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TAX REGISTER OF DROHOBYCH POVIT IN 1511

Abstract. The purpose of the research is to analyze and publish the tax register of Drohobych
povit (district) of 1511 as a historical source. The research methodology is based on the principles of
historicism and source science methods, in particular the method of internal criticism of sources, as
well as on archeography requirements. The scientific novelty consists in the fact that for the first time
the analysis of the tax register of Drohobych povit of 1511 as a historical source. The Conclusion. Thus,
the 1511 tax register of Przemysl and Sianok lands is kept in the Central Archive of Ancient Acts in
Warsaw. It was included in the so-called “Ksiegi Poborowej”, which also contains other levy registers
and fiscal reporting documents for the period from 1501 to 1589. The publishing of this document is
connected with the attacks of the Tatars and the Vlachs (the Moldavians), which prompted the Polish
royal authorities to collect taxes for the military protection of the territories under their control. In view
of this, on February 7, 1511, the General Sejm in Piotrkow approved the collection of the state levy
(“contributio publicarum”), which, in fact, was a continuation of the “contribution” levy (“contributio
fertonum”), but it was to be collected for two years. In the Ruthenian Voivodeship the collector of
this tax was the nobleman Dobeslaw Chmielecki. During the levy collection, a written record was
made of its size and economic “‘units” that acted as payers: lans (peasant farms that were located on
such a conventional unit of land measurement as a yard (lan), which occupied from 22 to 40 or more
hectares of arable land and meadow), mills, inns, parishes. From the tax register it becomes known
that there were 40 villages in Drohobych povit, in addition to the suburbs of Drohobych. They occupied
328 lans and a half-lan (of which royal — 150 lans, noble — 178 and a half-lan). At that time, 12 inns
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operated on the territory of the povit, among them one inn-brewery. In the register of 1511, 15 mills
were recorded, of which 8 were also mills (foliushi), as well as 25 parishes, which gives reason to
state about the existence of the same number of Orthodox parishes of the Przemysl Diocese of the Kyiv
Orthodox Metropolis. In 1511 the total amount of taxes collected from the settlements of Drohobych
povit amounted to more than 164 marks (hryvnias).

Key words: tax register, Przemysl land, Drohobych povit, Dobeslaw Chmielecki, yard (lan), inn,
mill, parish.

