to control access to the bridge. On the other side, on the
island, stood the first Church of Saint Blaise. The tower
existed until the nineteenth century, when it was destroyed
by the Austrians. Constantine Porphyrogenetus mentions the
Church of Saint Stephen “ in the middle” of Ragusium. The
remnants of this church still can be seen, and they are in
Pustij erna, which means that by the middle of the tenth
century that part of Ragusium was completely integrated
with the remaining two parts inside the walls. The only
visible difference was that the little, narrow streets of the two
other sexteria had taken winding patterns, shaped by the
environment, and the streets in Pustij erna were straight, built
according to a plan.
The eleventh century, as we have seen, was a very impor
tant period in the development of Ragusium, and it seems
that at this time the inhabitants first moved out of their
bastioned city on the rock and established a new fortification
which was not part of the existing defensive system. This
new fortification was built on a steep, high rock west of the
city itself. Its position was of great strategic importance. It
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dominated western access to the island and the city of Ragusium; it was well situated to control movement on the
sea; and it was almost at the same height as the western walls
of Ragusium itself, but separated from them by a small bay.
The new fortress came to be known as Lovrijenac, “ the fort
of Saint Lawrence,” because of the small church of the saint
built inside it. There is no secure proof that this stronghold
was begun in the eleventh century, but the local chroniclers
were unanimous in attributing it to that period, which seems
reasonable, considering the situation in the region as a whole.
O f course, the original fortress certainly was a far cry from
the imposing, majestic structure, towering high above the
sea, that exists today.
During the twelfth century, Ragusium grew and devel
oped, and Slavs were increasingly drawn into the city, many
of them probably settling in the suburb, or burgus, on the flat
stretch of land between the walls and the channel. It seems
plausible to agree with the conclusion of recent research that,
by the first half of the thirteenth century, the city had crossed
the channel and expanded northward and that new walls of
stone and lime were being built to defend the new parts of
Dubrovnik. However, it was only in the second part of that
century that new sexteria were organized and that the chan
nel was filled in and made into the main thoroughfare, or
Placa, of the expanded city. The three new sexteria in the
recently walled territory were those of Saint Blaise, Saint
Mary, and Saint Nicholas. It is noteworthy that, with these
additions, five out of six of the sexteria were on the southern
side of the ancient channel, now Placa, while only one, Saint

Nicholas, encompassed the whole of the expansion to the
north of Placa, on the mountain slope.
The new walls, of course, were not built at once, and some
times there were difficulties in the process. In 1282 it was
reported to the count and the justice court of Dubrovnik that
two towers belonging to Martol Crijević had been built “ on
the wall of the Commune of Ragusium.” Lest the commune
should lose its rights, the court ordered Crijević either to
come to terms with the government or to tear down the
towers. Crijević contended “ that the towers were built pub
licly and openly and also were for the defense of the city at a
time when the new city wall had not been made, and so it is
not to be believed that the said towers were built without
knowledge and agreement of the Commune of Ragusium,
but it is rather to be believed that they were made with the
agreement of the commune and that the commune gave of its
own to build the same towers for the fortification and pro
tection of the city; also, MartoPs grandfather and father
owned the said towers in ancient times without question.”
Therefore, Crijević asked that he be freed of all charges, and
the court, having examined the case and taken the oath from
“ several old and honest men,” dismissed the charges.
It took about thirty years in the second half of the thir
teenth century to complete the new walls of Dubrovnik.
Strong and ingeniously built, they were able not only to
withstand enemy attacks but also to deprive the enemy of
the possibility to creep up unseen. Only parts of these ramparts
survive today, but the plan was almost identical with the
walls as they exist today, except for the eastern portion.
Within the enclosure, new parts of the city had to be built.
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The planning and the decisions concerning this important
activity were the responsibility of the government. In the
Ragusan statute of 1272 there are a number of decisions con
cerning street planning. The interesting thing is that the new
streets were laid out in straight lines throughout the new
parts of the city, and winding thoroughfares remained only
in the oldest parts of the city. In fact, straight streets have
remained one of the characteristics of Dubrovnik, for the
thirteenth-century street plan is essentially the same as that
existing today.
The new center became Placa, formerly the channel, now
the largest street in town. The other streets were planned so
they would flow toward Placa from the southern and the
northern sides and join the main street at a right angle; a
few stretched east and west, parallel to Placa. The vast
majority of streets were narrow. The statute of 1272 ordered
those running north and south to be about 7.5 feet wide,
while the 1296 additions to the statute put their width at
about 8.5 feet. This, of course, meant that the houses in the
city, particularly at their lower levels, were rather dark. A
differentiation must be made, however, between the dwell
ings in the old part of the city and those constructed in the
new sections. In the old part, on the rock, there was a great
number of houses built over vaults above the streets. This
gained additional housing space but deprived the streets and
the basements of light and air. In the new part of the city
this pattern of building was almost nonexistent.
Another important thing to note is that the layout of
streets in the new part of the city facilitated the circulation of
air. Generally speaking, the climate in Dubrovnik is very
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m ild; the cold winds from the mountains of the hinterland
are weak and rare, while the prevailing winds are those from
the sea, particularly the southern wind, or sirocco. This wind
often brings rain, and there is much humid and rainy weather
from autumn till spring, but the temperature stays relatively
high, and in every season there is much sunshine. The straight
streets and the large central space of Placa certainly played
an important role in easing living conditions during the
humid winter season and in providing some relief during
the hot summer days.
In the first half of the fourteenth century, with the city
definitely united into one urban entity, the Ragusans pro
ceeded to improve it further and to strengthen the walls and
fortifications. They had good reason, in view of the Serbian
hostility which lasted, with interruptions, until 1328. The
improvement consisted mainly of building new towers. The
first one was started in 1305 near the western wall, and it
exists to this day under the name of Puncijela. The next was
the fortress Minčeta on the northwestern corner of the walls,
which was begun in 1319. Located in the highest spot of the
city walls, this fortress later became, and is today, the crown
of the whole system of walls around the city. However, in
the first half of the fourteenth century, it was built only as a
square tower, as were the others.
Throughout this half-century, not only were towers being
built, but access to the fortifications and the organization of
guard duty were improved. Besides the Puncijela and
Minčeta towers, three others were built along the western
wall of the city, while five were added to its northern side.
On the eastern side, where the city harbor was located, the
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situation was somewhat more complicated. There it was a
question not only of building fortifications but also of creat
ing the best conditions under which ships could find shelter
in the harbor from weather as well as from enemies. On the
northern side of the harbor a tower, Saint L u ke’s, was built
and, toward the middle of the fourteenth century, construc
tion on still another, Saint John’s, was begun on the southern
side of the port, both of them existing today. A n iron chain
stretching between the two towers prevented access to the
harbor by enemies. T o break the onslaught of the waves, a
dike of rocks was built on the far side of Saint John’s tower.
A number of measures also were taken to strengthen the
walls on the sea side, but evidently this was the least menaced
part of the fortifications and therefore the least cared for. On
the whole, toward the middle of the fourteenth century, the
city of Dubrovnik in its entirety was surrounded by a wall
averaging five feet in thickness and was flanked by some
thirteen tall, square towers. It is important to note that in
1345 a committee was created to take care of the fortifications
and the protection of the city. This committee, consisting of
patricians, became a permanent institution and lasted as long
as the Republic of Dubrovnik itself.
A new era in warfare and consequently in the building of
fortifications came with the introduction of firearms into
Europe in the first half of the fourteenth century. In Dubrovnik
this weaponry was mentioned in the second half of the century.
The government was confronted with a serious problem: how to
adapt and improve the existing fortifications and to build
new ones to withstand attacks made with the use of firearms.
In 1351 the Ragusans already had started building an addi
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tional outside wall (antimuro) on the western side, near the
Pile gate, which eventually stretched along the whole western
wall and later along the northern one as well. Its oblique
structure improved considerably Dubrovnik’s defense capa
bility against firearms.
The events of 1358 introduced another disturbing element
into Dubrovnik’s defense planning. In that year the Vene
tians lost Dalmatia and Dubrovnik. Although the Dalmatian
cities and coast were occupied by the Hungarians, Dubrovnik
was able to preserve its independence under Hungarian pro
tection. The new situation meant, however, that Dubrovnik
might be confronted with its former masters, the Venetians,
in a less than friendly way, and indeed this did happen
rather soon. The Ragusans were aware of the danger and
increased their efforts to improve their fortifications and the
defense system as a whole. This became especially necessary
in 1378, when Dubrovnik joined the anti-Venetian coalition
and became involved in a major war in the Adriatic. The
city walls on the sea side were improved and armed with a
number of cannon; a moat was hastily dug outside the west
ern w all; and measures were taken for the defense of the
harbor. These efforts continued even after the war ended in
1381, particularly the long and difficult task of digging the
moat (Fossatum, which gave the name Posat to a nearby
part of Dubrovnik today).
Another significant change resulting from the events of
1358 was in the number of city gates in Dubrovnik. As soon
as the last Venetian count left Dubrovnik, the government
ordered all but four gates to the city to be walled in. O f the
four left open in 1358, three survive and are still in use: the
73

DUBROVNIK

THE BUILDING OF THE CITY

western gate (Pile), the eastern gate (Ploče), and the gate
leading into the harbor (known as Ponta gate). A fourth
gate left open at that time was walled in in 16 12; however,
in 1381 another gate, called the Fishmarket gate, was opened
in the wall near the arsenal, and it exists to the present time.
T h e four city gates remained the only entrances to the city
until the nineteenth century, when the Austrians opened two
more. As long as the Republic of Dubrovnik lasted, these four
entrances to the city were carefully guarded by noblemen
who commanded small troop detachments. The eastern and
western gates were equipped with drawbridges, and some
what later accesses to these drawbridges were built into stone
bridges crossing part of the moat.
In addition to taking constant care of the city walls, the
government of Dubrovnik had to find a way to use the
arsenal safely. Organized in 1329 on a Venetian order, the
arsenal occupied a central place in the harbor and was wide
open toward the sea, while, at the same time, it was located
close to the heart of the city, at the eastern end of Placa. The
Ragusan government repeatedly took measures to ensure that
no enemy could use this facility to penetrate into the city, and
this never happened. Another cause of concern which, like
the arsenal, was basically a result of the development of
Dubrovnik and the increase of its importance was the defense
system of the city of Ston, obtained in 1333 from the Serbian
ruler, Stephen Dušan, with the peninsula of Pelješac. The
Ragusans had little by little built an important network of
fortifications there which stretched for about 2.7 miles and
enclosed not only Ston but the whole isthmus of Pelješac.
These fortifications exist to this day.

Throughout the first half of the fifteenth century, Dubrov
nik’s efforts to increase the efficiency of its walls continued
and were certainly stimulated by the growing Ottoman
menace. It is significant that the two fortresses which seem
to have received the most attention in this period were
Minčeta, the highest tower on the northwestern corner of
the walls and the one most exposed toward the mountain
Srdj, and Lovrijenac, the fortress separate from the walls,
perched high on the rock to the west of the city. But the
Ragusans also paid much attention to the improvement of
the walls of their city toward the sea and around the harbor.
The most important result of this was the building of the
tower of Saint Marguerite, located in a key position on the
southern wall. Finally, on the eastern side the walls were
extended to enclose the Dominican monastery which until
then had been outside the walls. Thus, by the middle of the
fifteenth century, the walls of Dubrovnik acquired their final
extent—about 6,470 feet—which they have preserved until
today, but their height, depth, and forms were still to be
improved to make them more efficacious and capable of
withstanding any possible enemy attack.
These improvements took place in the second half of the
fifteenth century and the first half of the sixteenth. The fall
of Constantinople in 1453, followed by the Ottoman con
quest of the Balkan states, induced the Ragusans to increase
their efforts to fortify the city. In addition, the fortifications
were a good guarantee against any Venetian threat, the
possibility of which increased after the Venetian return into
Dalmatia at the beginning of the century. The works, of
course, were enormously expensive, for the walls were to
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be from sixteen to twenty feet deep and about sixty-five
feet high. It is sufficient to look at them as they stand today
to imagine what a tremendous amount of money and man
power must have been invested in their building. The gov
ernment had the power to recruit all the population inside
and outside the city for the construction of these walls. The
Ragusans did not shrink from spending the necessary sums
or from putting people at hard work, for they knew that the
walls, together with their shrewd diplomacy, were the only
guarantee of their freedom. Both the walls and the diplomacy
depended very much on, and were made possible by, the flour
ishing Ragusan trade of the time, particularly between the
East and the West.
Am ong the architects who took part in the construction
of the walls were local ones and also a number of foreigners.
Thus in the fifteenth century we find the names of Beltramus
from Milan, Franciscus Teutonicus from Germany, Bernardinus from Parma, and others. One man who worked very
long and enjoyed great prestige in Dubrovnik was Onofrio
de la Cava from southern Italy. He built other important
objects in Dubrovnik but was engaged largely in the building
of fortifications. Another even more noted architect was the
famous Florentine Michelozzo Michelozzi. He, too, took
part in other building activities but was prominent in the
shaping of the Minčeta fortress. Although the idea to make
this fortress circular had existed at least since 1455? Miche
lozzo, who worked in Dubrovnik from 1461 to 1463, gave it
final form. However, he did not complete the project, and
Minčeta was finished under the supervision of still another
outstanding architect, Juraj Dalmatinac (George the D al

matian), a Croatian from Dalmatia and builder of the m ag
nificent cathedral in Šibenik. Michelozzo also drew up the
plans for another important fortress on the western walls
of the city—Bokar—which exists to this day, and he contrib
uted considerably to the fortifications of the northern walls
of the city. Mention must also be made of Paškoj e Miličevič,
a prominent local architect in the late fifteenth and early
sixteenth century, who for fifty years directed the building
of Ragusan fortifications, as well as other works.
In the second half of the fifteenth century, the Ragusans,
frightened by the Ottoman arrival at their border, increased
the tempo of their defense measures. They did not hesitate
to destroy buildings when they considered that step necessary
for their security. This fate befell several small houses and
chapels outside the city walls which were considered potential
bulwarks for an attacker. In such cases the government
ordered the destruction of the buildings with the understand
ing that the owners would be reimbursed or that new houses
or churches would be constructed inside the city walls. On
the other hand, the only fortress outside the walls, Lovrijenac,
was the object of constant attention and improvement, and
a proud inscription was engraved above the entrance to this
majestic fortress: “ N on bene pro toto libertas venditur au ro ”
which translates, “ Freedom is not sold for all the gold of
this world.”
The second half of the fifteenth century also witnessed two
major developments in the growth of Dubrovnik. One was
the enlargement and improvement of the city harbor and
its fortifications—a logical consequence of expanding Ragu
san navigation and maritime trade. However, because of

76

77

78

Dubrovnik from the Thirteenth to the Sixteenth Century

the limited space available, it was a delicate task. This work,
like all other works in the city and its walls, had to be
approved by the government after the presentation of plans
and, in some instances, wooden models of the new develop
ments. The second important event was the beginning of
construction on the Revelin fortress outside the eastern gate
of the city. The work, which started in 1478, was only a
modest beginning of the later mighty fortress. It is interesting
to note a decision of the government to the effect that every
day, in addition to nearby peasants, thirty families from
Dubrovnik would be selected who would have to send their
servants to work on the Revelin or pay a fine.
The major work on the Revelin started only in 1539, when
Dubrovnik, frightened by the creation of the First Holy
League of the pope, Venice, and Spain against Turkey, felt
threatened by Venetian appetites and decided to fortify its
eastern access. The commander of the Spanish fleet, the
famous Genoese admiral Andrea Doria, sent to the Ragusans
his engineer, Antonio Ferramolino, from Bergamo, and the
new Revelin was built according to his plans. The urgency
felt in Dubrovnik can be seen in the decision of the govern
ment to suspend all other public and private works in the
city for four months and to put all masons, blacksmiths, and
other workers at the disposal of the Revelin builders. Similar
decisions were made in the following years, and by the middle
of the century the fortress was more or less completed, becom
ing another strong, impressive building and standing un
changed to this day. W ith the completion of the Revelin, all
the major fortifications of Dubrovnik assumed the positions
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they occupy today. There were some minor additions and
improvements after this period, but the basic work was done.
Inside the walls the city was developing at an increased
rate, as shown in the construction of houses, palaces, and
churches. In the second half of the thirteenth century, when
Dubrovnik became one city through the union of the old
urban parts on the rock with the predominantly Slavic sub
urbs near and across the channel, three types of houses were
to be seen: those built of stone and lime, those built of stone
and mud or stone and wooden beams (maceria), and those
built solely of wood. Most houses in the oldest part of the
city were built of stone and lime, while in the new parts
wooden and maceria houses were most numerous. Because
the majority of dwellings were wooden, it is not surprising
that fires were a frequent occurrence. One such fire in 1296
destroyed almost the whole new part of the city. Afterward
the government tried to induce the population to build stone
and lime houses, but with limited success. Although wood
was scarce in and around Dubrovnik and had to be brought
in on ships, mainly from Albania and Croatia, and stone was
plentiful everywhere near the city, the Ragusans continued
long into the fourteenth century to build many wooden
houses because they were cheaper. There were also maceria
houses but in very small numbers, and by the beginning of
the fifteenth century they had disappeared.
Repeated fires and growing prosperity, together with gov
ernment pressures, convinced increasing numbers of Ragu
sans to switch to stone houses in the second half of the four
teenth century. But the decisive moment came in 1406 when
still another fire swept away a number of wooden houses.

This induced the government to decree that all wooden
houses must be destroyed and replaced by stone or maceria
ones. A special committee was set up to evaluate all the
wooden houses. Then each year a group of twenty-five houses
was designated for destruction through the drawing of lots
from a number of cards, each listing twenty-five dwellings.
The houses had to be torn down within a year from the day
they were designated. The owners were entitled to one-third
of their value plus wood, tiles, iron, and other materials
necessary to build new houses, except stone. The owners of
wooden structures who wanted to tear down their houses
and build stone ones before they had to were entitled to the
same payment, but those whose dwelling places came up for
rebuilding and who disobeyed the order would have their
houses destroyed and would lose the advantages that the
state was providing.
In this way, between 1406 and 1412, one hundred and
seventy-five wooden houses were torn down, mainly in the
lower part of the town and in the sexterium of Saint Nicholas.
Besides these, a number of other wooden houses were volun
tarily destroyed by their owners, and by 1413 there were only
seventeen left in the whole city. The wooden houses were
usually small structures, consisting of a ground floor and
possibly a second floor above it, with one or two rooms all
together. In early times they were roofed with straw, but
from the end of the thirteenth century the government
insisted that roofs be made of tiles. The value of these houses
on the whole was low. The last seventeen of them, at the
beginning of the fifteenth century, had a value of from
twenty-one to 180 Ragusan hyperperi (that is, approximately
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8.5 to 72 Venetian ducats), although some of the previously
destroyed ones were evaluated at up to three hundred hyperperi (120 ducats).
Many Ragusans did not wait until 1406 to start building
stone houses. In the old part of the city, as mentioned earlier,
stone houses had prevailed for a long time, and by the first
half of the fifteenth century they were spreading into the
new parts of Dubrovnik, around Placa and to the north of it.
Of course, the first to build such dwellings were the patricians.
They were the most prestigious and also the richest people
in town. Many of them had seen better houses and living
conditions in Venice and other Italian cities, and they started
emulating them. The patricians built their new homes almost
exclusively of stone brought from the island of Korčula,
located between Dubrovnik and Split and famed then, as
now, for its excellent quality of stone. Particular care was
paid to house doors and windows, which frequently were
decorated and imitated the windows of Venetian houses. The
stone houses might be as tall as four stories, and in the fif
teenth century there even were houses with five floors. The
fifteenth-century houses were not only bigger but also richer
in ornamentation; their interior structure and decoration
were much improved as well (see Chapter V I).
O f course, not all the dwellings in Dubrovnik became
palaces at this or in later times. Many houses in which poor
people and those in lower social classes lived were built
without much planning and with complete disregard for
appearance. Such were the majority of houses in narrow
streets away from Placa and other central streets and squares.
Three or four stories high, very narrow (sometimes only ten

to fourteen feet wide), these houses frequently had only one
room per floor, and, being poorly built, they were very hot in
summer and cold in winter. Many of them, built mainly in
the upper parts of the city, on rocks, are still standing and
inhabited, while the majority of the patrician houses, built
in the lower, central parts of the city, were destroyed in the
terrible earthquake of 1667. In fact, the city as it is today—
particularly Placa and its immediate vicinity—is much more
the result of a hasty but harmonious post-earthquake recon
struction than the remnants of the original Dubrovnik of the
fourteenth and fifteenth centuries.
Philippus de Diversis wrote in 1440 that in the city itself
and in the surrounding areas there were many beautiful
houses and palaces, looking as if the same man had built
them. These buildings were not only beautiful but, according
to de Diversis, also very luxurious and orderly, so that they
would have been an asset to any Italian or Tuscan city. H e
added that many buildings both private and public in D u 
brovnik were real embellishments for the city.
Am ong the public buildings, the one which most deserved
designation as an adornment to the city was the Rector’s
Palace. Even today this palace is the most beautiful building
in Dubrovnik. Its shaping lasted a long time and was marred
by all sorts of difficulties. It seems that at the beginning of
the thirteenth century, on the spot where the palace was
later located, there was a fortification defending one of the
gates to the old city. Once the city spread and the new walls
were built, the seat of government was moved into a palace
built near the tower, which was absorbed little by little into
the new structure. The government was completely concen-
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trated in this building, from the count (later rector) and the
three councils, to the justice courts, the notaries, the chan
cellery, and even the jails. Also, arms and powder were
stored in the old tower because they were too precious and
delicate to be put away elsewhere. The result was that in
x435 a tremendous explosion blew up almost the whole of
the Rector’s Palace. The rebuilding was entrusted to the
Italian architect, Onofrio de la Cava, who created a square
structure with a central court, a ground floor, a mezzanine,
and two additional floors. There was an ample loggia in the
western facade, while at the four corners of the palace stood
four square towers; a bell tower occupied the southern side.
In 1463, however, there was a second ammunition explo
sion. Although this one did not destroy the palace as the first
one had, it did cause heavy damage. The building lost the
second story, which was never rebuilt, and the angular towers
were lowered to the level of the rest of the palace. There was
an attempt made to build a completely new palace to replace
the mutilated one, and Michelozzo Michelozzi was given the
task of drawing up plans. The government, however, found
his project too expensive and therefore had the existing
palace repaired, with the result more or less as we see it today:
a mixture of basically Gothic elements and Renaissance
touches. The earthquake of 1667 damaged the building, but
it was quickly restored. Even the famous inscription carved
in stone above the entrance to the hall of the Major Council
still stands: “ Obliti privatorum, public a curate” which trans
lates, “ H aving forgotten your private, take care of public
affairs.”
The second palace which today graces Dubrovnik’s center