MOBOPOBHUI PEECTP JPOTOBUIIBKOIO MOBITY 1511 POKY

Anomauia. Mema 0ocnidxycenna — npoauanizyeamu ma onyonikyeamu noboposuii peecmp
Jlpoeobyuvkoco cmapocmea 1511 p. sax icmopuune Ooicepeno. Memodonozia docniorcenHsn
IDYHIMYEMbCA HA NPUHYURT ICIOPUSMY MA 0HCEPENOZHABYUX MEMOOAX, 30KpeMa Memooi BHYMpPIiutHb0!
KpUmuKu 0gicepei, a makoic Ha sumo2ax apxeocpagpii. Haykoea Hosu3Ha 00cniodicenHs nonseac y momy,
wo enepuie 8 icmopuunii Hayyi nyonikyemucsa noboposuil peccmp Jpozobuyvkoeo nogimy 1511 poky
il ananizyemucs Ak icmopuune odicepeno. Bucnoseku. Omoice, noboposuii peecmp Ilepemuuinbcokoi i
Canoywkoi 3emens 1511 p. 36epicacmvca y ¢ondi “Archiwum Skarbu Koronnego™ I'onoenozo Apxisy
dasHix akmis y Bapwasi. Bin ysitiuoe 0o maxk 36anoi “Ksiggi Poborowej”, kompa noza mum micmumo
iHwi no6oposi peccmpu ma ickanoho-36imui 0oxymenmu 3a nepioo 3 1501 no 1589 p. Iossa yvoco
OOKYMEHNY No8 sa3aHa 3 HANAdamu mamap i 60J10Xi6 (MOL0AAH), WO CNOHYKANA KOPONIGCLKUL YPsiO
30upamu nodamxu 015 GilicbK08020 3axucnty niognaoHux mepumopii. 3 oenady na ye éanvHuti Cetim
6 Iliiomprogi 7 momoeo 1511 p. yxeanug 3oupanus oepocagrnoco nooopy (“‘contributio publicarum”),
AKull, no cymi, 08 npooosdcenuam ‘‘éapoyHKosoeo”’ nobopy (“‘contributio fertonum”), ane mas
30upamucs npodossic 080x pokie. 3oupauem yvbo2co nodamxy y Pycvkomy 6oceoocmei 6ye winsxmuy
Jlobecnas Xmeneyvxuil. 11i0 uac 36upanns nobopy 30iliCHIO8aANACA NUCLMOBA QIKcayis 11020 po3mipie
ma 2ocnodapcokux “‘00uHuysb”’, AKI GUCIYNANU NIAMHUKAMU: JIAHU (CETSHCbKI 20CnO0apcmed,
MICMUUCA HA MAKIl YMOBHIU OOUHUYI SUMIpY 3eMai AK Osopuiye (1am), Kompe 3aumano 6io
22 00 40 i binbwe cekmapie opHOT 3eMai i IYK), MAUHU, KOPYMU, NONIGCMEA. 3 noOOP0o8020 peccmpy
sunausae, wo 6 [pozobuyvkomy nosimi, kpim nepeomicmsa [Ipocodouua, oyno 40 cin. Bonu 3aiimanu
328 nanmis i nienamny (3 Hux Koponiecokux — 150 nanis, winaxemcokux — 178 i nignany). Ha mepumopii
nosimy Ha mou yac 0iano 12 xopuem, ceped Hux i ooHa Kopuma-nueosapusa. Y peccmpi 1511 p.
saghikcosano 15 maunie, 3 Hux 8 6yau éarvHukamu (pornrowamu), a makosc 25 noniscms, wo oae
niocmasu 206opumu npo iCHy8anHs maxoi xc Kinbkocmi npasociasnux napagii Ilepemuuiibcokoi
enapxii Kuiscvkoi npasociaenoi mumpononii. 3aeanvha kinekicme 3i6panux 1511 p. nooamkis i3
nocenens /[pocoduyvrozo nogimy cmaroguna nonao 164 mapxu (epusni).

Knrwuosi cnosa: noboposuii peccmp, Ilepemuwinvcoka 3emas, [poeobuyvkuii nosim, /obecnas
Xmeneyvkuil, 0gopuwye (nam), Kopuma, MAuH, NONIBCME0.

The Problem Statement. Medieval and early modern tax (levies) registers are extremely
valuable sources of the economic life history of countries and regions, as they are marked by the
coverage of a significant array of economic units, which in those days were peasant yards, inns,
mills, priests’ estates, etc. The tax registers in the Kingdom of Poland, which covered the issues
of voivodeships or certain lands, are no exception. The Ukrainian and Polish scholars have been
publishing these descriptive and statistical sources for a long time, but this work is still incomplete.
In this context, the task of source studies historians is, in particular, to publish the tax registers of
Przemysl and Sianok lands of the beginning of the 16th century.