is the Divona or Sponza Palace. It was built by Paškoj e
Miličević in the second decade of the sixteenth century. Its
rich facade contains an even greater mixture of Gothic and
Renaissance elements than does the Rector’s Palace. The
ornaments were the work of the Andrijić brothers from the
island of Korčula. Inside the Sponza Palace were the Ragusan
mint, the customs house, and later the first Ragusan academy,
where cultivated Ragusans and foreigners gathered together
to discuss subjects of common interest.
In the process of Dubrovnik’s formation as a city in the
architectural sense, the churches and monasteries played a
major role. The position and role of the church in Dubrovnik
will be discussed later (see Chapter V ). Here we are concerned
only with its main building activities. There are four major
ecclesiastical buildings of particular interest from the fourteenth
and fifteenth centuries: the cathedral, the Church of Saint
Blaise, the Franciscan monastery and church, and the Dom i
nican monastery and church.
The cathedral, Saint Mary the Major, was started at the
very end of the twelfth century, and its beginnings are con
nected with the English king Richard the Lion-Hearted. In
fact, all the local chroniclers and analysts tell the story of
Richard’s ship being caught in a terrible storm on his return
trip from Palestine in 1192, and the king making a vow to
build a church to Saint Mary on the spot where he landed
and another in England. Richard disembarked on the tiny
island of Lokrum , off Dubrovnik, and wanted to build the
church there. But the Ragusan government managed to
persuade him to give the money for the building of a cathe
dral in the city itself, since on Lokrum a church and a
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monastery of the Benedictines already existed. It seems
probable that the king gave a substantial amount of money
to the Ragusans as a help toward building the cathedral, and
this allowed them to start the work in 1199. The building
continued throughout the thirteenth and the first half of the
fourteenth centuries, and many local, Italian, and French
architects took part in the construction. The result was a
magnificent Romanesque church, in front of which in 1326
a beautiful baptistry was built from red and white marble.
Unfortunately, neither of these buildings survived. The
cathedral, richly ornamented on the inside as well as on the
outside, was completely destroyed by the 1667 earthquake
and a baroque church was built in its stead, while the
baptistry was torn down by the Austrians in the nineteenth
century.
It seems that the earliest protector saints of Dubrovnik
were the typically Byzantine saints, Sergius and Bacchus,
but sometime in the tenth century their cult apparently was
abandoned and that of Saint Blaise, another Greek saint, was
introduced. Statues of Saint Blaise can be seen to this day
everywhere on the city walls and gates of Dubrovnik and in
many other places. The first small church dedicated to him
seems to have been built outside the earliest walls, near the
little bridge which connected Ragusium, then still on an
island, with the mainland. However, with the expansion of
the city and the building of its new walls, the need arose
for a bigger church in a better position. So a new Church of
Saint Blaise was started in 1348 in a central location at the
eastern end of Placa, not far from the government’s palace
and the cathedral. Actually, the cathedral and the Church of
86
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Saint Blaise were being built partly at the same time, for the
cathedral took a long time to finish. A mixture of Roman
esque and Gothic styles gave the Church of Saint Blaise its
particular charm. The earthquake of 1667 ruined only part
of the church, but in 1706 it burned down completely and was
rebuilt immediately in the rather unfitting baroque style.
The Franciscans first built their monastery outside the city
walls, at Pile, but at the beginning of the fourteenth century*
when the government of Dubrovnik was busy fortifying the
walls and eliminating potential enemy bulwarks outside
them, the Franciscans had to abandon their ancient site and
build a new monastery inside the city. It was constructed close
to the western wall, between the Minčeta fortress and Placa, and
it certainly played a defensive role in time of need. The
Franciscans had, and still have, a whole complex of buildings
in this area. There is the big church on Placa, damaged
slightly in 1667; the lower cloister, a magnificent late Roman
esque work sculptured by Miho Brajkov from Bar (on the
Montenegrian coast, south of Dubrovnik) in the first half of
the fourteenth century; and, finally, the upper cloister, an
elegant Gothic structure of great charm. In the lower cloister
a pharmacy was opened in 1317, and, still in operation, it is
one of the oldest in Europe (see Chapter IV ).
The Dominican monastery and church, built during the
fourteenth and fifteenth centuries on the eastern side of the
city, were originally left outside the city walls. Like the
Franciscan in the west, the Dominican monastery in the east
had an even more pronounced defensive character. It was
only in the middle of the fifteenth century that it was finally
brought within the city by an extension of the eastern walls.
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The monastery was built in the fifteenth-century Gothic style
by local artists and remains almost unchanged. Like the
Franciscan monastery, it contains important libraries and
manuscript collections (see Chapter V ) . The Dominican
church, however, survived only in part in its original form ;
much was added and changed later, but fortunately a number
of precious paintings of Ragusan and other painters were
preserved.
The small Church of Saint Savior, probably the most beau
tiful existing church in Dubrovnik, deserves special mention.
Located near the Franciscan church on Placa, it was built in
the Renaissance style by the Andrijic brothers, who erected
it as a votive church after a strong earthquake in 1520. Earlier,
in 1444, a bell tower approximately one hundred feet high
was built at the eastern end of Placa, where it still stands.
In conclusion, the following facts must be emphasized.
During the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries, Dubrovnik’s
walls and fortifications took shape, after the enlargement of
the early walls in the second half of the thirteenth century.
Inside these new walls a city was built in which streets and
squares were organized according to a pre-established urban
plan which called for straight lines wherever possible. A
predominantly wooden city was changed by the beginning
of the fifteenth century into a completely stone one, and
inside this city luxurious private houses, one beautiful public
palace, and a number of big and richly decorated churches
and monasteries embellished the ambience with a mixture
of Romanesque, Gothic, and Renaissance styles. Finally, all
of this must be put in the context of the natural setting. W ith
intense blue skies overhead and a deep, open sea surrounding
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part of the monumental walls, D ubrovnik-perched high on
the rocks—offered then, as it does now, a unique view to the
spectator from any side. Elegantly built and strongly fortified,
the city was ready and able to move ahead toward new
achievements in the succeeding centuries.
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IV

Hygienic and Sanitation Measures
was one of the first cities in Europe to dis
cover the importance of applying sanitary measures as
a safeguard against infection and disease. The great attention
paid to this aspect of life was reflected in a series of acts which,
undertaken with courage and energy throughout the four
teenth and fifteenth centuries, improved in many ways the
lives of Dubrovnik’s inhabitants. Jorjo Tadic was right in
writing that “ Through the efforts of its citizens, Dubrovnik
became pre-eminent in the field of hygiene.”
T o begin with, the statutes of Dubrovnik of 1272, indicate
that lepers were living in a segregated area which, before
the city was enlarged in the middle of the thirteenth cen
tury, was outside the walls. However, after the city was
expanded to include that section, it was ordered that the
“ lepers must go and live at a distance from the city.” They
were sent to a place outside the walls, to the east, but they
were not too strictly separated from the rest of the popula
tion. They were allowed to enter the city, and sometimes
they gathered there in such large numbers that the govern
ment had to expel them by force. It seems that in time some
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lepers started organizing their quarters in many other parts
of the state, while others continuously roamed around. The
government and private persons tried to help them with
money and other gifts. During the fifteenth century, how
ever, the number of lepers fell sharply, and by 1472 only
seventeen remained. In the sixteenth century there is no
more mention of them in the archival documents, which
suggests that they ceased to be a problem for Dubrovnik.
Leprosy was far from being the most dangerous disease
in Dubrovnik. There were others much more ominous, and
because of them the city had to take measures to protect itself.
The main element in these efforts, of course, was the human
one, that is to say, physicians and pharmacists. The first
physician to be mentioned in the preserved documents of
Dubrovnik was a “ magister Josephus” on August 14, 1280,
and from that time until the end of the fifteenth century there
is reference to about n o physicians in the city. These men
were divided into two large groups: physicians for internal
diseases, who were called magister medicus physicus or later
doctor artis medicmae\ and those for external diseases, who
were called magister medicus plagarum and later magister
medicus chirurgus. A few of them had the title medicinae
professor and were better paid in Dubrovnik, although the
title indicated a practicing physician in a city having a
medical college in which he taught, rather than a scholar. It
is interesting to note that in the year 1325 a woman medica
is mentioned, probably a midwife, while at the beginning
of the fifteenth century “ magister Samuel Ebreus, medicus
chirurgus was a practicing surgeon specializing in diseases
of the eye.
9i
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The majority of physicians were Italians, more than sixty
out of the total. The second most numerous group were
Jews, numbering fourteen, followed by Spaniards, Greeks,
Germans, and French. There were Slavic folk doctors too,
some of them coming from the Balkan hinterland and using
their skills mainly to heal hernias. The striking thing is that
apparently there were no native Ragusan physicians in the
city in the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries, in spite of the
fact that a considerable number of young Ragusans studied
in Italy, particularly Padua (see Chapter V ). This was not
due to unsatisfactory salaries, for the physicians in Dubrovnik
were generally very well paid. The average annual salary in
the fourteenth century was two hundred ducats for the
chirurgi and up to four hundred ducats for the physici. In the
fifteenth century these salaries were somewhat higher. There
were, of course, physicians who were still better remunerated
for their services, and some of them received free housing or
extra money. If the physicians had a pharmacy, they were
given an additional amount of money.
The earliest documents tell us that at first the physicians
were allowed a fee of two Ragusan hyperperi from each
patient, but from the beginning of the fourteenth century,
when their salaries were increased, they were forbidden to
accept fees from private persons, except foreigners. As for
Ragusans, the physicians were obliged to treat them all—the
count or rector, the archbishop and noblemen, priests, nuns,
and friars, merchants, sailors, and peasants, men and women
—without any compensation at all. Some physicians had to
provide free medicine for their patients as well. Foreigners
made individual contracts with physicians for the cure of

their diseases. The contracts usually stipulated that the phy
sician would not get his fee unless the patient was cured, and
even the medicines he gave to the patient were not to be paid
for if they did not produce the desired effect.
Many physicians developed extensive commercial practices
in Dubrovnik and with various other regions. A number of
them were sent by the Ragusan government to cure rulers
and feudal lords in Bosnia and Serbia and later Ottoman
governors of those lands. These physicians traveled with
Ragusan ambassadors and merchants and frequently reached
deep into the Balkan hinterland, where they stayed quite a
while. One of the most interesting cases of this kind was
that of “ Antonins medicus de Monteflore.” He entered R a
gusan service probably in 1329 and later was sent to Serbia.
His testament, from 1337, provides a good picture of how a
man of his profession spread widely his activities. Anthony
bequeathed money for the building of a church in Prizren
and to some priests in the same Serbian city. H e also left
money to a church in Ulcinj, a city on the Serbian coast, south
of Dubrovnik, and to a church in Dubrovnik itself. Further
more, he willed a large sum of money for the building of a
hospital in his native Montefiore, near Ancona, in Italy,
where he had other property. Am ong the things he owned
in Serbia, he mentioned two suitcases, one horse, a carpet,
and other things, but it is particularly notable that he had a
coffer full of books which were supposed to be sent to D u 
brovnik and then to his sister, probably in Montefiore.
A t the time he went to Serbia, Anthony had taken with
him fifteen ducats’ worth of medicines for Nicolas Buća, an
outstanding nobleman in the court of the Serbian king,
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Stephen Dušan. Buća had five hundred ducats from the king
to be paid to Anthony as salary for his work. The physician
spent at least two and a half years in Serbia and took part in
some very interesting political events, including a meeting
between the Serbian king and the Byzantine emperor, Andronicus III Palaeologus.
On the other hand, there were a few instances of physicians
coming to Dubrovnik from the East. For example, in 1458,
Master Andrew from Constantinople was engaged for serv
ice in Dubrovnik. Before that, he had served awhile as phy
sician to the Serbian despot, George Branković, and later he
probably went to Italy. T w o other Greek physicians worked
in Dubrovnik between 1461 and 1480.
The fact that physicians moved between Dubrovnik and
Italy on the one side and Dubrovnik and the Balkans on
the other meant, of course, that still another link was forged
between the East and the West. Again, as in trade, Dubrovnik
served as a focal point. It must not be forgotten that physi
cians were far better educated than merchants. The best proof
of their education is the books they owned. It is not possible
to say what books were in the coffer of Anthony, but a docu
ment from 1418 gives us a list of thirty books which belonged
to “ the eminent doctor of medicine, Master Peter the physi
cian, son of Master Albertinus from Camurata” (himself a
prominent medical man in Dubrovnik). The list contains
many medical works by Avicena, Hypocrates, Galienus, and
others, and also Aristotle’s Testus Ethicorum and Liber
Politicorum, as well as “ many and various grammatical
books.” There were other cases, all of them demonstrating

the importance of physicians in the spreading of cultural
influences wherever they went at the time.
Another group of people who must be mentioned in this
connection are the barbers. Their role was very important,
especially in the parts of the Republic of Dubrovnik removed
from the city, and it remained so until the nineteenth century.
Although they had no medical education, they performed a
number of minor operations such as bloodletting, and their
ability to cure patients with wounds was recognized. The
government itself regarded the barbers as persons authorized
to take care of the health of the people. Thus in 1312 the
government gave a barber forty hyperperi above his annual
salary for the medicines he gave out to his patients. H e was
not, however, allowed to take any money from them, either
for curing them or for giving them medicines. Barbers took
young men as apprentices to teach them “ the barbers’ and
chirurgs’ art,” something that physicians never did.
After the physicians, the second most important group
engaged in protecting the health of the Ragusans were the
pharmacists. There is no doubt that people in ancient D u
brovnik and its neighborhood knew how to prepare medi
cines using medicinal herbs long before there was mention
of the first pharmacists and pharmacies. This is a region
where medicinal herbs abound. Besides, there were a number
of Benedictine monasteries around Dubrovnik in which skills
of this kind were well known. In the statutes of 1272 there is
mention of medicinal herbs and trade in them. They were
called species, and consequently the pharmacists later came
to be known as speciarii. However, they sold not only medic
inal herbs and medicines but many other articles as well. The
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first pharmacist was a Venetian, mentioned in 1301, and until
the 1480’s the pharmacists were almost exclusively Italians.
Only toward the end of the fifteenth century did the first
local pharmacists appear.
The government of Dubrovnik took constant care of the
pharmacies and those in charge. The pharmacists were
frequently given housing and shops by the state, but their
salaries—when there were any—were much smaller than
those of physicians. However, they engaged in commerce,
both with Italy and with the Balkans, and from time to time
went personally into those areas. Some of them became
quite wealthy. For example, Martinus Johannis Richo in
herited his pharmacy in Dubrovnik from his father, the
Florentine Johannes Antonii Richo, who had come to D u
brovnik about 1405. When the son died in 1454, he left 5,216
ducats in cash and other articles, 416 ducats in pawned objects,
mainly gold and silver, and more than 1,750 ducats in credits.
Although the pharmacists did not occupy as important a
place or play as prominent a role as did the physicians, they
did contribute notably to the transmission of medical knowl
edge from Italy to Dubrovnik and, through Dubrovnik, at
least partially to the Balkans. Indeed, the pharmacists took
servants to whom they frequently taught their art. These
were young men, mainly from Dubrovnik, though also from
the hinterland, and from among them the first native phar
macists were most probably recruited.
The first two pharmacies organized in Dubrovnik are
still operating. One of them is the pharmacy of the Franciscan
monastery, founded in 13 17 and therefore one of the oldest
pharmacies functioning in Europe today. During its long

life the pharmacy grew and moved several times, but always
inside the monastery, where it is now. The second oldest
pharmacy was started, according to reliable tradition, in 1420,
as part of the “ Major Hospital,” but it is possible that it is
considerably older, perhaps dating from the middle of the
fourteenth century. Thus it is also one of the oldest still
active pharmacies in Europe. A s mentioned previously, the
pharmacies were places where not only medicines but many
other articles were sold to the public, and they therefore
served as important centers of Ragusan trade as a whole.
What were the diseases which physicians, barbers, and
pharmacists had to fight? Like all medieval cities, Dubrov
nik was exposed to many sorts of epidemics, and the Ragusan
chroniclers and analysts mention them as far back as the
ninth century. O f course, it is impossible to verify their state
ments, but there can be no doubt that epidemics swept the
city frequently. The greatest tragedy occurred when the bu
bonic plague of 1348 struck the city, the same plague which
wrought havoc and caused thousands of deaths throughout
Europe. In Dubrovnik this “ unheard-of and incurable dis
ease,” as one document puts it, began in December, 1347,
and lasted for seven months. The documents suggest that
an average of twenty or more people died every day and that
the total dead included n o priests. On the whole, according
to the best local chronicler, Restić, 6,000 common people died,
in addition to 273 patricians. It seems probable that the num
bers in both cases are somewhat exaggerated, but the popula
tion loss to Dubrovnik certainly was terrible. As a result, the
Major Council lowered the age at which male patricians
could enter as full-fledged members from twenty to eighteen,
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and a series of measures were taken to stimulate the preser
vation of the population. Craftsmen were allowed to settle
in the city and were exempt from taxes for five years; those
coming within one year of the decrees were even promised
monetary rewards; all who had been punished for debts and
other financial offenses were allowed to return safely to
Dubrovnik.
Dubrovnik recovered, but this was not the only epidemic to
hit the city. About ten years later, new outbursts of the plague
took place, and a second big sweep came in 1363. It was not
as severe as the one in 1348—it lasted only about three months
and took the lives of about three hundred persons—but the
government increased its efforts to attract new inhabitants
into the city. In the next decades smaller or bigger outbursts
of the plague were a frequent occurrence, particularly in
1374 and 1400. The situation continued unchanged into the
fifteenth century, with big outbursts occurring almost reg
ularly in each decade. Many of these and other waves of the
plague swept not only through Dubrovnik but also through
the whole territory of the republic. In several instances, the
plague first entered the peripheral regions of the state, and
thus in a few cases the Ragusans were able to limit it to the
islands.
The bubonic plague, however, was not the only disease
which affected life in Dubrovnik. There were many others.
Leprosy has been mentioned already; still another problem
was malaria. The city itself was not threatened by it, but the
region of Rijeka Dubrovačka, behind the mountain, where
there was a river, felt the effects of this disease. The situation
was particularly difficult in Ston, the second most important

locality in the republic and the seat of government for the
Pelješac peninsula. Ston was surrounded by shallow sea and
water channels, and it was an important center for the pro
duction of salt. It remained one of the worst malaria areas
on the whole Adriatic coast for centuries. The Ragusan
patricians, in spite of their dedication to duty, hated having
to go to Ston to work, and sending a patrician there for a few
months’ forced stay became a punitive measure used against
unruly members of the elite.
Venereal diseases seem to have arrived in Dubrovnik only
at the beginning of the sixteenth century, after the French
armies spread them in Italy. However, before then there were
physicians in Dubrovnik who declared that they knew how
to cure infirmities of the genitals, but it is not possible to
know what was really meant. O f course, the reason for
venereal disease was prostitution, which always existed in
Dubrovnik, as elsewhere (see Chapter V I). It must be noted
here that in many cases, when there is mention of an epidemic
or disease in documents or chronicles, there is not sufficient
information to identify it exactly.
Apart from hiring physicians, barbers, and pharmacists, the
inhabitants of Dubrovnik looked for additional ways to cope
with the maladies with which they were afflicted. A n impor
tant step was taken with the institution of the quarantine in
1377. This was done, no doubt, under the impact of the
plagues, particularly the one in 1374, and also following the
example of the Venetians, who had initiated a similar mea
sure in that year. The first quarantine area was instituted in
Cavtat and on the small island of M rkan nearby. It was meant
for Ragusans as well as for foreigners coming from contami
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nated regions. Isolation was to be complete and was to last
one month. In 1397 the island of Mljet was included within
the quarantine territory. A special committee was set up to
control the movement of persons coming from suspected
infectious regions, and severe punishments, including fines,
jailing, flogging, branding, and cutting off an ear were intro
duced. Twenty years later, in 1416, and again in 1422 measures
were taken to ensure the proper operation of the government
during epidemics, while in 1426 special functionaries, the
officiates cazamortuorum, were put in charge of sanitation.
From that time, they were responsible for administering pro
cedures to protect the health of persons within the republic,
and they exerted considerable influence.
The quarantine system and other measures were constantly
improved in the fifteenth century. N ew places for confine
ment were found, particularly on some small islands and
in an area not far from the city itself, at Dance, where a wall
which still exists was built in 1466 to isolate the sick from
the rest of the population. It must be noted here, however,
that at this time Dubrovnik had to handle a different kind
of problem.
Constant warfare in Herzegovina in the immediate vicinity of
Dubrovnik, between the Herzegovinian and Ottoman armies, as
well as internal conflicts, had left the region devastated and poor,
and large numbers of people moved toward Dubrovnik
several times in the 1450*8 and i46o’s to escape famine. Thus,
toward the end of 1453 and the beginning of 1454—at a time
when Dubrovnik was at war with the Herzeg Stephen
Vukčić-Kosača—the number of hungry persons from H er
zegovina who had arrived in Dubrovnik and were roaming

around the city was so big that the government decided to
expel all who did not have a dwelling in Dubrovnik, but
this was difficult to achieve. T o prevent additional infiltration
of such persons into the city, armed guards were put at the
gates to repel them. In the autumn of 1454 hundreds of starv
ing Herzegovinians were trying to find food and shelter on
the coast in and around the Republic of Dubrovnik. Many
of them were begging for transportation to Italy, while others
were dying from hunger, according to Ragusan descriptions.
Rut Dubrovnik itself, through guards and other measures,
prevented them from entering its walls, thus preserving its
health and hygienic standards.
Later, in the sixteenth century, a lazaret was built on the
island of Lokrum , and the large lazaret which still stands in
the eastern suburb of Ploče was built only in the seventeenth
century. These measures certainly helped to lessen, if not to
avert completely, the effect of epidemics in Dubrovnik. It
must be added that the Ragusans took steps to protect their
territories from the sea side too. The first such actions were
mentioned in the second half of the fourteenth century, and
they continued later. Ships were sent for quarantine to the
island of Mljet, to Lokrum, or, if their cargoes were particu
larly precious, near the harbor of Dubrovnik itself. Sometimes
they were simply forbidden to enter any Ragusan port and
were sent away. Captains and sailors who lied when exam
ined by the cazamorti about their origin or who violated the
quarantine were punished by fine, imprisonment, and the
cutting off of their ears.
Besides the procedures set up to provide protection from
diseases brought from the outside, Dubrovnik had to take
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measures inside the city to increase the welfare of its inhabi
tants. As described earlier (see Chapter III), the plan of the
city favored the circulation of air because of the straight
streets meeting at right angles. The removal of wooden
houses, particularly at the beginning of the fifteenth century,
not only increased the resistance of the city to fires but also
improved its hygienic standards. But Dubrovnik, like all
medieval cities, suffered from dirty streets which served as
gutters and as repositories of garbage, as well as places in
which animals could circulate together with men. The fact
that the vast majority of streets in Dubrovnik were narrow
only increased the problems. Although the Ragusan govern
ment very early enacted legislation to regulate public hygiene
and punished violators of its orders, it was only in 1388 that a
man was appointed with the specific duty of supervising the
cleanliness of the city. Probably before that date, the main
street, Placa, and some squares were paved with brick. H ow 
ever, in 1389 a special committee of patricians was set up to
oversee the paving of Dubrovnik’s streets, and special meas
ures were taken to ensure sufficient bricks for this work.
The year 1407 was of special importance to the improve
ment of public hygiene on Dubrovnik’s streets. The govern
ment decided to undertake two related tasks: the paving of all
streets and the regulation of the draining of water from them.
Until this time, clean and dirty waters flowed through the
streets toward Placa, the lowest part of the city, and created
pools there which obviously were not only unpleasant but
also a threat to the health of the inhabitants. Besides, when
ever there was a heavy rain, the lower part of Dubrovnik
was inundated and transformed into a swamp. The 1407

regulations were guided by two basic principles: to prevent
all the water from flowing toward Placa while at the same
time draining it from that part of the city, and to guide all
the water toward the sea, partly through the eastern and
partly through the western side of the city. The plan of the
streets and the sloping ground facilitated the execution of this
scheme, which combined the utilization of natural advan
tages with adroit human intervention.
It was certainly in connection with their efforts to im
prove sanitation and to facilitate the functioning of the new
drainage system that the Ragusans decided, also in 1407, to
pave all the streets in the city. A ll the streets were listed, and
every year a certain number of them was selected by lot for
paving. The expenses were shared, half paid by the state and
half by the owners of houses or land on these streets. Some
streets were paved exclusively in stone, while in others inhabi
tants declared their preference for stone or brick. If the
inhabitants of streets that were not yet chosen wanted to have
theirs paved ahead of schedule, they could do so with the same
sharing of expenses. The main work of paving the streets
and squares was completed in about thirty years, but con
stant care and improvement through centuries were required,
particularly as long as parts of the city were paved with brick.
After m aking improvements in the streets and with a
continuing awareness of hygienic standards, the Ragusans felt
the need to organize a garbage-collecting service. The first
four street sweepers were engaged by the government in 1415.
Their duty was not only to collect the garbage and take it out
of the city but also to observe and report anybody who threw
garbage in the streets. Shopkeepers and house owners were
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ordered to sweep and clean in front of their shops and houses
every Saturday after work. A ll of this, of course, does not
mean that Dubrovnik became a model of cleanliness. On the
contrary, repeated governmental legislation, threats, and de
cisions throughout the fifteenth century prove that the Ragusans still did not work hard enough to maintain proper
hygienic conditions in their city. However, there is no doubt
that the concentrated efforts of the government at the begin
ning of the century made Dubrovnik one of the better places
to live in contemporary Europe, and particularly in the
Mediterranean world.
The next important steps in the improvement of living con
ditions in Dubrovnik were taken in the year 1436. One was
the setting up of a sewage system and the other the decision
to build an aqueduct. In 1436 detailed plans were drawn up
for a sewage system which would carry all waste into the sea.
The completed system solved many problems which the city
had faced for a long time. It works to this day and, by general
agreement, was the most functional system that could have
been constructed under the circumstances prevailing in D u
brovnik.
The second big advance was the building of the aqueduct.
Dubrovnik, by its position, was always faced with the prob
lem of an adequate water supply. There was no water any
where around the old city on the rock or the new, enlarged
one. The Ragusans at first drained water from the roofs into
cisterns in or near their houses. The state also dug a number
of public wells, probably after the city expanded and was
surrounded by new walls. Some wells were in the street which
to this day is called Od puča, “ the street of the wells” ; they
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contained filtered sea water which until relatively recent
times was used by the people. However, with the growth in
population, the need for new quantities of water was soon
felt. Government efforts to dig additional and bigger wells
were not adequate, particularly with the increase in textile
production, which required ever larger amounts of water for
the industry and for the imported craftsmen and workers it
employed. The government tried to remedy the situation by
organizing the shipping of water from sources a few miles
east from the city. The water was carried on boats which,
by governmental decree, had to pick up the water and bring
it into the city in a pre-established manner.
Nevertheless, the crisis became increasingly acute, and
finally, in June, 1436, the government accepted an offer by the
Italian architect, Onofrio de la Cava, and his partner to build
an aqueduct. They were to bring the water to Dubrovnik
from a source about ten miles away, on the northern side of
Srdj Mountain. In great detail they spelled out how the
conduits were to be built. The two masters were supposed
to hire one or two local craftsmen who could learn how to
build other aqueducts and how to maintain this one. The
government offered to provide certain materials to the Ital
ians, and Onofrio and his partner were under contract to
complete the whole construction and bring the water into the
city by October, 1437, that is, within one year and four
months, for the price of 8,250 ducats.
The work seems to have lasted a little longer, until 1438,
and to have been somewhat more expensive than planned,
but the results were excellent. The aqueduct was so master
fully made that it not only supplied Dubrovnik with all the
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necessary water in the fifteenth century but continues to
function to the present time (a new aqueduct was built only
a few years ago to supplement the old one). Although he had
a partner in this work, it is Onofrio who is remembered as
the builder of the aqueduct. This, no doubt, is because he
spent a long time in Dubrovnik and participated very actively
in other works (see Chapter III) and especially because he
erected two magnificent fountains in the city after the aque
duct was finished. Between 1438 and 1440, Onofrio built the
big fountain near the western entrance to the city, and a
little later he built a small fountain near the Church of Saint
Blaise. Both were commissioned by the government and
both exist and function today. Thus Onofrio’s works pro
vided Dubrovnik with fresh water and with two beautiful
fountains which are ornaments to the city.
Another important element in improving and maintaining
satisfactory health conditions in Dubrovnik was the provision
for an adequate food supply. Dubrovnik was built on ex
tremely poor, barren land from which very little food could
be obtained. In early epochs, the inhabitants cultivated some
land near the city and paid a tribute to the nearby Slavs for
permission to do so. They also had vineyards on small islands
nearby, but all of this proved to be insufficient as soon as the
population increased. Fishing certainly was an additional
means of obtaining food, but a limited one. Therefore, it is
not surprising that the Ragusans engaged very early in im
porting food. Documents from the end of the thirteenth cen
tury—that is, from the time documents were systematically
preserved*—show that this activity was well organized and
tightly controlled by the government.

This was particularly true of the importation of cereals.
For this vital food, Dubrovnik depended completely on
imports. A special committee of three patricians was in
charge of providing the city with necessary grains—foremost
among them barley, millet, and wheat—and the government
directly decided on all important matters connected with
this trade. Information on crops and the availability of cereals
was eagerly collected, and the government always did its
best to maintain good relations with states and regions from
which cereals were imported. The most important areas
were southern Italy and Sicily, but grains were imported also
from Albania, the region of Ancona, western Asia Minor, the
Black Sea basin, and later from parts of Greece and other
places. A ll of this means that, once the Ottomans became
masters of Asia Minor and southeast Europe, Dubrovnik
depended very heavily on their good w ill for its cereal pro
visions. This was an additional, but very substantial, reason
for its efforts to find and keep a modus vivendi with the
conquerors.
The Ragusans organized the importing of cereals in such a
way that shipowners knew a year ahead of time when their
turn would come to carry grains to the city. They were
strictly controlled and severely punished if they disobeyed
orders. In emergencies the government would simply order
all Ragusan ships to transport cereals, would give prizes to
importers, and would free foreign importers from customs
fees. Foreigners took a relatively small part in this trade, but
in times of great need the government did not hesitate to
confiscate cereals from foreign ships in the Ragusan port.
The trade in cereals inside Dubrovnik was either free and
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handled by private merchants or controlled and organized
by the state. This depended on the available quantities in
Dubrovnik and the needs of the city. When necessary, the
government took full control and even established rationing.
For the preservation of cereals, the Ragusans used their ware
house (jundichus). When this proved insufficient, at the begin
ning of the fifteenth century, they started digging special pits
and storing grains in them. The capacity of these pits was
about 1,200 tons. Gradually they were enlarged, covered, and
improved, all of which eventually led to the building of the
big edifice which to this day is called Rupe-—“ the pits.”
O wing to the excellent organization of cereal provisioning,
Dubrovnik very rarely suffered from famine as many other
cities and regions did. Even in the local chronicles and annals,
which tend to exaggerate dramatic events, there are only
eight mentions of famines in more than five hundred years,
and it has been proved that at least three of these caused no
real difficulty for Dubrovnik.
Cereals, of course, were not the only foodstuffs eaten by
the Ragusans. The government saw to it that the city always
had sufficient quantities of vegetables. Small quantities could
be obtained in Ragusan territory, and the remainder was
imported. Fresh vegetables were grown near the city—
notably cabbage and broccoli, specialties of Dubrovnik to this
day. Meat was imported mainly from the hinterland, rich
in small cattle, and it was consumed fresh, smoked, or salted.
Fish was another important nutriment, frequently preserved
with salt. Fish was also highly appreciated by the rulers and
lords of Bosnia and Serbia and later by Ottomans who became
Ragusan neighbors. The government of Dubrovnik, when
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ever possible, tried to please all of them by providing them
with fish. Cheese was another food very much used in D u
brovnik, whether it was made in Ragusan territory or im
ported from the Balkans.
The cuisine of Dubrovnik required the accompaniment of
olive oil, which many olive trees on Ragusan estates pro
vided. However, the quantities were usually insufficient, and
olive oil had to be imported from Apulia. The government of
Dubrovnik paid much attention to oil and even more to wine.
In fact, after cereals, wine—considered good for the health—
seems to have been the most important article of Ragusan
nutrition. It was found in every house, hospital, monastery,
and even jail. The consumption apparently was considerable,
and when domestic production was insufficient, the govern
ment organized and strictly controlled the traffic and import
ing of wine from Italy. Even the transportation of wine from
the Ragusan islands and Pelješac or Konavli into the city
was constantly surveyed and taxed. Besides the ordinary grapes,
there was a special one from which the famous Maluasia wine
was made. This wine—presumably from Greek vines brought
from Monembasia—was specially prized, and the Ragusans
sometimes sent it as a present to a cardinal in Rome, a prince
in an Italian city, or a doge in Venice. However, with time
its quantity and quality declined, and it lost its role in R a
gusan diplomacy.
Tw o humanitarian institutions which played an important
role in Dubrovnik should be mentioned in conclusion. The
first was the hospital for the poor. The decision to build such
an institution was made in 1347« an<^ consequently the one
which exists to this day in a slightly changed form (as a home
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for elderly people) is one of the oldest in Western Europe. It
was called Hospitale magnum—“ the big hospital”—and many
Ragusans left money to it in their wills. But the sick could
not enter here, for there were separate charitable institutions
for them. In 1540 the Hospitale magnum was transformed
into a general hospital, called Domus Christie and this was
the beginning of the Ragusan hospital existing now. A t first,
only men were accepted into the new hospital, while sick
women continued to live in charity homes, very numerous
in the city throughout the fourteenth and the following
centuries. These institutions, like many other charitable activ
ities, were supported through private efforts and donations,
which were always abundant in Dubrovnik.
The second important humanitarian institution was the
orphanage. Founded in 1432, this Hospitale misericordiae
was one of the earliest in Western Europe. There were, in
deed, many illegitimate and poor children in Dubrovnik. It
must be emphasized that Ragusans did not hide the fact
that they had illegitimate children. On the contrary, they
cared for them very well. Many of them helped such children
get an education and jobs, and almost regularly in testaments
these children were mentioned and their fathers left them
money or other gifts. This recognition of illegitimate children
went so far that, at the beginning of the fifteenth century,
illegitimate children of patricians started taking their fathers’
names and wearing external signs of nobility—a thing which
could not possibly be accepted—and in 1413 it was officially
proposed to the Major Council to prohibit such practices
(see Chapter V I).
This does not mean, however, that all such children were

happy and well cared for in Dubrovnik. As elsewhere, there
were many cases of neglected and even murdered illegitimate
children, as well as many poor children. This is why the
orphanage was created and detailed plans for its functioning
and financing were made. The government closely supervised
this institution and tried to improve its living conditions.
The orphanage, sometime during its existence, supposedly
received pregnant women and enabled them to give birth to
their children, whom they would then leave at the orphan
age. A t the same time it accepted already born children. In
both instances complete secrecy of identity was guaranteed.
Ragusans could adopt children from the orphanage beginning
in the fifteenth century, and peasants particularly took ad
vantage of the opportunity to do so.
W ith these institutions demonstrating humanitarian sensi
bility and serving practical purposes as well; with one of the
first pharmacies in Europe and pharmacists and physicians to
take care of the health of its inhabitants; with quarantine
and other measures constantly enforced against diseases
and epidemics; with the paving of streets and squares and
the building of sewage and drainage systems and of the
aqueduct to improve hygiene; and with constant care for
essential food supplies, Dubrovnik undoubtedly achieved one
of the highest standards of health and sanitation protection
in contemporary Europe. Moreover, in this field, as in others,
Dubrovnik played an important role in the transmission of
achievements between the East and the West. Indeed, much
of what it did was done under the influence of Italian models,
while at the same time Dubrovnik served as a model and as
a reliable source of medical help for the Balkan hinterland.
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Intellectual Life and Culture
v a l u a t i n g the intellectual life and cultural development
of a medieval city is probably the most difficult part of
the complex task of describing the life of the city as a whole.
The elements which compose the picture of the intellectual
activity in a city are numerous and are not always easy to
identify. The influences are diverse, unequal in their inten
sity, and frequently contradictory in their effect. A ll of this
holds true of a city on the crossroads between the East and
the West at a time when both areas were undergoing dynamic
and profound changes and when the city itself was very
rapidly developing. Another problem, of course, is the avail
able source material from which the intellectual and cultural
life of Dubrovnik can be seen and evaluated. V ery little can
be said for the period before the 1270*5 since there are almost
no extant documents for that epoch and what few have
survived do not deal with the aspect of life which interests
us here.
It can be safely asserted that a new spirit in Dubrovnik, a
new awareness of the civic life inside its walls, developed in
the second half of the thirteenth century. T w o important
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manifestations of this new spirit confirm this view : the
writing of the statutes of the city and the beginning of the
preservation of state documents. The statutes were written
in 1272. They reflect the situation in the city and its adminis
tration as it had developed up to that time, but they also
contain decisions that affected the future growth of the
Commune of Dubrovnik, its foreign relations, and its com
merce. The mere fact that the statutes were written indicates
the existence of a new concept of the city and its life, a
concept very much influenced, no doubt, by what was going
on in the Italian cities across the Adriatic.
The second extremely important development, coming a
little later than the statutes, was the beginning of the systematic
preservation of the documents by the Commune; in fact, this
was the start of what are today the famous Historical Archives
of Dubrovnik. Jorjo Tadic correctly evaluated them by saying
that in these archives “ in a relatively small space, there are
collected, one could say almost condensed, many more im
portant historical materials—not only concerning Dubrovnik
—than in many other large, even the largest archives. This
is one of the features of the archives of Dubrovnik which
make them one of the world’s outstanding collections of
sources, particularly in Southeastern Europe and on the
Mediterranean.”
The year 1278 marks the approximate beginning of this
important collection, but there are separate acts from long
before that year. The oldest document preserved in the
archives is a papal bull of 1022, by which the Ragusan
Bishopric was elevated to Archbishopric. The series in which
this document is kept, Acta Sanctae Mariae Maioris, contains

113

DUBROVNIK

INTELLECTUAL LIFE AND CULTURE

separate acts from the eleventh to the nineteenth centuries.
Only one other document is from the eleventh century, but
the acts from the two following centuries are much more
numerous. From 1278 on, there are thousands of volumes in
which documents covering all aspects of everyday life in the
city and its international relations were recorded and pre
served. The archives of Dubrovnik today contain about 7,000
volumes, divided into 92 series, as well as some 100,000
separate acts. A ll together they constitute an almost limitless
wealth of data not only on Dubrovnik itself but on the
Balkans, Italy, Albania, Greece, Spain, Hungary, and, to a
smaller degree, practically all European countries in the
period from 1278 until 1808.
Both the statutes and the beginning of the archives reflect
the prosperity and improvement of life in Dubrovnik. While
the statutes—and additions to them, as well as other later
laws—have considerable importance for the study of D u
brovnik, there can be no doubt that the archival documents
are the basic source of information on all aspects of the city’s
life and change. Those documents were written primarily in
Latin, Italian, and Slavic (using the Cyrillic alphabet), with
a small number in Greek, French, Spanish, and other lan
guages. There are also several thousand Ottoman documents
in Dubrovnik. It is not surprising, however, that most of
these acts were written in Latin, since that was the official
language of the state and remained such until the downfall
of the republic. It should be noted, nevertheless, that a specific
Romanic language, Old Ragusan, was still used in Dubrovnik.
A t this time it was used only by tradition in internal affairs of
the city, but even in that domain its role was diminishing.

Italian was widespread, not only because of the presence of
many Italians in Dubrovnik, but also because it was the
commercial language of the Mediterranean, owing to the
pre-eminence of Italian commercial city republics, particu
larly Venice, in the Mediterranean trade. Ragusan merchants
knew Italian and wrote letters in that language. The govern
ment itself sometimes corresponded with its ambassadors in
Italian.
The slavicization of Dubrovnik, however, had begun very
early, probably in the tenth century, and was completed by
the second half of the thirteenth century. As early as the
first half of the 1200’s there was a Slavic chancellery in
Dubrovnik. Its chancellors, who read and wrote in the Slavic
Cyrillic alphabet, handled the correspondence of Dubrovnik
with the rulers and feudal lords of the Balkan hinterland,
who knew no Latin or Italian. The first Cyrillic document in
Dubrovnik was the treaty with Bosnia in 1189, and later
Cyrillic documents became quite numerous, including not
only official correspondence but also private acts and letters
from individual merchants. This is only one indication of
the increasing slavicization of Dubrovnik; there are many
others. One of the oldest streets existing today under the
name Prijeko, meaning “ across,” was already called Prijeki
put, “ the road across,” in the 1280’s. Outside but close to the
city there is a hill, Ilijina glavica, whose modern name is
found in documents of the same epoch in exactly the same
form. Hundreds of personal names, including those of mem
bers of patrician families, testify to the successful process of
slavicization in the thirteenth century.
There is interesting and direct proof that, although the
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official language of Dubrovnik was Latin, the population
spoke the Slavic language at the end of the thirteenth and
the beginning of the fourteenth century. For example, in
1284 a man fleeing from the police escaped to a boat in the
harbor, and the scribe, in the Latin description of this event,
wrote that the people of Dubrovnik were screaming “ Podhi
shogo,” a purely Slavic farewell (“Podji s B o go m ? or “ Go
with God” ). In addition, in the early decades of the four
teenth century, the government repeatedly ordered its town
criers to announce decrees and news to the population in
Latin and in Slavic. Slavic words gradually penetrated in
increasing numbers into Latin and Italian inventories of
such things as household goods and clothing, where they
were written with roman letters. In the fifteenth century
these words appeared with growing frequency in judicial
decisions, relating many obscenities and various offences
hurled between persons in everyday quarrels. In the acts
written in the chancellery of Ston especially, there are not
only signatures and single words but entire phrases written
in Slavic, usually in Cyrillic letters.
The slavicization of patricians, who for a while had em
phasized their alleged Roman origins, gradually advanced
to such a degree that by the fifteenth century they were using
the Slavic language even in governmental councils. In fact,
it became necessary for the government to forbid this practice
in 1472.
It must be noted, however, that slavicization was not in
any way the result of a planned effort in education but the
consequence of a natural process of demographic growth,
created by the constant influx of the nearby Slavic popula
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tions. Education could never have brought about the slavici
zation, for it was oriented in quite a different direction.
Literacy in Dubrovnik was relatively widespread from early
times, because it was a prerequisite for successful trade. With
the development of commercial operations and an increase
in their worth, the need for literacy and some knowledge of
mathematics was felt even in lower social groups.
There were private teachers in Dubrovnik, particularly
priests and individuals from Italy, but the first mention of a
teacher appointed officially is from March 6, 1333. The govern
ment unanimously decided that, “ since in the city of Dubrovnik
there is no teacher to instruct boys in grammar, ten hyperperi
be given for one year from the communal property to Master
Nicolas from Verona, who must teach boys in grammar and
other sciences he knows and to write, and that he be paid
according to the habitude of the city.” This is an indication
that the ten hyperperi were given for habitation (as in later
cases of other teachers) and that there was a previously estab
lished way of remunerating the teachers. Therefore, Nicolas
probably was not the first. From this time on, there was
regular mention of teachers being engaged by the government to instruct children in Dubrovnik. Their teaching
consisted mainly of Latin grammar and, of course, writing
and reading. The salaries of the teachers were rather low at
the beginning. The first one, mentioned in 1346, consisted of
only twenty hyperperi, but the teachers were authorized to
accept payments from their pupils. However, financial re
munerations rapidly increased. By 1348 the count was allowed
to pay up to forty hyperperi per year to “ Master Anthony,
who was made doctor of grammar,” and in 1362 the Ragusans
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were offering up to thirty ducats (sixty hyperperi) for a
teacher. These men were also allowed to accept payments
from their pupils, but on a smaller, controlled scale.
The teachers came mostly from Italy, but there were local
men, particularly priests, who also served in this capacity.
It is quite probable that some of them taught Cyrillic script,
but the only such case confirmed by documentary evidence
was that of “ Nicolas the Bulgarian,” in 1390-92, who was
called “ master of Slavic letters” and who taught “ Slavic
letters.” The Italian teachers were recruited mainly in Venice,
but they came from many parts of Italy. A n interesting letter
in 1381 from the Ragusan government to a patrician who
was studying in Padua, asking him to find a teacher to send
to Dubrovnik, describes very well what kind of man Dubrov
nik wanted and what he was expected to do. H e was to be
“ a good master of grammar, who w ill be a good grammarian,
positive and true, of good habits and a good and honest way
of life, and aged from thirty to forty years or thereabout.” He
was to be offered the enormous salary of one hundred ducats
a year and could be engaged for two years at once. His duties
would be “ to teach well, solicitously, and assiduously all the
pupils, citizens, and inhabitants of Dubrovnik in grammar
as well as in reading and writing and to improve their habits,
without accepting any payment from those pupils.” The
prospective teacher was to be told that fathers and relatives
of the pupils would be grateful for his work and would honor
him adequately.
There were parents, however, who were not fully satisfied
with the education their sons could acquire in school, and
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they made separate agreements with private teachers for
additional training. An example of such an agreement is the
one made in 14 13 between “ Master Lucas from Šibenik, rector
of the schools,” and an Albanian priest whose nephew Lucas
was supposed to teach “ to read, explain, and translate [that
is, in Italian] Donatus and Cato and to remember from
Donatus what will be possible to the intellect” of the young
man. In addition, the boy was to learn how to read and to
remember various grammatical rules. A ll of this Lucas was
supposed to achieve as quickly and as well as possible for the
very small salary of only sixteen hyperperi. In time the need
for a higher standard of teaching became so strong that in
1433 the government decided to establish a sort of high school,
separate from the existing grammar school. It is therefore jus
tified to say that the gymnasium existing in Dubrovnik today
is the continuation of the high school established in 1433.
The old grammar school continued to offer classes taught
by teachers, while for the high school the Ragusans began
hiring professors from Italy who had varying amounts of
humanistic education. Certainly the most important among
them was Philippus de Diversis de Quartigianis, a man from
Lucca who served from 1434 to 1440 as the principal of the
Ragusan high school. He was a “ master of grammar, rhetoric,
logic, and philosophy” for “ adult and non-adult pupils.” In
spite of these high titles, de Diversis seems to have been less
than successful in Dubrovnik, and he complained that the
Ragusans were more interested in practical than in theoretical
knowledge. H e left, however, a valuable description of D u 
brovnik in his work Situs aedificiorum, politiae et lauda-
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bilium consuetudinum inclytae civitatis Ragusii, or “ The
Site of the Buildings, Policies, and Praiseworthy Habits of
the Illustrious City of Ragusium.”
Another interesting teacher was Daniel Clarus from
Parma, to whom the famous Aldus Manutius dedicated his
“ editio princeps” of Aristophanes’ comedies in 1498. This
happened during Clarus’ stay in Dubrovnik, 1485-1505. At
the same time, Elias Lampridius Crijević, a Ragusan who had
achieved vast fame as a humanist and had been crowned in
Rome as “ poeta laureatus,” served as teacher in his native
city from 1497 until 1504 and again from 1510 until 1520.
The Ragusans were evidently trying to get the best men
they could to teach their children and were rather successful
in their efforts. Although the impact of these teachers in
Dubrovnik was certainly considerable, illiteracy and ignor
ance did not disappear from the city, nor did education in
general attain a very high level. The best proof of the con
tinuing illiteracy, even within the ranks of the patriciate, is
found in the decision of the Major Council in 1455 that there
after no patrician could occupy a position in or outside the
city unless he was able to read and write, “ for those who do
not know how to read and write should rather be governed,
than govern others, and it is of no honor to that administra
tion or government that has in its ranks an ignorant man,
unskilled in reading and writing.” There can be no doubt,
however, that throughout the fourteenth and fifteenth cen
turies there was a considerable effort within Dubrovnik to
improve education, that this effort bore results, and that in
this activity, too, Dubrovnik was on the watershed of two
cultures, the Italian in the West and the Slavic in the East.