The Analysis of Researches and Publications. The first place in the publication of such tax
acts concerning Przemysl land belongs to the Polish historian Olexander Jablonowski, who at the
beginning of the 20th century made public the tax registers of 1508 (inherited estates), 1515 and
1589 (Jabtonowski, 1902, pp. 1-45, 108—145). Many scholars relied on these publications later. For
example, in 1939, 1. Krypiakevych, and the participants of a seminar operating at the Theological
Academy in Lviv, published “The List of Galician Parishes of the 12th — 16th Centuries”, in
which he used the printed materials of O. Jablonowski actively (Krypiakevych, 1939). In 1990,
the Polish researcher Zdislaw Budzynski based on the tax registers of the 16th century (of course,
with the exception of the registers of 1577 and 1589) carried out a successful reconstruction of the
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parishes network of the Orthodox Przemysl Diocese of the end of the 15th — the beginning of the
16th centuries (Budzynski, 1990, pp. 135-155). Subsequently, he and Kazimierz Przybo$ published
the tax registers of Przemysl land of 1628, 1651, 1658 and 1674 (Budzinski & Przybos, 1997a;
Budzinski & Przybos, 1997b; Budzinski & Przybos, 2000a; Budzinski & Przybos, 2000b). Marian
Butkiewicz, a historian from Lublin, characterized the importance of tax registers for the study of a
social and economic situation of the small nobility of the 16th — 17th centuries (Butkiewicz, 1997).
Historians Krystyna Gérska and Bohdan Smereka critically analyzed the Polish tax registers of the
16th century (Gorska, 1957; Smereka, 2015). The historians from Drohobych Ivan Franko State
Pedagogical University continued publishing descriptive and statistical sources, focusing on the
publication of the inventories of Drohobych starostvo in 1568 and 1621 (Smutok & Tymoshenko,
2002; Smutok & Tymoshenko, 2006; Smutok & Tymoshenko, 2008). Subsequently, the historians
Mykola Haliv and Lesia Smutok published the tax register of Drogobych Povit based on the tax
register of Przemy$l and Sianok lands in 1507 (Haliv & Smutok, 2014). They declared the need to
continue publishing these documents as a source for the economic history of Drohobych povit —one
of the four povits of the Przemysl Land of the Ruthenian Voivodeship (Ruske Voyevodstvo).

The purpose of the article is to analyze and publish the tax register of Drohobych Povit of 1511
as a historical source.

The Results of the Research. The tax register of Przemysl and Sianok lands in 1511 is stored in
“Archiwum Skarbu Koronnego” Fund of the Central Archive of Ancient Acts in Warsaw (Archiwum
Glowny Akt Dawnych w Warszawie). It was included in “Ksiegi Poborowe;j” (sygnatura 20), which
also contains other conscription registers and fiscal reporting documents for the period from 1501 to
1589. The publication of this document is connected with circumstances of a military and political
nature. At the beginning of the 16th century the Ukrainian lands within the Kingdom of Poland and
the Grand Duchy of Lithuania continued to be attacked by the Tatars, the Vlachs (the Moldavians)
and the Muscovites.

After the devastating attacks of the Turks and the Tatars in 1498 and 1507, the Ukrainian lands,
which at that time were part of Poland, were attacked by Moldavia, which claimed Pokuttia. In 1509,
the Moldavians (about 40,000) led by Voivode Bohdan III attacked the south-castern lands of the
Polish Crown. At the end of June, they crossed the Dniester and tried to capture Kamianets-Podilskyi,
plundering its surroundings. Subsequently, they unsuccessfully tried to capture Halych and Lviv, and
they robbed Rohatyn and Stryi (Walawender, 1935, p. 36; Niemczyk, 2017, pp. 40-41).

In 1510, 15,000 the Tatars invaded Lithuania and reached Vilno. The following year, the
Tatars ravaged the outskirts of Kyiv, but were defeated by princes Yury Semenovych and Andriy
Nemyrovych. In 1512, the Tatars attacked the territory of the Ruthenian Voivodeship, reaching Lviv
and Przemysl (Walawender, 1935, pp. 36-37). Actually, during the session of the Diet in Piotrkow,
the need for protection from frequent Tatar attacks (ut contra tam frequentes impetus Tartarorum)
justified the need to collect an extraordinary tax. The Diet adopted the state levy — “contributio
publicarum”, which, in fact, was the so-called “verdunkovy” levy (“contributio fertonum’), which
was imposed on Crown lands (Greater Poland, Lesser Poland and the Ruthenian Voivodeship,
excluding Prussia). The basic rate of taxation was 1 ferton (in Polish —“wiardunek”, Latin —““ferton”),
which was the fourth part of a mark (hryvnia), otherwise 12 grocze (Haliv & Smutok, 2014, p. 442).

On February 7, 1511, the general Diet in Piotrkow adopted the following norms for this tax,
which was to be collected over two years: 1) all people of a secular and spiritual age, who have
property, must pay 6 grosze every year, and from each lan and field (with the exception of small
plots) — 1 ferton, namely on the feast of the Exile of the Holy Spirit — 6 grosze and on the feast of
Michael — 6 grosze; 2) an innkeeper who manages the land pays 1 ferton per lan (according to the
number of fields), and an innkeeper who produces beer pays 6 grosze per year; 3) nobles, saltysy and
viyts who did not have subjects — 1 ferton from a lan (6 grosze twice a year — on the fourth Sunday
of Great Lent and on the feast of Michael); 4) mayors pay the same as viyts, saltysy, nobles — 1
ferton; 4) mills and breweries, based on previous receipts, must pay half of the amount this year,
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and the entire amount the following year; at the same time hereditary mills with one circle must pay
1 ferton both this year and the next; hand mills and mills-foliushi — 6 grosze; 5) iron ore fishing — 1
mark (hryvnia); 6) Ruthenian priest-popes (popones Rutheni) from one church — 1 florin; 7) owners
of 100 sheep — 1 ferton. At the same time, it was stipulated that towns and villages of the Ruthenian
Voivodeship and neighbouring lands, which were previously devastated, destroyed and exempted
from tribute by their owners, are not subject to levy payment, with the exception of czopowe (Balzer,
1906, pp. 143-144).

Since the fourth Sunday of Great Lent fell on March 30 in 1511, and the feasts of Pentecost
and St. Michael, respectively, on June 8 and September 29 (Ksiggi prawa polskiego, 1906, p. 143),
then the collection of the tax should have lasted about six months. As the researchers noted, in
the Ruthenian Voivodeship the tax collector was Dobeslaw Chmielecki (1495 — 1529), a Przemysl
groom (1500 — 1529), an owner of Stobenychi, Malniw, Gnevnowyczy settlements in Przemysl
County. From 1501 to 1520, he was a collector of levies in Przemysl territoty, and from 1507 to
1518 he was a Ruthenian tax collector, i. e. a collector of taxes imposed by the General Diet in
the Ruthenian Voivodeship (Haliv & Smutok, 2014, p. 442; Chmielecki, 1937, pp. 316-317). It is
important that during the collection of the levy, its size and the economic “units” that acted as payers
were recorded in writing.

Settlements of Drohobych povit in the text of the tax register are highlighted under the
heading “Drohobycz”. In contrast to the tax conscription register of 1507, these settlements
are divided into two parts: the royal ones, which belonged to the Drohobytskyi eldership, and
the noble ones. Drohobych is represented only by a description of a levy in the suburbs, not in
the town, which was under Magdeburg law. In addition to Drohobych suburbs, there were
40 villages in the povit, so as compared to the register of 1507, one more village was added —
Boyary, which, however, was completely burned down and did not rebuilt until 1515. (Jablonowski,
1902, p. 143). The village of Mykhailevychi is mentioned twice, because the settlement of a new
village took place next to the old settlement (however, according to our calculations, we consider
them as one whole). In addition, the villages of Hai Verkhni and Hai Nyzhni are recorded in the
register as one settlement, albeit with the indication “uterque” (both), so in fact we can talk about 41
villages in Drohobych povit. The list of villages includes the village of Vivnia, which later belonged
to Stryi povit, but there are no villages of Dobrohostiv, Tyniv, Oriv, which were not founded or
separated from other villages. The village of Voloshcha, which apparently did not belong to
Drohobych povit at that time, is not included in the list either. As before, some villages continued to
pay taxes together, being a single economic complex, and perhaps forming a common community:
1) Dovhe, Ripchytsi, Opari — estates of the Korava family; Vatsevychi, Snyatynchychi (Sniatynka)
and Volia (Vatsevska Volia) are the property of the Vachevsky family; 3) Medynychi and Letnia are
royal property. The villages of Truskavets, Ulychno, Tustanovychi, Kavsko were divided among
several noble families, which mainly belonged to the Tustanivsky family.