Apart from teachers, many other experts and specialists
came to Dubrovnik from Italy. W e have already spoken of
physicians and pharmacists (see Chapter I V ) . A number of
priests and friars came from Italy, and it is of particular
importance that many Ragusan archbishops were Italians.
Another group was the notaries and chancellors. Their role
in Dubrovnik, as in any developed medieval city, was very
valuable and went considerably beyond their immediate tasks
in the notary or chancellery, extending into the diplomatic
field especially. Being generally highly respected men, they
were frequently involved in delicate diplomatic missions.
More importantly, however, the notaries and chancellors
brought humanistic ideas to Dubrovnik which they learned
while living and being educated in Italy. Thus they con
tributed very much to the stirring of the new humanistic
spirit in Dubrovnik. This can be observed in the Latin of
documents and letters that they wrote. It became much more
elaborate as the notaries tried to imitate the writings of
classical Latin authors. In addition, an increasing number of
quotations from ancient writers were included in various
acts, particularly in testaments. W hile testaments from the
fourteenth century were usually simple and straightforward,
those from the fifteenth century—especially the testaments
of patricians and priests—abounded in quotations in Latin,
within Italian texts, from the Bible and from classical sources.
The handwriting of the chancellors changed and became
clearly more individualistic and freer from established rules.
Another proof of the penetration of the humanistic spirit
in Dubrovnik is the latinization of personal names, mainly
among patricians. Thus in the fifteenth century there were
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Ragusan noblemen named Pompeius, Scipio, and so forth.
Also, there were cases in which family names of patricians
were translated from Italian into Latin form. It must be said,
however, that this transmission of Italian humanistic influ
ences into Dubrovnik was not only the result of Italians com
ing to that city. There were many young Ragusans, mostly
patricians, who went to Italy, mainly to Padua, to get an
education at the university there. W e have already mentioned
a case of this kind in 1381, but such stays in Italy were much
more frequent in the fifteenth century. For example, in 1464
a nobleman left orders in his testament for all his books to
be given to his grandson who “ has started working on the
study of letters and for this reason is staying at Padua” ; in the
following year another patrician left 259 hyperperi “ to the
college of Padua or Bologna” if it were established that he
and his brother had illegally taken something from these
colleges. In September, 1465, the canon and nobleman Dominicus Gučetić who was preparing to go to study in Italy,
wrote his testament in which he gave an interesting explana
tion for his decision to undertake this activity at a not-soyoung age: “ I wish to appear at the tribunal of the Supreme
Judge not in any other way but with a purified and clean
conscience, but I have soiled it from the earliest memories,
and not having ability nor possibility of unsoiling it otherways, I intend to do it through study and through other, very
adequate means.” Many other Ragusans studied elsewhere
in Italy and even in Paris, and their contribution to Dubrov
nik’s culture was certainly quite substantial.
Some of these people became prominent not only in D u
brovnik but in the Western world as well. Three among

them deserve special mention: Ivan Stojković, Ivan Gazul,
and Benko Kotr ulje vie. A ll were born about 1400. Ivan
Stojković (Johannes de Staiis), son of a poor shoemaker,
became a Dominican friar and was sent on a government
scholarship to Paris to study at the Sorbonne. His perform
ance was excellent, and he managed to ascend rapidly in the
ecclesiastical ranks. Having become first an important figure
at the papal court at Rome, he later played one of the leading
roles in the Basle Council and also greatly helped the R a
gusans in obtaining the concession for navigation to Egypt
and Syria (see Chapter II).
As envoy of the Basle Council, Stojković traveled to Con
stantinople to seek the union of the Eastern and the Western
churches. He was certainly picked for this job because of his
knowledge of the Slavic language and of the Balkan situation.
Stojković profited by his two-year stay in Constantinople by
having theological and classical Greek works copied for him
which he carried back to Basle. In Constantinople, Stojković
had discussions with Patriarch Joseph II, a Bulgarian by
origin, with whom he spoke Slavic. The Ragusan govern
ment profited by Stojković’s stay in the Byzantine capital
and asked him to intervene with Emperor John V III to obtain
commercial privileges for Dubrovnik. Stojković did, but
nothing came of this attempt because of other circumstances.
However, this is another proof that Stojković’s links with
his homeland remained very strong even after he was elevated
to high positions in the church and had established a reputa
tion as a prominent humanist and bibliophile, as well as an
ecclesiastical diplomat and dignitary. Stojković stressed his
Slavic origins also during his long disputations with the
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Bohemian Hussite representatives in Basle. But this outstand
ing man died young, shortly after becoming a cardinal,
in 1444, apparently leaving a large number of theological
treatises and perhaps a description of his trip to Constan
tinople.
Ivan Gazul (Johannes Gazulus) was born about 1400,
probably in Albania and certainly of Albanian Catholic
parents. He spent most of his life in Dubrovnik, considered
himself to be a Ragusan, and was seen as such by others.
Gazul became a priest very young and was educated in D u
brovnik and Padua, where he obtained a doctorate in philos
ophy. He started very early performing important diplomatic
missions for the Ragusan government, visiting the pope in
Rome, the German emperor, the Hungarian king, prominent
Hungarian feudal lords, and others. During his travels in
Italy, he established many contacts with humanists and
scholars, particularly those working in the field of astronomy.
Everywhere he went, Gazul bought books and brought them
back to Dubrovnik, thus building a valuable private library
that would play an important role in Dubrovnik’s cultural
life. A prominent bibliophile and astronomer, Gazul acquired
such fame that in 1459 he was invited by the Hungarian and
Croatian king, Mattias Corvinus, to come to his court “ with
the books of his profession,” an honor that Gazul refused
because of his age and poor health. He died in 1465, and his
prestige in Dubrovnik is best shown by the way he was
called in his testament: “ The venerable Master Johannes
Gazulus, doctor of arts and most illustrious astronomer.”
The third important figure in this group was Benko
Kotr ulje vie (Bencius de Cotruglio), a Ragusan who began

studying in Italy, never finished his studies, but managed
nevertheless to acquire a sound knowledge of classical history
and philosophy. As a merchant, he obtained vast practical
experience and traveled throughout the western Mediter
ranean. In 1451 he settled in Naples and became an important
figure in the court of the Neapolitan Aragonese king,
Alphons V . Kotruljević wrote a botanical work, now lost,
and in 1458 a book in Italian: On Commerce and the Perfect
Merchant. This was the first attempt ever made to deal in a
scholarly way with the problem of the origins of commerce,
its nature, and its many aspects and techniques (credit, ex
change, deposits, bookkeeping by double entry, and so forth).
The work is valuable also because it emphasizes the views of
the emerging modern citizenry on nature, education, religion,
and social problems. In addition, Kotruljević sharply criti
cized his conservative contemporaries and fellow citizens.
Although he spent most of his life in Italy, other members
of his family stayed in Dubrovnik, and his links with them
and the city were never severed. In 1458 he became Dubrov
nik’s consul in Naples. In the same year K in g Alphons V
died and was succeeded by K ing Ferdinand, during whose
rule Kotruljević apparently climbed even higher in the royal
favor, becoming chief of the royal mint. He died in 1469.
Books, of course, are one of the most important indicators
of the cultural level achieved by any human community.
This holds true for Dubrovnik, as it does for all other medi
eval cities. As early as the first half of the fourteenth century,
Ragusan testaments mentioned books, mainly ecclesiastical
books owned by priests or churches. For example, a presbyter
had pawned “ a book of mass” of the Church of Saint Savior,
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and another priest, who had “ many books,” left his breviary
to the presbyter of the Church of Saint James of Višnjica in
1333. Still another priest and patrician in 1338 possessed a
breviary, a volume of chants, and a missal. W e have already
spoken of books that Anthony of Montefiore had in Serbia
in 1337. One more from among others in the fourteenth
century was a nobleman from an outstanding family in
Kotor, Thomas Pauli de Thoma. He had been accepted into
the Ragusan patriciate and in 1329 left a legacy for a missal
and a manual to be provided for his chapel to Saint Nicolas
in Dubrovnik.
It is impossible to list here all the testaments, inventories,
and other documents which show the presence of books,
more numerous and important because of their quality and
variety, in fifteenth-century Dubrovnik. Therefore, only a
few examples will be given. In the previous chapter we
commented about thirty books owned in 1418 by “ Doctor
Magister Petrus physicus,” son of Albertinus de Camurata.
Another testament, again of a physician, “ Master Jacobus de
Prothonotariis, knight and medical doctor from Messina,”
who was killed in Serbia in 1439, listed thirteen books, in
cluding a breviary, a work by Seneca, and others. Religious
books did not disappear from the interest of fifteenth-century
Ragusans. Their testaments continued to have frequent men
tion of money left to buy books for churches and of breviaries
left to priests; on the other hand, it is evident that priests
themselves now possessed more than exclusively ecclesiasti
cal books. For example, in 1464 a priest spoke of “ all my
books,” and another, in the following year, mentioned “ all
my booklets.” Interestingly, it seems that the priests did not

hesitate to use their religious books for practical purposes
which had little to do with religion or letters. This was the
case in 1473 when “ the venerable man, Lord Dominicus de
Babalio, Canon of Dubrovnik” and a patrician, stated in his
testament that he had pawned his new missal to another
canon and patrician in order to obtain thirty hyperperi needed
for a topcoat.
Priests and physicians, however, were not the only ones to
own books and be interested in them. In 1478 there was
mention of nineteen “ big and small” books which had be
longed to the late “ Master George Spano, physician, but
other persons possessed books as well. In 1462 the nobleman
Matthew Djurdjević owned “ books of statutes and laws of
the land and a book written by my hand in which are entered
the houses of noblemen and the dead noblemen and various
other things.” In 1464 the patrician Marin Restić left all his
books to his grandson who was at the time studying in Padua.
An interesting testament from Ston in 1500 mentioned a
whole series of books, including works by Cicero, Suetonius,
Ovid, Vergil, and others. There were many houses, both those
of patricians and of rich citizens, in which books were kept
and read. These were all manifestations of the spread of the
new, humanistic spirit in Dubrovnik. Books were expensive
luxuries, objects which frequently could be obtained only
through the painstaking work of copying their texts by hand
or having them copied by experts.
There were in Dubrovnik such experts, particularly among
the priests, but the notaries and chancellors of the city seem
to have been particularly active in arranging for books to be
copied and even exported from Dubrovnik. In 1412 the
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priest Marin Kovačić promised to the Ragusan notary and
chancellor Jacobus de Ugodonicis “ to write with his own
hand a beautiful, legal, and solemn missal” similar to the one
the cathedral had but “ with somewhat bigger letters.” The
pages were to be “ white, good, square, and without any
diminution at the corners.” Kovačić was supposed to write
in the book all the prayers used by Rugusans and others.
He was to form the big letters and all the other small letters
well rounded and miniated in two good and excellent colors,
that is to say, cinnabar and the fine overseas blue.” The work
was to be completed within eight months at a price of thirtyfive ducats. Books were also exported from Dubrovnik. In
I 429 a man from the island of Rab, living in Trogir, received
from a Ragusan chancellor “ a volume of thirty-two works
by Seneca, written on parchment, and an explanation of
Seneca’s letters, on paper,” to be carried to “ Guido de
Spilimbergo,” who lived in Rijeka (Fium e). The fact that
buying or copying books was a difficult and expensive busi
ness did not discourage the Ragusans, and this certainly
speaks well for their cultural level at the time.
A most important date in connection with the role played
by books in the cultural life of Dubrovnik was the year 1465.
In February of that year the prominent astronomer, diplomat,
bibliophile, and intellectual, Ivan Gazul, died. His testament
dealt at length with his many books. Gazul bequeathed all
his volumes pertaining to canon law and the holy scriptures to
the Cathedral of Saint Mary the Major in Dubrovnik on the
condition that they be put in one place, chosen by the pro
curators of the church, “ where they must remain for perpe
tuity, as long as those books will last, for the convenience of

(hose who would like to see or read something in the said
books, and they cannot be given and accommodated to any
body in particular, but must always stay, as it was said, in a
library \in una biblioteca] for the convenience of those who
would like to read or see anything.” Gazul ordered that his
“ other books” be disposed of by the executors of his testa
ment. One of his volumes, however, was probably on loan
to a priest who had to give it back. From the rest of the testa
ment it is evident that Gazul expected his books, except
those left to the library in the cathedral, to be sold and a
number of his debts to be paid and legacies made from the
profit.
Thus Gazul, in effect, created the first public library in
Dubrovnik. The fact that he wanted his books to be kept in
the cathedral is not surprising; not only was he a priest,
but the cathedral in Dubrovnik, as in many other Western
cities, was considered to be the safest place in town. By
entrusting the cathedral with the preservation of his volumes,
Gazul was simply following in the steps of the Ragusan
government itself, which kept its documents, as well as its
treasury, there. The books that Gazul left in 1465 laid down
the foundation of the Scientific Library in Dubrovnik which
exists to this day in the city. Others followed his example,
particularly priests. Thus in October, 1473, the presbyter
Nicolas Djončić, “ decretorum doctor” and former principal
of the Ragusan high school, in his testament left all his “ legal
books to the Church of Saint Mary the Major on the same
condition under which the books of Johannes Gazulus were
bequeathed.” Djončić, however, had many other books and
libels. H e mentioned a writing of Saint Augustine’s mono
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logues, an old explication of the Gospel, and other writings—booklets in which there were treatises of canon law, letters,
jokes, poetry. He kept the books in coffers. Some were to be
sold; others were bequeathed to various priests. A ll the
theological and philosophical volumes were to be given to
the Dominican monastery and church, and some books were
left to Andrew Kotr ulje vie. The mention of the Dominican
monastery is particularly significant, since both the Domini
can and the Franciscan monasteries became very important
centers for collecting manuscripts and books, and in a later
period their libraries developed into repositories of the man
uscripts of Ragusan literary men, keeping this role until the
present time.
Indeed, beginning in the fifteenth century, Ragusan writers
produced a series of literary works which show, better than
anything else, the high quality of Dubrovnik’s cultural
achievements, but we shall not deal with this activity in
greater detail, because it belongs mostly to the sixteenth
century. In the fifteenth century there first were minor poems,
written in Latin and on the model of the Italian humanistic
poets. Some poets in Dubrovnik knew Greek and wrote
verses in that language too. One of them, Djivo Gučetić, in
the second half of the fifteenth century, is said to have written
poems in Latin, Greek, and Slavic. In his testament he
mentioned his “ Greek and Latin books.” Slavic, however,
very quickly found its way in the new poetic activity. In fact,
it seems very probable that there were Slavic poets from the
earliest period of this cultural revival, but we know almost
nothing of them. Even the first six lines of Slavic poetry,
written in Cyrillic letters in the year 1421, were preserved
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only by chance on the margin of an archival book from the
thirteenth century.
The first complete Slavic poems which have been preserved
date from the second half of the fifteenth century. The two
earliest known poets were Šiško Menčetić and Djore Držić.
Both of them wrote the Slavic text in roman script, and they
were very much influenced by Italian contemporary poetry.
However, they introduced in their poetry many elements of
Slavic folk poetry. This is one of the essential characteristics
of the entire range of Ragusan literary work in the fifteenth
century and later, of which the poems of Menčetić and Držić
were only the precursors.
The literature of ancient Dubrovnik provides an excellent
example of the role that city served as a link between the
East and the West and of its capacity for absorbing influences
from both sides, creating in turn its own original works.
Even in the Latin products of Ragusan authors there are
many Slavic folk elements. The same holds true for the
literary works of Croatian writers in Dalmatia at the time.
But perhaps the most striking achievements in this respect
are the comedies of the famous Marin Držić in the sixteenth
century. With exquisite sense and great talent, this Ragusan
author blended purely Italian models and influences with
genuine Slavic folk traditions, producing comedies in the
Slavic language—notably Uncle Maroje and The Miser—
whose originality and wit ensure their success on the stage to
this day.
Another group of authors whose works do not belong
exactly to the literary production but whose literary ambitions
—at least with some of them—were not absent from their
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endeavors were the historiographers. Historiography ap
peared in Dubrovnik for the first time in the fourteenth
century, and the first known author was John of Ravenna,
Ragusan chancellor from 1384 to 1387. His work, called
Histona Ragusii, a geographical description of Dubrovnik
and its life, shows that the author was somewhat less than
favorably impressed with the city at the time. Much more
important is the excellent work of the already mentioned
Phihppus de Diversis, written in 1440. In
Site of the
Buildings, Policies, and Praiseworthy Habits of the Illustri
ous City of Ragusium, de Diversis gave a comprehensive
picture of the administrative, social, economic, and cultural
situation in Dubrovnik in the first half of the fifteenth cen
tury, and, despite some critical remarks, it is clear that he
was very favorably impressed. Toward the end of the fif
teenth century an anonymous man, possibly a friar, wrote a
book of annals of Dubrovnik up to 1485 to which a group of
later authors added information until 1700. Furthermore,
a Ragusan who had studied in Paris, Lodovicus Tubero
Crijevic, wrote his Commentarii in which he showed par
ticular interest for Hungarian and Ottoman affairs. A ll of
these works were written in Latin. In the second half of
the sixteenth century, Nicolas Ranjina wrote in Italian the
Annali di
Ragusa,which covers the period until 1552.
nstretto degli annali d i Rausa, by Giacomo di Pietro Luccari
(Lukarević), is a valuable work published in 1605 and
covering Ragusan history until 1600. From a considerably
later period, the end of the seventeenth and the first half of
the eighteenth century, comes the best Ragusan historical

work, th
e Ragusan Chronicle, written in Italian by Junius
Kestic and dealing with events up to 1451.
We should now cast a quick glance on the development of
ne arts m Dubrovnik in the fourteenth and fifteenth cen
turies. First of all, a school of painting had its roots in D u
brovnik probably as far back as the eleventh century and
achieved the pinnacle of its development in the fifteenth and
sixteenth centuries. There is no doubt that this school had
considerable importance in the cultural life of the city. The
artists, who came to Dubrovnik from the Balkan hinterland,
almatia, Italy, and even Germatiy, brought with them their
particular styles. Am ong them were families in which paint
ing had been a tradition for generations. Multiple influences,
particularly from Italy and from Byzantium, left their traces
on the paintings produced in Dubrovnik, which for the most
part show unique characteristics. These paintings, in turn,
influenced the artistic production in the Balkan hinterland.
ilie Ragusan government supported artistic endeavors in
various ways.
Toward the end of the fifteenth and the beginning of the
sixteenth century, two leading painters brought the Ragusan
^hool of painting to the highest point of its development.
ey were Nicolas Božidarević and Mihoč Hamzić. Božidarevic, son of a peasant painter, was educated in Venice.
Although his works were greatly influenced by austere relig
ious norms, they clearly showed an evolution toward Ren
aissance artistic concepts. Hamzić, descendant of a German
family from K oln which had settled in Ston, studied some
ime with the famous Andrea Mantegna in Mantua. His
paintings efinitely belonged to the Renaissance style.
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The Ragusan school of painting served as another inter
mediary in the exchange of influences between East and
West. Many painters took apprentices from the city itself
and from the nearby Balkan areas and thus transmitted
their knowledge and their style to new generations and to
local people. On the other hand, a number of Ragusan
painters undoubtedly worked in Italy and can probably be
designated by the general denomination Schiavone, given in
that country to many artists from the eastern Adriatic coast.
On the whole, the Ragusan school produced large numbers
of paintings in Dubrovnik, most of which were commis
sioned by churches or for them. Though many were de
stroyed in fires or in the terrible earthquake of 1667, a
number survive and can be seen today in churches and
museums in the city and its vicinity.
It is interesting that in a later period the Ragusan arch
bishop, Lodovico Beccadelli (1556-64), played a major role
in artistic contacts between Dubrovnik and the leading
Italian painters. He invited Michelangelo to visit Dubrovnik,
and it seems that the great artist was willing to go but was
prevented by the death of a companion. Beccadelli was also
in constant touch with Titian, who had painted his portrait.
It seems that the archbishop invited this illustrious artist to
visit Dubrovnik, but again without success. Nevertheless,
Dubrovnik’s links with Titian and his school, as well as with
the Bellini brothers and their school, were rather strong.
Titian had already done a painting for a Ragusan patrician
in 1520, but this work never reached the city; it remained
in Ancona, where it is today. However, there were at least
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three paintings by Titian in Dubrovnik itself, two of which
still survive, as well as a number of works by minor Italian
artists of the period.
There was little sculpture of excellence produced in D u
brovnik. The exceptions are few. There are, for example, the
capitals of the columns in the Franciscan cloister-—exquisite
fourteenth-century works done by the artist Miho from Bar
—and the Gothic portal of the Franciscan church. There also
are the capitals of the Dominican cloister columns and the
portal of that church, not as valuable as the Franciscan ones;
capitals on columns in the houses and gardens of some
patricians; and ornaments on both Onofrio’s fountains and
on the Sponza Palace. The most important sculptures, how
ever, are those serving as ornaments on the Rector’s Palace,
dating from the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries. Most
outstanding are the capitals of the columns of the facade of
the palace and the ornaments of the main portal.
Hindering the development of sculpture in Dubrovnik
was the refusal of the government to allow any representa
tions of individuals by statues. It was only in the late six
teenth century that the erection of a bust of little artistic value
to Miho Pracat, a rich merchant who had left all his proper
ties to the state and who had performed great services for
the republic, was approved, but even that one was erected
inside the Rector’s Palace, not in a public place. The only
other human representation was the statue of Orlando,
erected in 1417, a mediocre work by the sculptors Anthony of
Dubrovnik and Bonino of M ilan; of course, it was not a
monument to a person but a symbol of communal freedom.
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Recently a beautiful statue of an old man has been discovered
and is considered to be the work of the prominent Croatian
architect and sculptor, Juraj Dalmatinac.
It is noteworthy, however, that in spite of its weakness,
sculpture also served as a link between the East and the West.
In fact, there were Ragusan sculptors who went to Italy and
worked there. One of them was Simeon Raguseus, a thir
teenth-century artist whose name figures to this day on the
portal of a church in Barletta, in southern Italy. On the other
hand, several Italians played prominent roles in the shaping
of Dubrovnik’s sculpted ornaments. One was Petrus Martini
from Milan, who worked on the sculptures of Onofrio’s
fountain, the Rector’s Palace, and other objects. His fame
was such that he was later invited to go to the court of K ing
Alphons of Aragon, in Naples, from where he eventually
went to the French royal court, with the high title of “ royal
sculptor.”
Let us add briefly that wood carving was well known in
Dubrovnik from the thirteenth century on and that, in the
fourteenth and fifteenth centuries, this artistic activity pro
duced elaborate frames which enhanced the beauty of R a
gusan paintings, as well as fine ceilings and other objects.
Wood-carved polychrome statues were also produced, and
their quality was such that they were exported to southern
Italy. The making of medallions was an art which made one
Ragusan famous throughout the Mediterranean world.
Pavko Antojević, after having been assistant to the outstand
ing Italian sculptor Donatello, made medallions for K in g
Alphons of Naples. Then in the 1470’s he lived and worked
in the court of the Ottoman sultan Mohammed the Con

queror, a great promoter of the arts. Eventually Antojevic
returned to Dubrovnik and took part in making some sculp
tures on the Rector’s Palace, at the same time also working as
a goldsmith.
This brings us to gold- and silversmithing in Dubrovnik,
an activity which flourished in the city in the fourteenth and
fifteenth centuries. The silversmiths had a long tradition and
became very numerous in Dubrovnik. Some of them were
of foreign origin, Italian and other, but the majority at this
time were domestic masters. With large quantities of Serbian
and Bosnian silver readily available in Dubrovnik, they pro
duced works of high quality for churches—plates, ornaments
for relics, statues of saints, particularly Saint Blaise, and other
objects—and for individuals. Patricians and rich merchants
not only from Dubrovnik but from Venice, Milan, Ferrara,
and other Italian cities ordered fine objects to be made for
them by the Ragusan silversmiths. Very little, however, has
been preserved.
A n important aspect of silversmithing was the production
of luxurious articles for the government, to be used as presents
for visiting personalities and to be sent as gifts to rulers and
feudal lords in Hungary, Naples, Serbia, Bosnia, and, later,
to the Ottoman court. The Balkan rulers were interested in
obtaining objects of precious metals produced by Ragusan
craftsmen or imported through Dubrovnik. They sometimes
even invited to their lands gold- and silversmiths from D u 
brovnik or from Western Europe. It must be pointed out,
however, that in the Balkan countries there existed a local
production of silverware, and quite a few rulers and feudal
lords were able to send products made by their silversmiths to
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Dubrovnik or Venice in deposit or for other purposes. Thus
in this field also there was an exchange of men and articles
going in both directions, a clear indication of a mutual ex
change of influences in which Dubrovnik almost inevitably
played the role of intermediary.
Let us add that the people of Dubrovnik and the lords of
the Balkan hinterland, by the first half of the fourteenth cen
tury, were interested in the glass products of Murano, in
Italy, and in the fifteenth century glass production was
started in Dubrovnik itself. Another field, that of music, was
not unknown in Dubrovnik, although there is not much that
can be said about it. The government employed trumpeters
and other musicians for ceremonies and festivities. Some of
these men came from Italy, others from Greece, and some
were local men. What their role was outside of state cere
monies and festivities and what their influence was in the
life of Dubrovnik are very hard to evaluate. Considering the
length of time some of them stayed in the city, it may be
assumed that they did influence the development of at least
some musical interest among Ragusans.
When speaking of intellectual life and culture in Dubrov
nik, it is necessary to consider briefly the position of the
church because of its well-known influence in these areas.
Dubrovnik was a Roman Catholic city, and its population
was religious as much as the population in any other West
ern European, Catholic town. From Byzantine times, D u
brovnik always belonged to the sphere of ecclesiastical jurisdic
tion of the Roman pope and was an important clerical center,
having become an archbishopric in 1022. Moreover, the Ra-

gusan archbishopric was the religious center for a vast
hinterland region which belonged largely to the Serbian state,
and this situation lasted until the middle of the thirteenth
century when Bar became the religious center of Catholics
in Serbia. On the other hand, it was in the thirteenth century
that the Serbian Orthodox Church, under the leadership of
its first autocephalous archbishop, Rasto-Sava Neman)ić,
began its expansion westward from a line running from
Sirmium to Ras to Prizren which, roughly speaking, formed
its frontier until then. The tendency was to make the
frontier of the Serbian church coincide with the frontier of
the newly created and rapidly expanding Serbian state.
These were not the only difficulties, however. The existence
of a “ Bosnian Church,” considered by the Catholic clergy to
be at least unorthodox, if not downright heretical, constituted
another major problem for Dubrovnik in its dealings with
the hinterland. This was particularly true in the fifteenth
century, when Bosnian “ Christians” became an important
part of the Bosnian state hierarchy and when “ heretical”
leaders began appearing in Dubrovnik as envoys of powerful
Bosnian personalities. Their benevolence was also important
to Ragusans who went to Bosnia. The pragmatic Ragusans
found a solution to the problem by viewing Bosnian “ Chris
tian” diplomats as political men and not religious figures, the
same way they treated Orthodox Serbs.
T o deal effectively with religious problems in foreign
affairs, the Ragusans had to have a definite and clear ecclesi
astical policy within their own state. Indeed, despite being
good Catholics, they never allowed the church to impose its
views, interests, or rules on the political life and activity of
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the city. Political decisions were an exclusive prerogative of
the patricians, duly constituted in their three governmental
councils The church, the archbishop, and the clergy were
respected, but their competence was consistently restricted to
matters pertaining to the church, that is, to religious life,
lhrough subtle—and sometimes not so subtle—controls, the
Kagusan government saw to it that the church did not en
croach beyond what was considered to be its rightful field of
endeavor This work alone, however, was more than suffiaent to take all the time and energy of church officials.
There were scores of churches and monasteries in Dubrovnik
and its vicinity The first religious order to come to the area
was the Benedictines, who founded their oldest monastery
on the small island of Lokrum in 1023. The antiquity of the
Benedictine presence, however, did not prevent the Ragusan
government from acting very harshly toward the order when
it considered that its interests were threatened by Benedictine
behavior. Thus in I494 the predominantly Italian monks of
the monastery on Lokrum were threatened by the Ragusan
government with expulsion within three days unless they
accepted into the monastery a group of Ragusan patricians
and other men as monks. This was just one instance of the
general rule of Ragusan policy toward the church.
The Franciscans and the Dominicans arrived in Dubrovmk in the thirteenth century, soon after the orders were
organized. They had several monasteries in Ragusan terriory, but, of course the most important were those inside
the city itself (see Chapter III and above). Nunneries were
especially numerous in Dubrovnik. The most interesting
among them was the convent of Saint Clara, where daughters
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of patrician families from Dubrovnik and the nearby Slavic
regions were accepted, sometimes at the age of fourteen or
fifteen years. The conditions of life in this, as well as in other
cloisters, were generally bad. The Ragusans did bequeath
varying amounts of money to monasteries and churches, and
the government helped them from time to time, but the
situation inside the monastic walls was far from satisfactory,
particularly from the hygienic, and sometimes even moral
point of view. Some scandals which broke out, involving
nuns, monks, or priests, created considerable trouble and diffi
culty for Ragusan secular, as well as ecclesiastical, authorities.
In order to keep ecclesiastical personalities from playing a
role in political life and to keep individual patricians from
d e S i T ^ t0° . mUCh influcnce and prestige, the Ragusans
decided in 1360 to oppose any future appointment by the
pope of a Ragusan as archbishop of the city. In that year
Ehas de Saraca (Ilija Saračić), a Ragusan patrician who had
een^ archbishop of Dubrovnik for eighteen years, died.
Saracic in his younger days had lived in Rome, Avignon,
BOlr a 3nd m 13 f W3S aPP°*nted contrary to the desire
of the Ragusans-archbishop of the city. In that position
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took a very active part in politics. He was, indeed, one of the key
gures in the important political events of 1357 and 1358 and
was the head of the Ragusan mission which stipulated Du-
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tunately for Dubrovnik, this able and influential man was a
great patriot, thoroughly dedicated to Dubrovnik’s freedom
and political independence. Nevertheless, after his death the
agusans did not want to take any new risks and so thwarted
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all future ambitions of their citizens to become archbishop.
As noted earlier, Dubrovnik confronted problems originat
ing from the expansion of Serbia and its Orthodox ecclesi
astical organization in regions near Dubrovnik and in its
trade area. N or could the increasing influence of the Bosnian
Church be forgotten. Another major concern was how to
treat the Orthodox populations from the hinterland when
they came to Catholic Dubrovnik, as they did constantly and
in large numbers. Individuals of Orthodox faith could not
become permanent citizens of Dubrovnik unless they ac
cepted Catholicism. Such a regulation was prescribed not
out of religious fanaticism but because the Ragusan govern
ment wanted to have a religiously homogeneous population
in its territory. However, there were times when Dubrovnik
had to tolerate the existence of Orthodox enclaves even on
its own land. Such a situation prevailed on the peninsula of
Pelješac after 1333, when Dušan, in selling the territory to
Dubrovnik, stipulated “ that a Serbian priest live and chant
in the churches which are in Ston and on R t [Pelješac].”
Similarly, Orthodox religious elements were preserved in
the region of Konavli after it came into Ragusan hands. In
both regions the population was Orthodox, but gradually,
taking care not to offend the Serbs or Bosnians, the Ragusans
managed to catholicize these lands.
On the other hand, while people of Orthodox faith could
not obtain permanent residence in the city, they were allowed
to come and go freely, whether as merchants or as servants
or in other capacities. Many servants, of course, became
Catholics, but this was done via facti, through their long stay
in Dubrovnik, rather than through enforcement. The Ra-

gusans, however, did not allow the building of an Orthodox
church in their city at this time. The only exception was in
1434, when they admitted the possibility of building an
Orthodox church for the Bosnian duke Sandalj Hranić if
the pope gave them permission, but this plan was never
carried out. The reluctance of the Ragusans to have an Or
thodox church inside their city was not caused by any hatred
of the Orthodox population, but simply was part of their
policy of religious homogeneity.
This policy, together with the preservation of strict political
independence from the Catholic hierarchy and the control
of the Catholic Church in Dubrovnik itself, was absolutely
necessary for the city to survive in its special and precarious
position at the edge of two worlds, the Catholic in the West
and the Orthodox in the East. The arrival of the Islamic,
Ottoman state on Ragusan borders in the second half of the
fifteenth century did nothing to ease the situation. It is not
surprising, therefore, that Dubrovnik constantly and care
fully balanced its measures in order to preserve its inde
pendence from all sides. Because of this need to calculate
every step and to keep religious influences in check, the role
of the Catholic Church in Dubrovnik’s cultural life was not
conspicuous. Although paintings were made for churches,
as well as sculptures and silverware, and there was poetry
inspired by religious motives, the church was not in a position
to exert pressure or effective control on intellectual activities
as a whole.
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In summary it can be said that in the fourteenth and fif
teenth centuries Dubrovnik initiated intellectual and artistic
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endeavors in many fields. The city became the principal
center of culture among the southern Slavs until the nine
teenth century and one of the very important focuses of all
the Slavic lands, as well as of the Mediterranean world. At a
time when Croatia submitted to Hungarian domination
from the beginning of the twelfth century, and when Serbia
and Bosnia were suffering Ottoman occupation from the
middle of the fifteenth century, Dubrovnik was expressing
its creativity in freedom and producing extremely valuable
works.
Many of the elements in this production came from the
Slavic ethnic world, but others arose from the Italian, hu
manistic culture in the West. Thus in its intellectual and
artistic endeavors, as in other fields, Dubrovnik once again
acted as a vital link between the two areas and as a middle
man in the mutual exchange of their cultures.

VI

Everyday Life in Dubrovnik
the bustling city of Dubrovnik, with its mild climate
and many sunny days, life was greatly concentrated in the
streets and squares, as well as in the busy harbor. This was
and still is a general Mediterranean pattern. In the thirteenth
and fourteenth centuries, when Dubrovnik was smaller,
when its activities were still in a stage of development and
its streets were still unpaved and surrounded mainly by
wooden houses, it was not very pleasant to walk or work in
the streets. But in the fifteenth century, with streets and
squares paved, with drainage and sewage systems organized,
with garbage regularly removed, and, above all, with bigger
and more beautiful stone houses, churches, and palaces, D u 
brovnik became a city whose streets offered a fascinating
spectacle of life.
Because of its peculiar geographic position and the result
ing close relations with both the East and the West, the city
became the meeting place of men from different parts of the
Mediterranean world. Men from Italy and other Western
countries, from the Balkans or from the Levant mixed with
local people in the streets and squares, went about their
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business in shops and in the harbor, and traveled in caravans
to and from the city. Ships from Dalmatia, Italy, Greece,
Sicily and even France and Spain sailed into the harbor. In
fact, the rush was sometimes so great that ships that were
unable to enter the harbor immediately had to wait in line
in a bay of the small nearby island of Lokrum .
In Dubrovnik’s streets and squares, in its taverns and
nostelries, all languages were spoken. The Dalmatian Croats
and the Serbians and Bosnians from the hinterland spoke
the Slavic language that the Ragusan population itself was
using, and so there was no communication problem The
Italians found no difficulty either, for their language was the
commercial language of the Mediterranean, known to many
Ragusans. It was certainly more difficult for Hungarians,
Greeks, Spaniards, Germans, and Frenchmen, but for them,
too, Italian probably served as a general means of communi
cation Later, when the Ottomans became neighbors and
started arriving in Dubrovnik in increasing numbers, language did not present great difficulties, because most Ottomans were of Slavic origin, from the Balkan hinterland, and
were fluent in the Slavic language.
The arrival and departure of ships was always an event of
interest, not only to the merchants, captains, and sailors
directly involved but also to the population as a whole. Every
Ragusan ship, because of its crew members and their families,
the goods it was carrying, and the investors, was of great
interest to more than the few men directly involved in its
navigation. Foreign ships, on the other hand, interested
the populace not only because of the goods they brought or
took away but also because o f the income that their crews
I46

brought to taverns and other places in the city. There was
always a natural element of curiosity which stimulated many
people to spend their time in the harbor even though they
had little to do there, thus adding to its picturesque and
dynamic traffic. The arrival and departure of caravans toward
the Balkan hinterland were events of similar interest to the
Ragusans.
The government had a special concern in the movement
of merchants, ships, and caravans. It was not only the collect
ing of customs fees, which necessitated constant vigilance
by officials in the harbor, the customs house, and elsewhere.
Nor was it health control only. The collection of informa
tion on lands from which ships or caravans came interested
the government very much. Every Ragusan merchant was
expected, if asked, to report to the government everything
he knew of the lands he visited or through which he
traveled or any rumors that he might have heard about other
regions. T o do so was a patriotic duty, not a spy activity,
and in many instances merchants, captains, and others gave
information to the government spontaneously if they con
sidered it important to the state. On the other hand, the gov
ernment did not hesitate to ask for such information, even
from foreigners in the city, if it believed that vital interests
of Dubrovnik were involved.
Much news and information were exchanged in the
Loggia, a square building of red and white stone which was
near the Rector’s Palace and the Church of Saint Blaise.
Sitting on benches under the arcades of this building—which
does not exist any m ore-m erchants and captains, craftsmen
and sailors, patricians and commoners, people of all kinds,
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local and foreign, arriving from various parts of the Balkans
and the Mediterranean, talked about their experiences, ex
changed local gossip, and played chess or gambled. (These
games sometimes were played even in the cathedral, which
periodically provoked strict prohibitions by the government.)
Thus the Loggia was an important center for gathering in
formation, but the government did not hesitate, when cir
cumstances required, to forbid the spreading of information
on some particular subject, both orally and in writing.
Because of the information brought to the city by mer
chants and other persons and also through the letters of
Ragusan ambassadors, merchants, and others—constantly
written to the government from many parts of the Balkans,
Italy, the Levant, and other places—Dubrovnik became one
of the most important centers of political information in
Europe in the fifteenth century and later. The government
was greatly helped in its decision-making by the excellent
intelligence it received from the Ottoman and Byzantine
courts, from Serbia, Bosnia, Croatia, and Hungary, from
Venice, Rome, and the whole of Italy, from France, Spain,
and even Germany and England. A t the same time, many
of these powers profited by the knowledge they were able to
acquire in Dubrovnik. There can be no doubt that, once the
Ottoman Empire settled on the whole of the Balkans and
Dubrovnik became the only free state on the edge of the
Ottoman world, the city also became a most valuable center
of information on the Ottomans for the whole Christian,
Western world and presumably a very important source of
information on that world for the Ottomans.
The picturesque character of the streets and squares of
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Dubrovnik was enhanced by the costumes people wore.
Before the development of domestic textile production, the
local inhabitants depended for their clothing on imports of
woven materials, mainly from Venice and through it from
farther west. Certain amounts of simpler, rough textiles came
from the Balkan interior or were locally produced. Those
imported from Italy were generally of a superior quality—
silk, scarlet, brocade, velvet—but fustian and simpler textiles
from Flanders (often called Ypria) also were imported
through Italy. A ll of these textiles were frequently exported
from Dubrovnik into Serbia and Bosnia. Some French and
British textiles, small quantities of Byzantine luxury textiles
or cloth embroidered in Greek style, as well as a variety of
eastern materials, called Tartar tissues, were also imported.
O f course, not all of these textiles were used for clothing.
Many served as curtains, tablecloths, bedspreads, ornaments,
and such. In the 1420’s a domestic production of textiles was
started and grew rapidly in Dubrovnik (see Chapter III),
providing its inhabitants with an increased opportunity to
have better clothing.
With the imports and later the domestic production, it
was possible for the inhabitants of Dubrovnik to dress ade
quately. Indeed, in this city, as elsewhere in Western cities,
the patrician costumes were different from those of ordinary
citizens. Although the garments of all of them had similari
ties with other European garments, they also had local
characteristics. John of Ravenna in the 1380’s considered the
way Ragusans dressed to be strange and funny. It is known
that the ordinary Ragusan citizens at this time used parts
of Slavic garb and the Slavic names for them: for example, a
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form of shoes, called opan\e, known and used under the
same name to this day in the Balkans, and a sort of Slavic
stockings with garters, podvezace. However, Ragusan cos
tumes in time increasingly came to resemble those in the
West. The resemblance was enhanced by the presence and
work of Western tailors in Dubrovnik. In 1421 a tailor from
Savoy, another from Britain, and a third from Brabant, and
a fourth from Zadar opened a shop in Dubrovnik, having
formed a society for four years.
De Diversis in 1440 described feminine garb, mentioning
that virgins wore a silver gilded crown adorned with jewels
on their heads. Another text from the end of the same century
does not speak of that item, but emphasizes that the feminine
costume “ is more than honest,” covering the body up to the
throat. It seems that at this time the Ragusans dressed much
like the Venetians, although retaining some small details of
Slavic or, later, Turkish garb. Generally the garments worn
by the patricians preserved fewer Slavic elements than the
costumes of the citizenry and, of course, the peasants. Am ong
the peasants, Slavic clothes remained very much in use until
recent times. On the whole, it is possible to say that the
varied clothing of the local people, together with the great
diversity of garbs worn by the many foreigners coming from
every part of the Mediterranean and European world, created
a lively and ever-changing picture on the sunny streets of
Dubrovnik.
A n important part of the costume was jewelry. It was worn
mainly by women, although men also owned and were
greatly interested in jewelry because of its value in business,
as pawns and such. Jewelry was a luxury article which was
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harder to get in early times, but as soon as the Serbian and
later the Bosnian silver mines opened, jewelry became an
important object of dress and trade. T o give just a few
examples, as early as 1282 a woman in her testament men
tioned her gold adornments, while another had “ three pairs
of gilded silver earrings with chains.” A man in 1325 had
two silver belts, and another mentioned among the belong
ings of his wife three pairs of gilded silver earrings and three
pairs of gold ones. H e also had two silver belts as pawns. In
I377 ® Ragusan had a large number of gold and silver jewels
and other objects as pawns from various people. In the
fifteenth century the number of luxury objects and personal
jewels increased with the prosperity of the city.
The Ragusan government, however, was not happy about
the growth of luxury and the greed for gold and silver in the
city. From the thirteenth century on, it issued stern orders
from time to time to limit the right of its citizens to possess
jewels, regulate luxurious dressing among women, and curb
the tendency toward excessive dowries, expensive marriages,
and other too fatuous festivities. But this should not lead us
to the conclusion that life was dull or that egalitarianism
prevailed in Dubrovnik. As usual, these kinds of measures
had only limited success. The best proof is the constant
repetition of such decrees and their increasing severity, par
ticularly at the beginning of the sixteenth century when they
were extended to include even men’s robes and behavior.
In spite of the intensity of life in the streets and squares,
there is no doubt that the home was a most important part of
life for the Ragusans. Houses varied greatly, of course, de
pending on who owned them, patricians or poor people, and
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also depending on the period. In the fourteenth century, the
predominantly wooden houses frequently had only one room
on each of the two, three, or four floors, with corresponding
numbers of wooden staircases. In bigger houses there was
usually a hall on the second floor, used for festivities and
sometimes for everyday work. On the upper floors there
were built-in wooden wardrobes, sometimes with shelves
inside. The kitchen was in some instances built as an addition
to the house, with its own roof. Ordinarily, however, the
kitchen was either on the first floor, with an adjacent small
dining room, or on the top floor. Inside the kitchen there
was a tile or stone fireplace with a funnel-shaped chimney.
There was also a stone basin, and very frequently the toilet
was built inside, separated from the rest of the kitchen by an
enclosure resembling a wooden wardrobe. Sometimes the
toilet was located in a wooden addition to the outer wall of
the uppermost floor of the house, but, since this was un
hygienic, the government tried to abolish it.
In big halls were benches which sometimes also served
as beds. Beds were known in Dubrovnik as early as the thir
teenth century and perhaps earlier, but not all houses had
them then or even later. Where they were to be found, they
were not numerous, even in large houses. The biggest known
number of beds in a single house was three. They were tall,
large, wooden structures, placed in separate rooms, and sev
eral persons could sleep on each one. Sometimes beds, at
least on one side, were adjacent to the wall and attached to
it. Around the bed or at the foot there were usually coffers
in which bedding and other linens were kept. These coffers
also served as steps to the bed and, in rich houses, were
I 52

beautifully decorated with paintings. As for bedding, by the
fourteenth century pillows, sheets, and blankets were known
in Dubrovnik, but their quantities were small, even in the
households of wealthy patricians. The largest known num
ber of sheets in a household was six, which would indicate
that they were probably seldom used and that people slept
mostly in their clothes. Mattresses seem to have been filled
with straw, feathers, or cotton.
In the fifteenth century, although the houses were bigger
and built of stone, the basic plans did not change much, but
documents concerning housebuilding show that the owners
wanted to have more comfortable and better-decorated
homes. Better-quality stone was used, and windows and
doors were more elaborate. In the beginning of the century,
“ cages” above beds were mentioned, and the beds were
surrounded by a sort of wooden enclosure or by nets to form
an alcove. Later, “ cages” were not found, but there was
frequent mention of wooden caissons on ceilings, painted and
sometimes richly decorated with figures, stars, and such.
Beds acquired colored curtains and, in addition, there were
tables, benches, and wardrobes in sleeping rooms. A new
element in the fifteenth-century Ragusan home was the
closet, and sometimes there were several of them in one
house.
Another more interesting addition was the “ studio.” Most
probably this was a writing desk and its immediate surround
ings inside a room, sometimes near the bed. There were
homes which had several studios in different parts of the
house, each enclosed by decorated wooden panels which
contained shelves. The existence of studios in later fifteenth153
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century Ragusan houses is certainly an indication of and the
result of a greater interest in books and writing (see Chapter
V ). During the sixteenth century, with the increased wealth
of the Ragusans, many improvements on house interiors
and exteriors were made, but basically the homes remained
unchanged. Perhaps the two most significant improvements
were increases in the number of bedrooms and in the number
of stone stoves in various rooms.
It is impossible to list here all the items a household pos
sessed and used. On the whole, it is correct to say that in the
fourteenth century household objects were simple and not
too numerous. This simplicity was in tune with the houses
and the city itself. This does not mean, however, that there
were no luxury objects at all. Silverware especially was to
be found, due to the intensive silver trade carried on between
Dubrovnik and the Serbian and Bosnian mines. For example,
in 1324 a Ragusan listed, among other possessions, six silver
plates and a cup. In the fifteenth century such cases were
more frequent and the lists were considerably longer. House
hold goods, in general, became more elaborate and numerous
and included pictures on the walls. A ll of this, however,
applied only to the rich or at least to the well-to-do, while
the poor people continued to live much more modestly, not
only in regard to their household possessions but their houses
as well.
W hat were the people living in the houses of Dubrovnik
like? It is, of course, very difficult to understand fully the
mentality of the Ragusans, which certainly varied with the
social and economic position of individuals and families. The
patricians, after having taken exclusive political power into

their hands, were, no doubt, very much aware of their
special place and role. Their dedication to duty toward the
state can only be commended, and their diplomatic ability
and their stamina in meeting difficulties can only be admired.
Partly because of these qualities, Dubrovnik survived as
a free state for so long. This does not mean that the patricians
did not have human vices, weaknesses, and desires, like any
other men. Although it is very difficult to prove, there can
be no doubt that in political deliberations there frequently
were intrigue and faction fighting for power and influence.
The acquisition of wealth was a preoccupation of the
patricians, since many of them, even members of influential
old families, were far from being rich. The main source of
wealth, moreover, was not state office, but trade. This can be
seen very well in two fifteenth-century texts. De Diversis
wrote in 1440 that, because of the poverty of Ragusan land
and the large population, trade was the only source of
prosperity; patrician fathers from earliest days educated
their sons in this business, for they saw “ in wealth happiness
and every virtue in its acquisition and assiduous accumula
tion.” Marin Gundulić, member of one of the greatest patri
cian families, wrote in his will in 1462: “ I have been a noble
man of Dubrovnik and have had a big and demanding
family, and wanting to avoid being put into the misery of
living off public offices, I labored with the industry of the
commerce so that my sons, too, could take my example in
some activity and exercise the said commerce, by means of
which they will be able to rise to some honor and prosperity.”
Thus it is not an exaggeration to say that in each patrician
there was a twofold personality: the politician and the mer