The levy register of 1511 makes it possible to find out the number of manors owned,
as well as korchma, mills, and parishes in Drohobych povit at the beginning of the 16th
century. In total, 40 villages and suburbs of Drohobych occupied 328 lans and half-lans (of
which 150 were royal lans, 178 half-lans of nobles). Of course, we can see an increase in the
amount of managed land compared to 1507, when there were 306 and a half lans in the povit,
of which 77 lans were devastated by the previous Tatar and Moldavian attacks. Thus, we
observe an increase of 22 lans. In some villages, the number of cultivated lans increased.
For example, in Medenychi and Letnia there were 30, and now there are 33 lans; in Stebnyk —
there were 9, then — 11; in Roliv — 9, then —12; in Krynytsia — there were 5, then — 8 lans, in
Derezhychi — there were 2 lans, then —12 (the case of Derezhychi causes a particular surprise and
suspicion regarding the objectivity of the previous register). In many villages, one field was added
(in Horutsko, Bolekhivtsi, Ranevychi, Bilche, Solets, Pochayevychi and the others). Unfortunately,
the register of 1511 does not record the ravaged lands, some of which, apparently, were re-owned by
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the peasants. On the other hand, in the register of 1511, villages were recorded that were completely
or partially devastated, but in the previous register of 1507, they were recorded as having many lans.
In particular, according to the register of 1507, the village of Dobrivliany there were 10 lans and 5
desolate, and in 1511 it was marked as completely burned (funditus cremati). The village of Boyary
was also devastated, and it was not restored until 1515.

According to the register of 1511, 12 iins (korchmas) functioned on the territory of Drohobych
povit (5 in royal estates, 7 in noble estates). There was only one inn-brewery in which beer was
produced (brazeatoria) — in the village of Horutsko. The rest of the inns did not have the right to
produce drinks, and therefore traded imported liquors (vectoria). Economic complexes from
several villages had one inn for all settlements. Another inn, which was located in the newly located
settlement of Mykhailevychi (Lokovienka), was called deserted. An inn-brewery paid one ferton,
and other innkeepers paid 6 groczy.

In 1511, 15 mills were recorded in the villages of the povit (this is two more than in 1507), of
which 8 also performed the functions of woolen mills, foliushi, and cloth mills. If in 1507, almost all
foliushi were in privately owned estates, then three of them appeared in royal villages (Medenychi-
Letnia; Ranevychi, Bilche). The rest of the mills belonged to the “manual” type (molendinum
manuale), i.e. large millstones, which were powered by a muscular power of people or, possibly,
animals. By 1515, the number of foliushi had decreased to three (Jabtonowski, 1902, pp. 142—143).
Foliushi mills paid one ferton, and manual mills — 6 groczy.

As compared to 1507, the number of parishes in the settlements of Drohobych povit increased:
if there were 21 before, now there are 25. However, in one parish (in the newly located village of
Mykhailevychi) there was no priest: in the register it was marked as “pop suspensus”, that is why,
we assume that he was taken prisoner by the Tatars or Vlachs during military raids. We should also
note another important thing: the register of 1507 did not mention the papacy in the suburbs of
Drohobych, and in 1511 two of them were already recorded: “pop pyatnyhzky” (at the church of St.
Paraskeva Piatnytsia) and “Pop czessnoho chrestha” (at Church of the Exaltation of the Holy Cross).
Of course, these are not the first written mentions of these churches (and papacy) in Drohobych,
but the first in the tax registers. As before, the majority of priests paid three fertons. However, some
priests paid less than the others — half a kopa (medium sexagenta) — 30 groczy: in the villages of
Hai, Voroblevychi, Hubychi, Boryslav, Tustanovychi (share of Ivashko Tustanovsky). It should
be emphasized that according to the above-mentioned Diet resolution, the Ruthenian priests were
supposed to pay one floryn (i. e. 30 groczy), but they paid three fertons (36 groczy).