154

155

DUBROVNIK

EVERYDAY LIFE IN DUBROVNIK

chant. As de Diversis said, “ The care and the office of these
noblemen, beyond commerce, is to govern, to augment, and
to preserve the city.” This was reflected in their whole way of
life. Although the house of a patrician did not differ much
from that of a correspondingly rich merchant, his daily activ
ities were considerably different. A patrician, upon leaving
his family and house, might visit his shop or attend the
arrival of his ship or of his merchandise brought by other
ships or caravans—all things that other merchants did too.
But the patrician was required, in addition, to sit in the
Major Council whenever it convened. If he was a senator, he
had to attend frequent meetings of this important body.
Finally, if he was a member of the Minor Council, he par
ticipated in the daily routine of governing the city. A patri
cian was expected not only to attend meetings, but to take
part in discussions and to vote. These activities took a good
deal of his time and energy. In addition, if a patrician was
elected for a diplomatic mission, even a difficult one, he had
to accept it, regardless of loss of time and money. On the
other hand, as a merchant, he had to meet partners, to make
decisions about credits, investments, ships, caravans, and so
forth, and to keep track of what was going on in the Ragusan market and wherever else he had interests.
Merchants who were not patricians did not have their time
taken up by political duties and offices. Their day could be
entirely dedicated to their business. However, for both
groups of merchants, the most burdensome and important
part of business dealings was the trips that they had to make
to nearby and faraway lands. It was not very difficult to go
to Dalmatia, Kotor, or hinterland areas close to Dubrovnik,

and such trips did not take too much time. But to go to
Venice, southern Italy, Albania, or more remote Balkan
regions was far from simple and much more time-consum
ing. Finally, a trip to Greece, Egypt, Syria, the Black Sea
area, Sicily, Tunisia, Spain, Hungary, or Bosnian and
Serbian localities in the rugged Balkan mountains required
extensive preparations, lasted for months, and could be
dangerous and very exhausting.
The position of women in Dubrovnik was not much differ
ent from the position women occupied elsewhere in the
Western world at the time. There were some women whose
work took them out of their homes. For example, almost all
of the taverns selling wine in Dubrovnik were managed by
women. Some women were engaged in business dealings too.
One of the most prominent businesswomen in the middle of
the fourteenth century was Philippa Menčetić, of a large and
rich patrician family, who after her husband’s death carried
on his enterprises and became one of the wealthiest and most
influential persons in the city. However, it might be argued
that the greatest contribution of women was not in what
they actually did in business and in other activities, but
rather in the patient, constant support they offered their
husbands, fathers, and brothers in their work. It took much
perseverance, strength, and self-control for the women to put
up with their men’s long absences, with their constant pre
occupation with politics and business, and with the usually
numerous children, whose lives and education depended
very heavily on the direction of their mothers. It can be said
that in Dubrovnik, as in Venice, women were largely re
sponsible for the city’s greatness and its achievements
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through the unobtrusive and quiet support they gave to the
men of the city in their endeavors.
Not all the women in Dubrovnik, however, were of this
kind. Dubrovnik had its share of prostitution and similar
problems. Prostitutes and concubines were mentioned in
documents by the end of the thirteenth and the beginning of
the fourteenth centuries. It seems that in early years prosti
tutes lived in a house in the old part of the city. This house
was euphemistically called “ the little castle,” the women
were frequently called “ sinners,” and the lady of the house
had the unofficial and rather peculiar title of “ abbess of the
sinners.” A t the beginning of the fifteenth century, prosti
tutes were confined to a quarter inside the city near the sea
side walls. However, there were always abuses of these rules
and instances when “ bad women” were accepted into private
houses where they carried on their activities. In 1464 the
government decided to expel a widow from Dubrovnik for a
year for corrupting young men by bringing them to her
home and entertaining them in such a way that they per
formed the “ bad arts.” Punishment for prostitutes could be
very harsh. In 1495 a woman living in the center of Dubrov
nik was arrested “ for bad fame and corrupt life.” Her pun
ishment was to be tied to a chariot for a whole day, driven
around the city and whipped, after which she was expelled
forever from the city.
Prostitution in Dubrovnik, however, was only one sexual
problem with which the government had to deal, and prob
ably the easier one. It was much more difficult to handle the
matter of concubines, who were frequently mistresses of
patricians and sometimes lived in their houses. Moreover,

many Ragusan patrician families systematically brought
young female servants to their homes in the city from their
estates in nearby areas, primarily from the region of Konavli,
south of Dubrovnik, where women were considered particu
larly beautiful. These young girls served not only as servants
but also as sexual partners for younger males in the family,
who thus avoided visiting prostitutes and risking disease.
The young girls, after a while, were presented in marriage
by their masters to peasants, small craftsmen, or others of a
corresponding social status, and the patrician family took
care to provide the girl with a dowry and sometimes to help
the prospective husband improve his economic situation.
Some girls, on the other hand, never married but remained
servants and in time became almost part of the family. O f
course, not all the servants were so loyal, and there were
many instances of girl servants bringing men into their
masters’ homes and helping them to steal, or escaping from
their masters, for which prosecutions and punishments were
very severe (cutting off the nose, for example).
The relationship between a young patrician and a young
girl servant in his home became more complicated when a
child was born as a result of their liaison. The young men
usually recognized their paternity, but the child, being ille
gitimate, could have no claim to nobility or membership in
the family. However, the family generally cared for the child
by helping the mother (even arranging a convenient mar
riage and acceptance of the child) and later by helping the
child obtain an education, get started on a job, and so forth.
Fathers very frequently mentioned such children in their
testaments. Besides, as already explained (see Chapter IV ),
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from 1432 on, there was an orphanage in Dubrovnik where
illegitimate children could find shelter. It should be added
here that many Ragusans who lived for protracted periods
of time in various places in the Balkan hinterland had
mistresses there and, frequently, children with them. These
women and children were not forgotten in testaments either.
There can be no doubt that prostitution, concubinage, and
other forms of illegal sex life in Dubrovnik in the fourteenth
and fifteenth centuries not only existed but increased with the
growth in prosperity and with the increase in the numbers
of sailors, merchants, craftsmen, and others going through
the city or settling there. Even the “ holy” pilgrims on their
journey to Jerusalem did not disdain a visit to a Ragusan
brothel. O f course, all of this does not mean that Dubrovnik
was a haven for sexual enjoyment. It was neither more nor
less “ developed” in this respect than many other Western
cities of its size, and it certainly could not compete with a
metropolis such as Venice or Florence.
On the other hand, Dubrovnik did have a number of
problems with its youth, as did other developed Western
cities. Young men, particularly at night, behaved in the
streets and squares of Dubrovnik in ways which were far
from pleasing to their elders, and this situation continued
for decades and centuries. It is true that the circulation at
night was limited. After a certain hour people withdrew into
their homes or into taverns, while the capitaneus noctis, “ cap
tain of the night,” with his escort patrolled the city, punishing
everybody whom he found walking around without a light.
Nevertheless, young men, alone or in gangs, roamed the
streets and, under dark arcades and vaults, in house gates and
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in narrow passages, fought battles among themselves. They
also attacked passersby and, in particular, molested women.
Fistfights and pulling of beards were almost daily occur
rences, but there were more serious troubles : wounding with
knives, clubbing with heavy sticks, and even murders. These
were primarily the doing of young patricians and not always
in the night. In April, 1493, a patrician murdered another
“ in the most elect and noble place of the city of Ragusium,
in Placa.” The killer was condemned to death but managed
to escape.
There were also scenes of secret love in the dark of the
vaults and arcades, and gangs of young men roamed around
and sang obscene songs. In 1464, for example, eleven “ young
noblemen roamed the city at night singing some songs with
most dishonest words” and “ saying stupidities.” “ Dishonest
words,” however, were used most frequently in everyday
quarrels between men or women, and they were mostly
Slavic words, as quoted in judicial documents preserved in
the Ragusan archives (see Chapter V ) .
Dubrovnik, because of its geographic location, was an
important point on the route of pilgrims to Palestine. The
story of Richard the Lion-Hearted shows this was true as
early as the twelfth century (see Chapter III), and there
are many documents illustrating this role of Dubrovnik from
that time on. Am ong the pilgrims were all sorts of people
from various Western countries, from Italy, France, England,
Ireland, Germany, Hungary, and Bohemia, and so forth.
According to Ragusan chroniclers, Saint Francis also visited
Dubrovnik in 1219 on his journey to Palestine. Many R agu
sans themselves made pilgrimages or bequeathed money in
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their testaments for priests or other persons to go to various
shrines. These pilgrimages included journeys to Palestine,
to churches in southern and central Italy, and, particularly
in the fifteenth century, very frequently to Saint James of
Compostella in Spain. Thus pilgrims and pilgrimages con
tributed to the general movement of men and, to an un
known degree, to the exchange of ideas and influences
between Dubrovnik and various parts of the Mediterranean
world.
In spite of the piety shown in preoccupation with pil
grimages and in many other ways, Ragusans in some walks
of life could be very cruel and merciless. This was especially
true in the way the problem of slavery was treated both
before and after the partial abolition of the trade in Dubrov
nik in 1416. Tw o examples, one from before and the other
after the 1416 measure, will illustrate. In 1282 in the Ragusan
court the abbot of the Church of Saint Andrew on the island
of Sipan asserted that a woman named Dabrena and her son
Paul were still slaves of his church, defending his claim on
the grounds that Dabrena’s mother, Desica, had formerly
been the church’s slave. During the presentation of his case
the abbot introduced a notarial act from 1219 to prove his
assertion. The defendants organized their defense around
the argument that Dabrena was not Desica’s daughter and
consequently not a slave. Finally the court freed Dabrena
and her son, but the case shows very clearly how persistently
the concept of slavery remained in peoples’ minds and that
the more than sixty years which had elapsed between 1219
and 1282 made little difference in the validity of the demand.
The other, somewhat similar case is from 1430. A man
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from nearby Trebinje demanded that a certain Pribitko be
made his slave by the Ragusan court, because Pribitko was
born to a slave of the petitioner. Pribitko admitted having
been born to a slave, but asserted that the woman had been
set free by the petitioner’s father. However, he did not have
any proof, and the man from Trebinje denied the assertion.
The Ragusan court decided, therefore, that Pribitko must
be a slave of the petitioner and follow him wherever he went.
W ith all the elements in favor of relatively better living
conditions in Dubrovnik than in many other places (see
Chapters III and IV ), there nevertheless were unpleasant
occurrences which disturbed life in the city. Fires were com
mon events which caused great damage to Dubrovnik and its
inhabitants. Although their number and extent decreased
considerably in the fifteenth century, after the city became
almost exclusively stone built and the streets were paved,
they still posed an ever present threat to the lives and property
of Ragusans. Another very distressing aspect of life in D u 
brovnik was the constant menace of earthquakes, frequent
because Dubrovnik was located in a particularly active earth
quake zone. The chronicles relate many minor and major
earthquakes throughout centuries, and there are notes, writ
ten by idle scribes on the margins of some archival books,
telling of fires, earthquakes, and other catastrophes. There
was nothing that could be done to protect against earth
quakes, and the city suffered several major destructions, the
worst of which occurred in 1667 (see Conclusion).
Attacks on the city by enemies from the outside were rather
infrequent, because Dubrovnik was usually able through
diplomacy and money to avert most onslaughts and open
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hostilities. There were nevertheless several attacks on D u
brovnik, either by land or sea. A t such times the government
took emergency measures to defend the city, and everybody
was expected to obey orders and to perform his duty without
hesitation. The measures included manning the walls, guard
ing the city gates, patrolling the streets, watching from high
points for enemy ships, destroying houses outside the walls,
rationing food and controlling its distribution, and so forth.
In some instances ships were armed for naval defense, and
men were recruited from nearby islands and regions of the
republic. Patricians were in charge of the execution of such
orders and measures, but prominent commoners also played
important roles.
Life in Dubrovnik had its pleasant moments too. Hunting
with falcons or dogs, horse racing, and target shooting were
rather common forms of entertainment for both patricians
and other citizens. Even today a small esplanade close to
but outside the western gate to the city is called Brsalje, from
bersaglio, “ the mark,” preserving in its name the memory
of the times when it served as a shooting ground for the
ancient Ragusans. For amusement indoors, masquerading
became a popular way of spending long winter evenings,
although the government was not always happy with what
took place on such occasions and frequently forbade mas
querading indoors as well as outdoors. Theatrical perform
ances became more popular as entertainment only in the
sixteenth century and then mainly for patrician families.
For the populace a fine occasion for amusement was the
visit of a foreign dignitary to Dubrovnik. These visits, de
pending on the importance of the visitor and his relation to

Dubrovnik, were accompanied by a display of pageantry and
various feasts. Prominent visitors were numerous in Dubrov
nik in the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries, ranking from
ambassadors and pilgrims to princes and rulers. Certainly the
two most prestigious were the emperor of Serbia, Stephen
Dušan, and the king of Hungary and Croatia, Sigismund of
Luxembourg. Dušan arrived in the city with his wife and
son and a large escort in 1350 on two Ragusan ships from
Cavtat and was greeted in the harbor by the count and the
whole nobility of Dubrovnik, probably with their wives.
From there they went in a procession to the Rector’s Palace,
where Dušan stayed for three, possibly eight, days. The same
ceremonies took place when he left. He was given luxurious
presents, and the chroniclers say that he visited the Church of
Saint Blaise—under construction at the time—as well as some
other churches and gave them rich presents. The chronicles
contain other information that is impossible to verify but
which seems credible in view of other visits for which there
is documentary evidence. Dušan, they say, was feted with
constant banquets, amusements, and dances in the palace,
and the palace itself was richly decorated with paintings done
by “ Greek painters” especially for this occasion and illustrat
ing the emperor’s many victories.
K ing Sigismund of Hungary and Croatia visited Dubrov
nik for eight days at Christmas time in 1396, after his defeat
at Varna. He, too, was solemnly received, housed in the
Rector’s Palace and treated with great respect. Sometimes,
however, visits by prominent foreigners were less than a
pleasure for the Ragusan government. For example, when
Pietro Soderini, the president (Gonfaloniere) of the Floren
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tine Republic, took refuge in Dubrovnik after he was over
thrown in 1512 by the Medicis, the government was con
siderably embarrassed. Soderini spent seven months not in
the city but in a palace several miles to the northwest, on
the coast, and the Ragusans, in spite of the difficulties he
caused them, gave him full asylum and protection.
Religious festivities were another occasion for popular
entertainment, with processions, dances in public squares,
and so forth. This was particularly true of the feast day of
Saint Blaise, the city’s patron, celebrated on February 3. The
ceremonies began on February 2 and continued through the
next day, culminating in a procession and popular festivities
and dances. This celebration attracted large numbers of
people from the territory of the whole Republic of Dubrov
nik, and a special remission of debts was given by the
government for a week’s time to enable Ragusans who stayed
out of their state because of debts to come to the city for the
occasion. The festivity, although connected to a religious
occasion, had a very strong accent on symbolizing the free
dom and independence of Dubrovnik and, because of its
popular character, was a very picturesque, joyous, and noisy
occasion, particularly after firearms became part of the
celebration.
W e have touched very briefly upon many aspects of D u
brovnik’s life. Much could be added to this commentary, but
on the whole it seems reasonable to conclude that life in
Dubrovnik was similar to that in a number of other Western
European cities at the time, although Dubrovnik had some
advantages. Its pleasant climate and the concern of its
government for sanitation, as well as the increasing pros

perity of the city, certainly made living there somewhat easier
than in many other places. In the various facets of the city’s
life, a blend of the East and the West could be felt, which
gave Dubrovnik a unique flavor of Western civilization
spiced with Eastern elements and influences.
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Conclusion
u r i n g the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries, Dubrov
nik evolved from a small, wooden city, dependent on
Venice, into a territorially small, but economically strong
and politically independent republic and a relatively large
and comfortable stone-built and fortified city. The key to
this development lay in Dubrovnik’s role as middleman in
trade carried on between the East—-the Balkans—and the
West—principally Italy—which brought great prosperity to
the city. Form ing a vital link between them and absorbing
elements from both, it created a distinct civilization of its
own. In all these respects, the two centuries that have been
discussed here were of decisive importance to Dubrovnik
and its future development.
The sixteenth century became the peak period of Dubrov
nik’s activity and progress. Its merchants were busily at work
throughout the immense Ottoman Empire, where security
and territorial unity, replacing previously existing state fron
tiers and arbitrary customs barriers imposed by local feudal
lords, resulted in a considerable upsurge in trade and move
ment of persons. The Ottomans tolerated the Ragusans in
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their lands not only because the Ragusans had already been
present for a long time and because they paid a tribute to
the sultan, but also because the Ottomans, no doubt, were
aware of the important role that Ragusan merchants played
in the economy of their Balkan lands. Moreover, Dubrovnik
itself was in a convenient location from which the Ottomans
could keep an eye on the Western, Christian world.
Dubrovnik was, indeed, closely connected with the West
ern world, especially with Spain, which became the chief
protector of the Ragusans in the West in the sixteenth cen
tury. Many Ragusan ships, considerably larger in size after
the middle of the fifteenth century, visited Spanish ports and
ventured in growing numbers toward England, Flanders,
and other, more remote areas. In the sixteenth century D u
brovnik’s commercial fleet sometimes included 180 ships and
was one of the largest on the Mediterranean. It was also at
this time that the first Ragusan ships made trips to the
American continent.
Decline set in slowly toward the end of the sixteenth cen
tury. There were many reasons, and the discovery of America
was only a minor one. More important was the rise of big
Western European fleets on the Mediterranean, creating
competition that was hard for Dubrovnik to withstand. The
decisive element, however, was the decline of the Ottoman
Empire, which began after the death of Sultan Suleiman the
Magnificent in 1566 and the murder of the Grand Vezir
Muhammed Sokolović in 1579. The internal decay of the
Ottoman state brought about increasing corruption, insecur
ity, and economic decline. The Ragusans slowly but surely
started withdrawing from the Balkans during the seven-
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teenth century and investing their capital in other enterprises,
particularly banking in Italy. These undertakings, however,
were not adequate substitutes for the valuable Balkan market
which for centuries had constituted the basis of Dubrovnik’s
prosperity and which was now gradually being lost.
The catastrophic earthquake of April 6, 1667, dealt a
terrible blow to Dubrovnik. The lower part of the city, except
for a few houses, churches, and palaces, was destroyed, and
it is estimated that the deaths in Dubrovnik and its territories
amounted to about 4,000 persons, including large numbers of
patricians. In fact, the patriciate was so weakened that the
survivors had to admit a group of ten of the richest merchant
families into their ranks in order to continue to govern the
city. This produced negative effects because of the reluctance
of many old patricians to recognize the “ new nobles” as their
equals. Nevertheless, the patricians and the population as a
whole showed the highest degree of courage and sacrifice in
the terrible circumstances following the earthquake. They
rapidly rebuilt the city and bravely resisted many attempts
by the Ottomans and by the Venetians to take advantage of
the catastrophe and seize control of the city. Dubrovnik
continued as an independent republic.
In the eighteenth century Dubrovnik managed to achieve
considerable economic progress, and its ships once again
became numerous and very important on the Mediterranean.
However, the patricians, small in numbers and disunited,
became increasingly conservative in their views and methods.
They stuck stubbornly to the old ways, which had produced
excellent results in earlier centuries but were inadequate
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in the turbulent and rapidly changing times of the eighteenth
century.
Though the ideas of the French Enlightenment success
fully penetrated the ranks of Dubrovnik’s merchants and
younger patricians, the ruling noblemen refused to recognize
their existence. This attitude can be seen in the way Dubrov
nik acted toward the United States of America, whose
struggle for freedom received widespread sympathy in the
city. When the Ragusan envoy in Paris, the very able Fran
cesco Favi, suggested that the Ragusans recognize the newly
created United States, the government answered, in May,
1783: “ Although this Senate has considered that such a move
must be made, it believes, by the same token, that it is neces
sary to make it with due circumspection and caution.” There
fore, Dubrovnik would be willing to recognize the United
States only when “ by other princes, and particularly by the
English lords, the said colonies are recognized as free and
independent.”
It is interesting that Favi had a prophetic vision of Am er
ica’s future and wrote at length to the Ragusan government
on the American Revolution, trade with the United States,
and related matters. In July, 1783, Favi was writing, among
other things: “ The predictions made by the most illuminated
politicians that, once free, America would absorb Europe
begin to materialize.” Speaking of massive emigration from
Europe to the United States, Favi added: “ This should open
the eyes of the princes whose governments do not much favor
arts and agriculture; if they do not adopt a better system,
their states shortly will be depopulated and America per-
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haps will owe its growth largely to the bad governments of
Europe. . . . A ll appearances show that that country will
become the most flourishing on earth.” Later, in a letter of
September, 1783, Favi stressed this point once again: “ A t
present, Americans are not too rich, but in the future their
wealth will increase with their prosperity, which is beyond
doubt.” However, all of F av i’s efforts failed to convince the
Ragusan government to make a commercial treaty with the
United States, a treaty that the American representatives
were very eager to arrange. This was due to the gradual loss
of pragmatic sense—once the principal characteristic of R a
gusan diplomacy-—by the governing conservative patriciate
of Dubrovnik.
Throughout this period and in spite of increasing difficul
ties and decay, Dubrovnik produced a large number of
literary men and scholars whose works attained European
prominence and are very much alive even today. Am ong
them were the famous comedist Marin Držić, 1508-67 (see
Chapter V ) ; the mathematician Marin Getaldić, 1566-1626,
whose works were widely known and used in the W est; the
greatest Ragusan poet Djivo Gundulić, 1589-1638, author of
the famous poem “ Osman” and considered to be the best
Slavic poet of his time; the prominent byzantinist and numis
matist Anselmo Banduri, 1671-1743, whose activities in Paris
brought him membership in the French Academy; and most
important of all, the Jesuit Rudjer Bošković, 1711-87, a
scholar, philosopher, and astronomer who was a professor in
the universities of Paris and Milan, became a member of the
British Royal Society, was a personal friend of Benjamin
Franklin, and is today considered as one of the precursors of
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modern atomic physics. A ll of them, no matter how illustri
ous they became or where they lived, always remained dedi
cated to their homeland and contributed as much to its
culture as they could.
However, Dubrovnik was not able to resist the pressure
of the greatest conqueror of his day, Napoleon. The French
general and later emperor, having destroyed the other glori
ous patrician republic, Venice, in 17979 proceeded with his
expansions in various directions. This eventually brought
him into Dalmatia. In 1806, when the French were supposed
to fight the Russians in Boka Kotorska, south of Dubrovnik,
the Ragusan government was asked to grant Napoleon s
armies free passage through its territory. In spite of the
opposition of some, the majority of Dubrovnik’s weary and
despondent patricians decided to let in the French. And so,
for the first time in its long history, on M ay 27, 1806, a
foreign army marched into Dubrovnik and stayed there. It
is true that the French did not immediately do away with
the republic, but the government continued to survive only
as a moribund organization until, on January 31, 1808, it
was abolished by a simple decree of the French commanding
officer, Marshal Marmont. There were some weak attempts
to re-establish the republic after Napoleon’s downfall, but
without results. The ancient spirit of independence survived,
although Dubrovnik was incorporated into the Austrian E m 
pire, where it remained until joining the new Yugoslav state
in 1918.
Thus, paradoxically, at the time when a new, nationalistic
spirit was sweeping through the Slavic lands in the Balkans,
when the Serbians, after their uprising in 1804, were strug-
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gling to obtain freedom from the Ottomans, and when the
Croatians were experiencing a revival of national awareness
and a strengthening of ideas of their statehood, the only
southern Slavic state which had remained independent for
centuries crumbled under foreign intrusion and disappeared
forever. However, in the more than one thousand years of
its history, Dubrovnik earned a permanent and prominent
place in Slavic, Mediterranean, and European history. As
Jorjo Tadic wrote: “ This is a city which in all the centuries
of its glorious history showed incredible vitality, which al
most constantly produced men of great abilities, which
created invaluable works in all walks of human spirit and
activity, and which, finally, is rightfully considered—not only
because of its outward, natural beauty—as one of the most
precious jewels that the Yugoslavs possess.”
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A s was pointed out in the preface, there is no history of
. Z j l Dubrovnik meeting present-day standards in any lan
guage. The works on this city’s past in Western languages
are generally obsolete or widely scattered in various editions
and periodicals. The only English history, L . Villari s
Republic
ofRagusa: An Episode of the Turkish Conquest
(1904), is no more than an uncritical recounting of local
Ragusan annals and chronicles. The works by F . M. Appen
ding Notizie istorico-critiche suite antichita,
e
de Ragusei (2 vols., 1802), and by J. Chr. Engel, Gesckichte
des Freystaates Ragusa (1807), also rely heavily and uncrit
ically on chronicles and similar materials and are in many
ways obsolete. Most importantly, none of these works take
into consideration the enormous source material in the R a
gusan archives, without which no serious history of Dubrov
nik can be written. G . Gelcich, in D ello sviluppo civile di
Ragusa considerato nesuoi monumenti storici ed artistici
(1884), gives a short but much better account of Dubrovnik’s
past, based on research in archival and other sources. H ow 
ever, this work is still far from being satisfactory.
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There is a series of works by the great Viennese historian
of Czech origin, C. Jirecek. Some of them are directly con
cerned with Dubrovnik: “ Der ragusanische Dichter Šiško
Menčetić,” Archiv fur slavische Philologie, Vol. X V III
(1897); “ Beitrage zur ragusanischen Literatursgeschichte,”
ibid., Vol. X X I (1899); D ie Bedeutung von Ragusa in der
Handelsgeschichte des Mittelalters (1899); an<i “ Die mittelalterliche Kanzlei der Ragusaner,” Arch, fur slav. Phil.,
Voh X X V I (1904). Other works by Jirecek deal with larger
subjects but give much useful information on Dubrovnik,
and all of them rely heavily on Ragusan archival material.
A few of these are D ie Handelsstrassen und B ergw er\e von
Serbien und Bosnien wahrend des Mittelalters (1879); D ie
Romanen in den Stadten Dalmatiens wahrend des Mittelal
ters (2 vols., 19 0 1,19 0 3); and Geschichte der Serben (2 vols.,
19 11, 1918).
Another prominent historian of Dubrovnik and of the
southern Slavs was the Ragusan Milan Resetar, a professor
in the Viennese University like Jirecek. From his many
articles published in Western languages we shall mention
only three: “ Die ragusanischen Urkunden des X II I- X V ten
Jahrhunderts,” Arch, filr slav. Phil., Vols. X V I (1894) and
X V II (1895); uLe monete della Repubblica di Ragusa,”
Rivista italiana di numismatica, Vol. II (1905); “ Das Miinzwesen der Republik Ragusa,” Monatsblatt der Numismat.
Gesellschaft, No. 323-27 ( 19 11) . Let us add here the study by
K arl Kovač, “ Nikolaus Ragusinus und seine Zeit; Archivalische Beitrage zur Geschichte der Malerei in Ragusa im X V
und der ersten Halfte des X V I Jahrhunderts,” published as

an appendix to Jahrbuch des \unst historic hen Institutes der
K .K . Zentralhpmmission fiir Denhjnalpflege, Vol. X I (19 17 ).
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More recently, several authors have published works in
Western languages concerning Dubrovnik’s past. In this
connection let us mention the following:
Kovačević, D . “ Dans la Serbie et la Bosnie medievales: les
mines d’or et d’argent,” Annales E S C , M arch-April, i960.
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Paris, 1961.
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brovnik (Raguse) et l’ltalie au X lV e siecle,” Godisn)a\
Filoz-fa\ult'U N ovom Sadu, Vol. IX (1966).
—----- . “ Un mercante e diplomatico da Dubrovnik (Ragusa)
a Venezia nel Trecento,” Studi veneziani, Vol. IX (1967).
Mahnken, I. “ Zur Frage der Dialekteigentumlichkeiten des
Serbokroatischen in Dubrovnik im X IV Jahrhundert,”
Opera Slavic a, Vol. IV (1963).
Popović-Radenkovič, M. “ Le relazioni commerciali fra D u 
brovnik (Ragusa) e la Puglia nel periodo angioino (12661442),” Archivio storico per le Provincie napoletane, n.s.,
Vols. X X X V II- X X X V III (1957-58).
— — . “ L a penetrazione dei mercanti pratesi a Dubrovnik
(Ragusa) nella prima meta del X V secolo,” Archivio
storico italiano, Anno C V II (1959)*
Skok, P. “ Les origines de Raguse,” Slavia, Vol. X (19 31).
Soloviev, A . “ L e patriciat de Raguse au X V e siecle,” Rešetarov zborni\ (1930).
Tadič, J. “ Le port de Raguse et sa flotte au X V Ie siecle,” L e

177

BIBLIOGRAPHICAL ESSAY

DUBROVNIK

N avire et I’Economie Maritime du M oyen-Age au X V IIle
siecle principalement en Mediterranee. Paris, 1958.
--------“ Les Sources de l’histoire maritime yougoslave,” Les
Sources de I’Histoire Maritime en Europe, du Moyen A ge
au X V IIIe siecle. Paris, 1962.
O f course, the best works on Dubrovnik have been published in a large number of books and articles written in
Serbo-Croatian by Yugoslav scholars. Before we list just a
few of the books which were particularly useful in the prep
aration of this work, let us point out once more that, even in
Serbo-Croatian, there is no satisfactory, comprehensive his
tory of Dubrovnik. A good, though very short, survey was
published by C. Jirecek in Czech in Ottuw S lo vn i\ N aucny,
Vol. V III. This was later translated into Serbo-Croatian as the
introduction to a very valuable work by M. Rešetar, Dubro
vačka numizmatika ( The Ragusan Numismatics) (2 vols.,
Sremski K arlovci-Belgrade-Zemun, 1924, 1925).
The best comprehensive view of Ragusan history existing
today is the one written by Jorjo Tadic under the titles:
“ Dubrovnik od postanka do kraja X V stoljeća” (“ Dubrovnik
from the Origins to the End of the Fifteenth Century” ) ;
“ Dubrovačka Republika do početka X V III stoljeća” (“ The
Ragusan Republic Until the Beginning of the Seventeenth
Century” ) ; and “ Nazadovanje Dubrovnika i veliki potres”
(“ The Decay of Dubrovnik and the Great Earthquake” ),
published in Historija naroda Jugoslavije ( The History of
the Yugoslav Peoples), Vols. I and II (Belgrade-Zagreb,
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The following is a list of books in Serbo-Croatian which
were useful in the preparation of this work.
Beritić, L . U tvrd jenja grada Dubrovnika (T h e Fortifications
of the City of D ubrovnik) . Zagreb, 1955.
Božić, \. D ubrovnik i Tursfia u X IV i X V ve\u (D ubrovnik
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Belgrade, 1952.
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(T he H erzeg Stephen V u\čič-Kosaca and H is Epoch).
Belgrade, 1964.
Dinić, M. O N iko li Altomanoviču (On N ikola Altom anovie). Belgrade, 1932.
— t— . Za istoriju rudarstva u srednjeve\ovnoj Srbiji i
Bosni (For the History of M ining in M edieval Serbia and
Bosnia). Vols. I and II. Belgrade, 1955, 1962.
Djurić, V . Dubrovačka slikarska s\ola (T h e Ragusan School
of Painting). Belgrade, 1963.
Fisković, C. N asi graditelji i kipari X V i X V I stoljeća u
Dubrovniku (Our Fifteenth- and Sixteenth-Century B uild
ers and Sculptors in Dubrovnik^) - Zagreb, 1947*
Jeremić, R., and J. Tadić, Prilozi za istoriju zdravstvene kul
ture starog Dubrovnika (Contributions to the History of
H ygiene in old Dubrovnik;), Vols. I—III, Belgrade, 1938I 94°*
Mahnken, I. Dubrovački patrieijat u X I V veku (T he Ragu
san Patriciate in the X IV th Century) , 2 vols., Belgrade,

i960.
Medini, M. D ubrovnik Gučetiča (D ubrovnik of the Gučetics). Belgrade, 1953.
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Roller, D. A gram o-proizvodni odnosi na području D u brovač\e Republike od X III do X V stoljeća (T h e Situation
in the Agrarian Production on the Territory of the Ragusan Republic from the Thirteenth to the Fifteenth Cen
tury), Zagreb, 1955.
— ——. Dubrovački zanati u X V i X V I stoljeću (T h e Ragusan Crafts in the Fifteenth and Sixteenth Centuries),
Z agreb, 19 5 1.

Tadić, J, Dubrovački portreti (Ragusan Portraits), Belgrade,
I 948*
—-----, Jevreji u D ubrovniku do polovine X V I I stoljeća (T he
Jew s in Dubrovnik until the M iddle of the Seventeenth
Century), S arajevo , 1937.
-------- . Promet putnika u starom D ubrovniku (T h e Traffic
of Travelers in Old D ubrovnik), Dubrovnik, 1939.
--------. Španija i Dubrovnik u X V I v, (Spain and Dubrovnik
in the Sixteenth Century), Belgrade, 1932.
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Index
Acciaiuoli (Florentine bankers): 29
Accon, Israel: 2
Adriatic Sea: 3 - 1 0 , 16, 18, 20, 2 1,
24, 3 1 , 40, 4 7 -4 9 , 73 , 99, 1 1 3 ,
13 4
Albania: 29, 30, 5 1 , 52, 55, 62, 80,
107, 1 1 4 , 11 9 , 12 4 , 1 5 7
Albertinus from Camurata (physi
cian): 94, 12 6
Alphons V (king of Naples, 1 4 1 6 5 8 ): 12 5 , 13 6
Altomanović, Nikola (Serbian noble
m an ): 45
Ancona, Italy: 12 , 27, 93, 10 7, 13 4
Andrew from Constantinople (phy
sician): 94
Andrijić brothers (architects): 85, 88
Angelus, Isaak II (Byzantine em
peror, 1 1 8 5 - 9 5 ) : 13
Angevins: 22, 40, 48
Anthony from Montefiore (physi
cian): 93, 94, 12 6 ; (teacher), 1 1 7 ;
(sculptor), 1 3 5
Antojević, Pasko (sculptor, artist):
13 6 -3 7
Antunini (Fraternity of St. A n 
thony): 35

Aqueduct (in Dubrovnik): 10 4 -10 6 ,
h i

Arabs: 6, 7, 65
Aragon: 62, 12 5 , 13 6
Archbishop: of Dubrovnik, 1 1 , 92,
1 1 3 , 1 2 1 , 13 4 , 1 3 8 - 4 2 ; of Bar,
1 1 , 13 9 ; of Okhrida, 19 ; of Serbia,
1 9 , 139
Architects: 3 1 , 76, 86, 105
Aristophanes: 120
Aristotle: 94
Arsenal: 18 , 74
Art: 1 3 3 - 3 7 , M 3
Asia Minor: 37, 47, 58, 10 7
Astarea: 35 , 54
Astronomy: 12 4 , 12 8 , 17 2
Austria: 59, 66, 74, 86, 17 3
Avars: 5
Avicena: 94
Avignon, France: 1 4 1
Babalio, Bobaljević, Dominicus (can
on, patrician): 12 7
Balkan Peninsula: 3, 5, n , 13 , 14 ,
2 0 -2 4 , 27, 2 9 -3 2 , 34, 37 , 43, 44,
46, 5 0 -5 2 , 5 5 , 5 7 - 5 9 , 62, 75 ,
9 2-9 4 , 96, 109, h i , 1 1 4 , 1 1 5 ,
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12 3 , 13 3 , 13 4 , 13 7 , 13 8 , 14 5 -5 0 ,
15 7 , 160, 16 8 -70 , 17 3
Banduri, Anselmo (Byzantinist, nu
mismatist): 17 2
Banking: 29, 34, 5 1, 170
Bar, Yugoslavia (Montenegro): 1 1 ,

87, 139
Barbers: 95, 97, 99; see also physi
cians
Bardi (Florentine bankers): 29
Bari, Italy: 7, 13
Barletta, Italy: 13 6
Basil: I (Byzantine emperor, 867—
86), 6; II (Byzantine emperor,
9 7 6 -1 0 2 5 ) , 7
Basle, Switzerland: 12 3 , 12 4 ; Eccle
siastical Council of, 55, 12 3
Bassarab (Rumanian leader): 26
Bayazed I (Ottoman sultan, 1 3 8 9 14 0 2 ): 58
Beccadelli, Lodovico (Archbishop of
Dubrovnik): 13 4
Belgrade, Yugoslavia (Serbia): 45
Bellini brothers (Italian artists): 13 4
Beltramus from Milan (architect): 76
Bergamo, Italy: 78
Bernardinus from Parma (architect):
76
Bisceglie, Italy: 13
Black Sea: 37 , 47, 10 7, 15 7
Blacksmiths: 78
Bodin, Constantine (king of Zeta,

10 8 1- C .110 1): 13
Bohemia: 124, 161
Bojana (river): 1 1
Boka Kotorska, Yugoslavia (Monte
negro): 1 7 3 ; see Kotor
Bokar (fortress): 77
Bologna, Italy: 12 2 , 14 1
Bonino from Milan (sculptor): 1 3 5

Books: 93, 94, 12 2 , 12 4 -3 0 , 13 2 ,
15 4 , 16 3 ; of mass, missals, 12 5 —28;
breviary, 12 6 ; manual, 12 6 ; copy
ing of, 12 7 , 12 8 ; see also libraries
Bošković, Rudjer (astronomer, phi
losopher): 17 2
Bosnia: 6, 1 4 - 1 6 , 20, 22, 23, 26, 27,
29, 3D 34, 36, 3 7 , 46, 4 9 - 5 2 ? 5 4 .
5 5 . 5 7 . 9 3 . 108, 1 1 5 , 1 3 7 . 1 3 9 .
14 2 -4 4 , 146, 14 8, 149, 15 7 ; min
ing, 2 1 , 46, 1 5 1 , 15 4 ; conquered
by Ottomans, 58; “ Bosnian
Church, Christians,” 139 , 14 2
Božidarević, Nicolas (painter): 13 3
Brabant: 150
Brač (Dalmatian island): 49
Brajkov, Miho (sculptor) : 87, 13 5
Branković, George (Serbian despot,
1 4 2 7 - 5 6 ) : 46, 52, 59, 94
Brocade: 149
Brsalje (esplanade): 164
Brskovo (old town in Serbia): 20
Buća, Nicolas (nobleman): 93, 94
Budva, Yugoslavia (Montenegro): 38
Bulgaria: 20, 26, 11 8 , 12 3
Byzantium: 5 - 1 3 , 16, 2 4 -2 6 , 43, 47,
5D 55. 58, 59. 65, 86, 94, 12 3,
13 3 , 13 8 , 14 8, 14 9 ; see Greece
Cantacuzenus, John VI

(Byzantine

emperor, i 3 4 7 ~ 5 4 ) : 43
Capitaneus noctis: 160
Caravans: 146, 14 7, 15 6
Castellum (fortress): 64
Catalans: 30, 56
Cathedrals: 77, 8 5 -8 7 , 1 2 8 ,1 2 9 , 14 8 ;
see churches, monasteries
Cato: 11 9
Cava, Italy: 76, 84, 10 5

Cavtat, Yugoslavia (Croatia): 5, 99,
16 5
Cereals: 10 7 -1 0 9
Černomen, Bulgaria: 44
Chancellery: 1 2 1 , 12 7 , 128, 13 2 ;
Slavic, 1 1 5
Children, illegitimate: h i , 159, 160
Chioggia, Italy: 47
Churches: 34, 66, 68, 8 5-8 8 , 93, 106,
12 5 , 126, 13 4 , 140, 1 4 1 , 14 7, 162,
16 5 ; see cathedrals, monasteries
Cicero: 1 2 7
Citizens: 34, 35 , 150 , 164
Clarus, Daniel, from Parma (teach
er): 120
Climate: 7 0 - 7 1 , 14 5 , 166
Comnenus, Alexius I (Byzantine em
peror, 1 0 8 1 - 1 1 1 8 ) : 9 ,1 0
Concubines: 158 , 160
Consilium: Maius, see Major Coun
cil; Minus, see Minor Council;
Rogatorum, see Senate
Constantine, Porphyrogenetus: see
Porphyrogenetus; Bodin, see
Bodin; XI, see Palaeologus
Constantinople (Istanbul): 3, 7, 12 ,
16, 25, 45, 47, 5 5, 58, 75, 94, 12 3 ,
12 4
Copper: 2 1 , 45
Coral fishermen: 5 6 -5 7
Corfu (Greek island): 16
Corinth, Gulf of: 25
Corvinus, Matthias (king of Hungary
and Croatia, 14 5 8 -9 0 ): 62, 124
Count, Comes: Venetian, 17 , 32, 39,
7 3 , 84, 92, 16 5 ; Hungarian, 41
Crafts: 34, 35 , 50, 56, 57, 98, 105,
13 7 , 14 7, 159, 16 0; see also black
smiths, goldsmiths, masons, ship
building, shoemaking, silversmiths

Crete (Greek island): 16, 30
Crijević (patricians of Dubrovnik):
Martol, 69; Elias Lampridius
(poet), 12 0 ; Lodovicus Tubero
(historian), 1 3 2
Croatia: 7, 9, 10, 28, 33 , 40 -42, 46,
48, 49. 57, 59, 62, 77, 80, 12 4 ,
1 3 1 , 136 , 144, 146, 148, 16 5, 17 4 ;
see also Dalmatia
Crusade: 37 , 42, 62; Fourth, 15 , 16,
40
Cyprus (island): 12 , 47
Cyrillic (alphabet, letters, script):
1 1 4 - 1 6 , 1 1 8 , 130
Dabrena: 16 2
Dalmatia, Dalmatian: 6 -10 , 12 , 16 ,
22, 2 8 -3 2 , 36, 40, 4 1, 48, 49, 7 3 ,
7 5 - 7 7 , 1 3 1 , 1 3 3 , 146, 156 , 1 7 3 ;
see also Croatia
Dance (near Dubrovnik): 100
Dances: 16 5, 166
Dandolo, Enrico (Venetian doge,
1 1 9 2 - 1 2 0 5 ) : 16
Danube (river): 3, 25, 45, 57, 58
Dardanelles: 44, 47
Dečanski, Stephen Uroš III (king of
Serbia, 1 3 2 1 - 3 1 ) : 24
Demetrius: see Palaeologus
Desica: 16 2
Deževica (mining town in Bosnia):
46
Diocleia: see Zeta
Diseases: 90, 9 1, 9 7 - 1 0 1 , 1 1 1 ; see
also plague
Diversis, Philippus de, de Quartigianis, from Lucca (high school
principal and author): 34, 83, 11 9 ,
13 2 , 150 , 15 5 , 15 6
Divona, Sponza (palace): 85, 1 3 5
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Djončić, Nicolas (high school prin
cipal): 12 9
Djurdjević (patrician family): 34 ;
Matthew, 12 7
Dominicans: 75, 87, 12 3 , 130 , 13 5 ,
14 0 ; see also monasteries
Donatello (Italian sculptor): 13 6
Donatus: 11 9
Doria, Andrea (Genoese admiral): 78
Držić: Djore (poet), 1 3 1 ; Marin
(comediographer), 1 3 1 , 17 2
Dubrovnik (Ragusium, Ragusa):
name of city, 3m, 14 , 33 , 5 2 ;
trade, 4, 12 , 13 , 14, 15 , 1 7 - 1 8 , 20,
2 1 , 22, 23, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30,
3 1 , 34 , 42, 5 1 ; submits to Venice,
7, 12 , 16 ; to Normans, 9, 1 2 ; slavicization, n - 1 2 , 22, 32 , 33 , 1 1 5 1 7 ; wars with Serbia, 13 , 14 , 19,
20, 24, 7 1 ; under Hungarian pro
tection, 40; wars with Bosnia, 49,
5 4 , 5 7 ; colonies, 5 1 ; under Otto
man protection, 59; Slavic chancel
lery, 1 1 5
Dušan, Stephen (king and emperor
of Serbia, 1 3 3 1 - 5 5 ) : 2 4 -2 6 , 43,
44, 46, 74, 94, 14 2 , 16 5
Earthquakes: 63, 83, 84, 86-88, 13 4 ,
16 3, 170
Education: 34, 11 6 - 2 0 , 1 2 1 , 12 2 ,
12 9 , 15 7 , 15 9
Egypt: 16, 42, 47, 12 3 , 1 5 7
England: 14 8 -5 0 , 16 1, 169, 1 7 1
Epidaurus (ancient city): 5, 6, 63
Epirus (Epirote), Despotate of: 8,
20, 25
Euboea (Greek island): 16
Europe: 34 , 36, 38, 40, 4 3 -4 5 , 50,
62, 72, 87, 90, 96, 97, 104, 10 7,

n o , h i , 1 1 3 , 1 1 4 , 13 7 , 138, 149,
150 , 166, 169, 1 7 1 , 17 2 , 17 4
Famine: 100, 10 1, 108
Fano, Italy: 12
Favi, Francesco (Dubrovnik’s envoy
in Paris): 1 7 1 , 17 2
Ferdinand (king of Naples, 1 4 5 8 9 4 ): 12 5
Ferramolino, Antonio: 78
Ferrara, Italy: 1 3 7
Fires: 80, 87, 10 2, 13 4 , 16 3
Firearms: 72, 73, 16 6 ; see also wea
pons
Fishing: 106, 108
Fishmarket gate: 74
Flanders: 56, 149, 169
Florence, Florentine, Italy: 27, 29, 76,
160, 16 5 , 166
Fojnica, Yugoslavia (Bosnia): 46
Food: 6, 55, 10 1, 106, 108, i n , 164
Fortifications: 6, 7, 63-6 6 , 68, 69,
7 1 - 7 8 , 83, 86-88, 164
Fossatum (m oat): 73
Fountains: 106, 13 6
France: 30, 56, 86, 92, 99, 136 , 146,
148, 149, 16 1, 1 7 1 , 1 7 3 ; language,
1 1 4 ; Academy, 17 2
Franciscans: 87, 96, 130 , 13 5 , 140;
see also monasteries
Franks: 7
Fundichus (warehouse): 108
Galienus: 94
Gallipoli, Turkey: 44
Gambling: 148
Gates of Dubrovnik: 73, 74, 78, 83,
86, 10 1, 164
Gazul, Ivan (Johannes Gazulus,

184

priest, diplomat, astronomer,
bibliophile): 12 4 , 12 8 , 129
Genoa, Italy: 47, 78
Germany: 20, 76, 12 4 , 13 3 , 146, 148,
16 1
Getaldić, Marin (mathematician):
17 2
Giudecca (Jewish quarter in Dubrov
nik): 30
Glass: 138
Gold: 52, 1 5 1
Goldsmiths: 57, 1 3 7
Gonfaloniere (of Florence): 16 5
Greece, Greek: 5, 25, 26, 29, 30, 47,
52, 58, 86, 92, 94, 10 7, 1 1 4 , 12 3 ,
138 , 146, 149, 1 5 7 ; see also By
zantium
Gregory VII (pope, 1 0 7 3 - 8 5 ) : n
Gučetić (patricians): 3 4 ; Dominicus,
12 2 ; Djivo, 130
Guilds: 56
Guiscard, Robert (Norman prince): 8
Gundulić (patricians): 3 4 ; Marin,
1 5 5 ; Djivo (poet), 17 2

Hranić, Sandalj

(Bosnian prince):

46, 143
Hrebeljanović, Lazar (Serbian
prince): 45
Hum (region): 3 ; see also
Zahumlje
Humanism: 1 1 9 - 2 4 , 12 7 , 130 , 14 4
Flungary: 10, 12 , 16, 20, 22, 26, 28,
4 0 -4 2, 45, 4 7 -5 0 , 52, 59, 62, 73 ,
1 1 4 , 12 4 , 13 2 , 13 7 , 1 4 1 , 144, 146,
14 8, 15 7 , 16 1, 16 5
Hunyadi, John (Hungarian general,
statesman): 50
Hussites: 12 4
Hvar (Dalmatian island): 49
Hypocrates: 94
Ilijina glavica: 1 1 5
Illyric: 5
Ionian Sea: 5, 18
Iron: 2 1 , 27, 45, 46
Italy: 4-6 , 8, 12 , 14, 2 0 -2 2 , 26, 27,
2 9 - 3 L 3 4 , 36, 3 7 , 40, 4 7 , 48, 5 5 ,
56, 62, 76, 82, 83, 86, 9 2-9 4 , 96,
99, 10 1, 10 5, 10 7, 109, i n , 1 1 3 —
15 , 1 1 7 - 2 2 , 12 4 , 12 5 , 130 , 1 3 1 ,

Hadrianople (Edirne, T u rk ey): 44
Hamzić, Mihoč (painter): 13 3
Harbor: 7 1 - 7 5 , 77, 10 1, 11 6 , 1 4 5 -

133-38 , 140, 144-46, 148, 149,
15 7 , 16 1 , 16 2, 168, 170

47, 165
Heretics: 37 , 13 9
Herzegovina: 57, 58, 100, 10 1
Historical Archives: 1 1 3 , 1 1 4 , 16 1
Historiographers: 13 2
Holy League, First: 78
Horseracing: 164
Hospital: 10 9; in Montefiore, 93;
Major, Hospitale magnum, in Du
brovnik, 97, 109, n o
Houses: 70, 80 -82, 10 2, 109, 1 5 1 54, 156 , 164

Jajce, Yugoslavia (Bosnia): 46
Janjevo, Yugoslavia (Serbia): 45
Jerusalem: 160
Jesuits: 17 2
Jewelry: 150 , 1 5 1
Jews: 30, 9 1, 92
John: of Ravenna (historian and
chancellor), 13 2 , 14 9; VIII, see
Palaeologus
Joseph II (patriarch of Constanti
nople): 12 3
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Lead: 2 1 , 27, 45, 46
Leprosy: 9 0 -9 1, 98
Levant: 18 , 29, 47, 50, 55, 14 5 , 148
Libraries: 88, 12 4 , 12 9 , 13 0 ; see
also books
Literature: 130 , 1 3 1 , 17 2
Loggia: 14 7, 148
Lokrum (island): 85, 10 1, 140, 146
Lopud (island): 54
Louis I (king of Hungary and
Croatia, 1 3 4 2 - 8 2 ) : 40, 4 1, 48
Lovrijenac (fortress): 68, 75 , 77
Lucas from Šibenik (rector of
schools): 1 1 9
Lucca, Italy: 1 1 9
Lukarević, Luccari, Giacomo di
Pietro (historian): 13 2

Josephus, Magister (physician): 91
Juraj Dalmatinac (George the Dal
matian, Croatian architect, sculp
tor): 76, 77, 13 6
Kitchens: 15 2
Koln, Germany: 13 3
Koločep (island): 54
Koloman (king of Hungary and
Croatia, 1 0 9 5 - 1 1 1 6 ) : 10
Konavli (region): 54, 109, 14 2 , 15 9
Korčula (Dalmatian island): 49, 82,

85
Kosovo Plain: battle on, 45
Kotor, Yugoslavia (Montenegro):
2 1 , 24, 29, 49, 126, 15 6 ; see Boka
Kotromanić: Stephen (ban of Bosnia,
1 3 1 4 - 5 3 ) , 2 7 ; Tvrtko I (ban and
king of Bosnia, 1 3 5 3 - 9 1 ) , 46
Kotruljević: Benko (Bencius de
Cotruglio, merchant, author, func
tionary in Naples), 1 2 4 - 2 5 ; A n 
drew, 130
Kovačić, Marin: 12 8
Kratovo, Yugoslavia (Macedonia):

Macedonia: 25, 44
Magarisium, mogoriš (tribute): 6
Major Council (Consilium Maius):

45
Kreševo, Yugoslavia (Bosnia): 46
Krešimir: III (king of Croatia, 1000—
c. 10 30 ), 7; IV, see Peter Krešimir
IV
Ladislas (king of Naples, 1 3 8 6 1 4 1 4 ) : 48, 49
Languages: 1 1 4 - 1 7 , 1 1 8 , 1 2 1 , 12 2 ,
1 3 0 -3 2 , 1 3 3
Lastovo (Dalmatian island): 7, 54
Latin: empire, 16
Lazaret: 10 1
Lazarević, Stephen (prince and des
pot of Serbia, 1 3 8 9 - 1 4 2 7 ) : 52

1 7 , 3 7 - 3 9 , 8 4 , 9 7 , 12 0 , 15 6
Malta (island): 30
Mantegna, Andrea (Italian sculp
tor): 13 3
Mantua, Italy: 13 3
Mantzikert (ancient town in Asia
Minor): 8
Manutius, Aldus: 120
Maritsa (river): 25, 44
Marmont (French marshal): 17 3
Masons: 56, 78
Matej Ninoslav (ban of Bosnia,
1 2 3 2 - 5 0 ) : 20
Mathematics: 1 1 7 , 17 2
Medicines: 92, 93, 95, 97
Medici (ruling family in Florence):
16 6

Mediterranean Sea: 4, 5, 9, 15 , 16,
18, 22, 37 , 104, 1 1 3 , 1 1 5 , 12 5 ,
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13 6 , 14 4 -4 6 , 148, 150 , 16 2, 169,
I 7 ° , 17 4
Menčetić (patricians): 3 4 ; Šiško
(poet), 1 3 1 ; Philippa, 15 7
Messina, Italy: 12 6
Michael (prince, king of Zeta,
c .1 0 5 2 - 8 1 ) : 1 0 - 1 1 , 13
Michelangelo (Buonarotti, Italian
artist): 13 4
Michelozzi, Michelozzo (Florentine
architect): 76, 84
Milan, Italy: 76, i 3 5 ~ 3 7 , 17 2
Miličević, Paskoje (architect): 77,
85
Milutin, Stephen Uroš II
Serbia, 1 2 8 2 - 1 3 2 1 ) : 24
Minčeta (fortress): 7 1 , 75,
Mining: 20, 2 1 , 22, 50, 52,
Minor Council (Consilium

(king of
76, 87

1 5 1 , 15 4
Minus):

1 7 , 38, 3 9 , *56
Mint: in Dubrovnik, 8 5; in Naples,
12 5
Mljet (island): 54, 100, 10 1
Moat: 73, 74
Mohacs, Hungary: battle at, 59
Mohammed II the Conqueror (Otto
man sultan, 1 4 5 1 - 8 1 ) : 57, 58,

136 , 1 3 7
Molfetta, Italy: 12
Monasteries: 26, 64, 75, 85, 86, 87,
88, 95, 96, 97, 109, 130 , 13 5 , 140,
1 4 1 ; see also cathedrals, churches
Monembasia, Greece: 109
Mongols: 50
Monopoli, Italy: 13
Montefiore, Monteflore, Italy: 93,
12 6
Morea, Greece: 55
Moslems: 42, 43, 55
Mrkan (island): 99

Mrnjavčević: Vukašin (prince, king
of Serbia, 1 3 6 5 - 7 1 ) , 44, 46;
Uglješa (despot of Serres), 44;
Marko (prince, son of Vukašin),
46
Murano, Italy: 13 8
Music: 138
Naples, Italy: 48, 12 5 , 136 , 1 3 7
Napoleon: 17 3
Nelipčić (Croatian noble fam ily): 28
Nemanja, Stephen (Grand Zhupan
of Serbia, c. 1 1 6 9 - 9 6 ) : 13
Nemanjic: Rastko-Sava (monk,
Archbishop of Serbia), 19, 13 9 ;
see Dečanski, Dušan, Milutin,
Radoslav, Stephen, Uroš, Vladislav
Neretva (river) : 1 1
Nicaea, Patriarchate of: 19
Nicolas: from Verona (teacher),
1 1 7 ; the Bulgarian (teacher), 1 1 8
Nicopolis, Bulgaria: 45, 48
Nobility: u , 14, 17 , 2 5 , 28, 34, 3 5 ,
42, 44-46 , 48, 5 4 , 5 7 , 7 4 , 9 2 , 9 3 ,
108, 12 2 , 12 7 , 15 5 , 15 6 , 16 5 ; see
patriciate
Normans: 8, 9, 12
Notaries: 3 1 , 84, 1 2 1 , 12 7 , 12 8 , 16 2
Novigrad, Yugoslavia (Croatia): 49
Novo Brdo, Yugoslavia (Serbia): 45,

52
Numismatists: 17 2
Nunneries: 140
Officiales cazamortuorum, Cazamorti (health officials): 100, 10 1
Okhrida, Yugoslavia (Macedonia):

19
Olive oil: 109
Olovo, Yugoslavia (Bosnia): 46
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Onofrio de la Cava (architect): 76,
84, 10 5, 106, 13 5 , 13 6
Orlando (statue): 13 5
Orphanage (Hospitale misericordiae): n o , m , 160
Orseolo, Pietro II (Venetian doge,
9 9 1 -10 0 8 ) : 7
Orthodox faith: 37, 14 2
Osman (poem): 17 2
Otranto, Strait of: 9
Ottoman Turks: 6, 16, 30, 4 3 -4 5 ,
48, 5 0 -5 2 , 5 7 “ 59> 62, 75 , 77, 78,
93, 100, 10 7, 108, 11 4 , 13 2 , 136 ,
13 7 , 14 3, 14 4 , 146, 14 8, 150, 168,
169, 170 , 17 4
Ovid: 1 2 7
Padua (Padova), Italy: 30, 92, 11 8 ,
12 2 , 12 4 , 12 7
Pag (island): 49, 55
Painters: 26, 57, 88, 1 3 3 - 3 6 , 1 4 3 ,
15 3 , 154 , 16 5
Palaeologus: John V (Byzantine em
peror, 1 3 4 1 - 9 1 ) , 4 3; John VIII
Byzantine emperor, 14 2 5 - 4 8 ) ,
55, 1 2 3 ; Constantine XI (Byzan
tine emperor, 14 4 9 -5 3 ) , 5 5 ;
Thomas (despot of Morea), 5 5 ;
Demetrius (despot of Morea), 5 5 ;
Andronicus III (Byzantine em
peror, 1 3 2 8 - 4 1 ) , 94
Palestine: 37 , 42, 85, 16 1, 16 2
Pantella, Pietro: 56
Paris, France: 12 2 , 12 3 , 13 2 , 1 7 1 ,
17 2
Parma, Italy: 76, 120
Patarenes (in Bosnia): 37
Patriciate: n , 14, 17 , 23, 3 2 - 3 6 ,
39ff.; see also nobility
Paul (from Sipan): 16 2

Pavlović, Radoslav (Bosnian prince):
57
Peasants: 3 4 -3 6 , 78, 92, h i , 13 3 ,
150 , 159
Pelješac (peninsula): 25, 54, 74, 99,
109, 14 2
Peloponnesus (peninsula): 55, 58
Perpignan, France: 56
Peruzzi (Florentine bankers): 29
Peter: Krešimir IV (king of Croatia,
10 5 8 -7 4 ) : 9, 10 ; physician in Du
brovnik, 94, 12 6
Petrus Martini, from Milan (sculp
tor): 13 6
Piacenza, Italy: 56
Pile (suburb and gate): 73, 74, 87
Pilgrimages: 16 0 -6 2 , 16 5
Pisa, Italy: 12
Pius II (pope, 14 5 8 -6 4 ) : 62
Pharmacists: 3 1 , 87, 9 1, 92, 9 5 - 9 7 ,
99, i n , 1 2 1
Physicians: 30, 3 1 , 9 1 - 9 7 , 99, m ,
1 2 1 , 126, 12 7 ; see also barbers
Placa (main street): 6 8 -7 1 , 74, 82,
83, 86-88, 10 2, 10 3, 16 1
Plague, bubonic: 36, 9 7 - 9 9 ; see also
diseases
Ploče (suburb and gate): 74, 10 1
Poetry: 130 , 1 3 1 , 14 3, 17 2
Ponta (gate): 74
Pope: 1 1 , 42, 43, 62, 78, 1 1 3 , 12 3 ,
12 4 , 13 8 , 1 4 1 , 14 3
Porphyrogenetus, Constantine VII
(Byzantine emperor, historian,
9 1 3 - 5 9 ): 5 , 64-66
Portugal: 30
Posat: 73
Pracat, Miho (merchant): 1 3 5
Pribitko: 16 3
Prijeko, Prijeki put: 1 1 5

188

Primorje: 54
Pristina, Yugoslavia (Serbia): 45
Prizren, Yugoslavia (Serbia): 45,
9 3 , 139
Prostitutes: 99, 15 8 -6 0
Prothonotariis, Jacobus de (physi
cian): 12 6
Puncijela (tower): 7 1
Pustijerna (sexterium): 65, 66
Quarantine: 9 9 - 1 0 1 , 1 1 1
Quarnero, Kvarner, Yugoslavia
(Croatia): 7
Rab (island): 49, 128
Radoslav, Stephen (king of Serbia,
c .1 2 2 8 - 3 4 ) : 19
Ragusium, Ragusa: see Dubrovnik
Ranjina, Nicolas (historian): 13 2
Ras, Yugoslavia (Serbia): 13 9
Raška: 10, 1 3 ; see also Serbia
Ravenna, Italy: 13 2 , 149
Rector: 39, 4 1, 8 3 -8 5 , 92, 11 9 , 1 3 5 -

37, 147, 165
Renaissance: 13 3
Restić: Junius (historian), 97, 1 3 3 ;
Marin, 12 7
Revelin (fortress): 78
Richard the Lion Hearted (king of
England, 1 1 8 9 - 9 9 ) : 85, 16 1
Richo: Martinus Johannis from
Florence (pharmacist), 96; Johan
nes Antonii (pharmacist), 96
Rijeka: Dubrovačka (river), 98; city
Fiume), Yugoslavia (Croatia),
128
Roman: language, 1 1 4 ; letters, 11 6 ,
13 1
Rome: 5, 6, 28, 32, 109, 11 6 , 120,
12 3 , 12 4 , 13 8 , 1 4 1 , 148

Rupe (building): 108
Saints: Bacchus, 86; Blaise, 86, 13 7 ,
16 6 ; Sergius, 86; Augustine, 12 9 ;
Francis, 1 6 1 ; James of Compostella, 16 2
Salt: 55, 99
Samuel Ebreus (surgeon): 91
Saraca, Saračič, Elias de (archbis
h o p): 1 4 1
Savoy, Italy: 150
Scanderbeg, George Kastriotes (A l
banian leader): 62
Schiavone: 13 4
Schismatics: 3 7
Sculpture: i 3 5 ~3 7 , ! 4 3
Seldjuks: 8
Senate: 17 , 38, 39, 15 6 , 1 7 1
Seneca: 126 , 128
Serbia: 6, 1 3 - 1 6 , 18 -2 2 , 2 4 -2 7 , 29,
3 D 3 3 , 3 4 , 3 6 , 3 7 , 4 2-46 , 5 0 -5 2 ,
5 4 , 5 5 , 5 7 , 7 D 7 4 , 9 3 , 9 4 , i ° 8,
126 , 13 7 , 13 9 , 14 2, 144, 146, 148,
149, 15 7 , 16 5 , 1 7 3 ; mining in,
20, 2 1 , 23, 45, 50, 1 5 1 , 1545
conquered by Ottomans, 58
Serres, Greece: 44
Sewage system: 104, 1 1 1 , 14 5
Sexteria: 64, 65, 66, 68-69, 81
Shipbuilding: 3 1 , 56, 57
Shoemaking: 56, 12 3
Šibenik, Yugoslavia (Croatia): 28,
49, 77, I I 9
Sicily, Italy: 47, 10 7, 146, 15 7
Sigismund of Luxembourg (king of
Hungary and Croatia), 1 3 8 7 1 4 3 7 ) : 4 5 , 4 8, 4 9 , 16 5
Silk: 149
Silver: 2 1 , 27, 45, 46, 50, 52, 57,
13 7 , 1 5 1 , 15 4
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DUBROVNIK
Simeon Raguseus (sculptor): 13 6
Sipan (island): 54, 16 2
Sirmium (now Sremska Mitrovica),
Yugoslavia (Serbia): 139
Skoplje, Yugoslavia (Macedonia): 45
Slavery: 3 5 - 3 8 , 16 2, 16 3
Slavs: 4 -7 , 1 1 , 12 , 17 , 22, 29, 3 1 - 3 3 ,
56, 63, 64, 68, 80, 106, 120 , 12 3 ,
1 3 1 , 1 4 1 , 14 4, 146, 149, 150 ,
16 1, 1 7 2 - 7 4
Smederevo, Yugoslavia (Serbia): 45,
58 .
Soderini, Pietro (Gonfaloniere of
Florence): 16 5 -6 6
Sokolović, Muhammed (Ottoman
Grand V e z ir): 169
Sorkočević (patricians): 34
Spain: 30, 56, 78, 92, 1 1 4 , 146,
148, 15 7 , 16 2, 169
Spano, George (physician): 12 7
Spilimbergo, Guido de: 128
Split, Yugoslavia (Croatia): 7, 1 1 ,
28, 38, 49, 82
Srdj (mountain): 63, 64, 75, 10 5
Srebrenica, Yugoslavia (Bosnia): 46
Statutes: 90, 95, 1 1 3 , 1 1 4
Stephen: king of Croatia (c .10 3 0 5 8 ), 9; Grand Zhupan and king
of Serbia, S. the First Crowned
(1 19 6 -C .12 2 8 ), 19
Stojković, Ivan (Johannes de Staiis,
Dominican, diplomat, theologian,
humanist, cardinal): 55, 12 3
Ston, Yugoslavia (Croatia): 5 5, 74,
98, 99, 1 1 6 , 12 7 , 13 3 , 14 2
Strategos (Byzantine general): 8, 10
Streets: 70, 7 1 , 82, 88, 10 2, 10 3,
h i , 14 5 , 14 6, 148, 150, 1 5 1 , 160,
16 3, 16 4
Šubić (Croatian noble fam ily): 28

Suetonius: 12 7
Suleiman II the Magnificent (Otto
man sultan, 15 2 0 - 6 6 ) : 169
Syria: 42, 47, 12 3 , 1 5 7
Tadic, Jorjo (historian): 90, 1 1 3 ,
17 4
Tailors: 150
Tamerlane (Mongol leader): 50
Tenedos (island near Dardanelles):
47
Termoli, Italy: 13
Textiles: 5 5 - 5 7 , 10 5, 149
Theatre: 164
Thessalonica, Greece: 3, 20, 25
Thessaly, Greece: 25
Thomas, Pauli de Thoma, (noble
man from Kotor): 12 6 ; see
Palaeologus
Thrace: 25
Titian (Italian painter): 13 4 , 1 3 5
Towers: 66, 69, 7 1 , 72, 7 5 , 77, 83,
84
Travunija (region): 3, 10
Trebinje, Yugoslavia (Herzego
vina): 16 3
Trebizond, Turkey: 58
Trepča, Yugoslavia (Serbia): 45
Tribute: paid to Slavs, 6, 10 6; to
king of Hungary and Croatia, 4 1 ;
to Serbia, 46; to Bosnia, 46; to
Ottomans, 59, 169
Trogir, Yugoslavia (Croatia): 7, 28,
49, 12 8
Tunisia: 15 7
Turin, Italy: peace of, 47
Tuscany, Italy: 56, 83
Ugodonicis, Jacobus de (notary and
chancellor): 12 8
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INDEX
Ulcinj, Yugoslavia (Montenegro):
93
United States of America: 1 7 1 , 17 2
University: of Padua, 12 2 ; of Paris,
17 2 ; of Milan, 17 2
Uroš: I Stephen (king of Serbia,
1 2 4 3 -7 6 ) , 19 ; Stephen (emperor
of Serbia, I 3 5 5 “ 7 i ) , 44, 45
Varna, Bulgaria: 50, 59, 16 5
Venereal diseases: 99
Venice: 4, 5, 7 - 1 0 , 12 , 15 -2 0 , 2 2 24, 2 7 -2 9 , 32, 34, 4 0 -4 3, 47, 49,

50, 73-75. 78,

82, 96, 99, 109,
1 1 5 , 1 1 8 , 13 3 , 13 7 , 13 8 , 14 8 -5 0 ,
15 7 , 160, 168, 170 , 17 3
Vergil: 12 7
Verona, Italy: 1 1 7
Vienna, Austria: 44
Višegrad, Hungary: 41
Višnjica: 12 6
Visoko, Yugoslavia (Bosnia): 46
Vladislav, Stephen (king of Serbia,

c.1234-43): 19

Vojinovič, Vojislav (Serbian noble
man) : 45
Vojislav (leader of Zeta): 10
Vrana, Yugoslavia (Croatia) : 49
Vukčić-Kosača, Stephen (Duke of
Herzegovina): 46, 57, 100
Weapons: 26, 84; see also firearms
Wells: 1 0 4 -10 5
Wine: 109, 15 7
W om en: 15 7 -5 9 , 16 1

Wood carving: 136 , 15 3
Wool: 55, 56
Ypria (Ypres), Belgium: 149
Yugoslav: 1 7 3 , 17 4
Zadar (Zara), Yugoslavia (Croatia):
7, 16, 28, 48, 49, 15 0 ; peace
treaty of, 40, 41
Zahumlje (region): 6; see also Hum
Zeta, Diocleia (ancient area in
Montenegro): 10, 1 1 , 13 , 58
Zvonimir (king of Croatia, 1 0 7 5 8 9 ): 10
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