In contrast to the previous register, the register of 1511 did not record fence-keepers (ortulani)
and storekeepers-shacklings (inquilini) as taxpayers, since the Diet resolution did not provide for
their special taxation.

The total number of taxes collected in 1511 from the settlements of Drohobych povit
was 155 marks, 12 fertons and 289 groszy (i. e. 164 marks and 1 groszy, or 262 Polish zI and
13 groszy). This is almost 40 marks more than in 1507.

The Conclusion. Thus, the 1511 tax register of Przemysl and Sianok lands is kept in the Central
Archive of Ancient Acts in Warsaw. It was included in the so-called “Ksiegi Poborowej”, which
also contains other levy registers and fiscal reporting documents for the period from 1501 to 1589.
The publishing of this document is connected with the attacks of the Tatars and the Vlachs (the
Moldavians), which prompted the Polish royal authorities to collect taxes for the military protection
of the territories under their control. In view of this, on February 7, 1511, the General Sejm in
Piotrkéw approved the collection of the state levy (“contributio publicarum™), which, in fact, was
a continuation of the “contribution” levy (“contributio fertonum”), but it was to be collected for
two years. In the Ruthenian Voivodeship the collector of this tax was the nobleman Dobeslaw
Chmielecki (1495 — 1529). During the levy collection, a written record was made of its size and
economic “units” that acted as payers: lans (peasant farms that were located on such a conventional
unit of land measurement as a yard (lan), which occupied from 22 to 40 or more hectares of
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arable land and meadow), mills, inns, parishes. From the tax register it becomes known that there
were 40 villages in Drohobych povit, in addition to the suburbs of Drohobych. They occupied
328 lans and a half-lan (of which royal — 150 lans, noble — 178 and a half-lan). At that time, 12 inns
operated on the territory of the povit (5 in royal estates, 7 in noble estates), among them one inn-
brewery. In the register of 1511, 15 mills were recorded, of which 8 were also mills (foliushi, cloth
mills), as well as 25 parishes, which gives reason to state about the existence of the same number
of Orthodox parishes of the Przemysl Diocese of the Kyiv Orthodox Metropolis. In 1511 the total
amount of taxes collected from the settlements of Drohobych povit amounted to more than 164
marks (hryvnias).

The publication of the source is carried out in the original language (Latin) taking into account
necessary archeographical requirements, which obliges us to indicate missing letters or parts of
abbreviated words in square brackets.
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Document
Drohobycz
Suburbium VIII m[a]rc[ae] media
de XIX lan[eis] grfossi] VI solv[it]
pop pyatnyhzky

11T fert[ones]

Pop czessnoho chrestha
tres fert[ones]
Horuczka
De XXI lan[ei],
taberna braxa[tio]nis fert[o]
pop tres fert[ones]

XIII m[a]rc[ae] m[edium] gr[ossi] XVIII s[olvit]

Hrusszowa de
VII lan[eis]
taberna ve[cto]r[i]a XII grfossi]
pop tres fert[ones]

IIIT m[a]rc[ae] solv]it]

Medenycze XIIT m[a]rc[ae]
Lyethnya grfossi] XVI [solvit]
de XXXIII lan[eis]

molend[inum] valnyk fert[o]
taberna vect[oria] VI gr[ossi]
pop tres fert[ones]

Bolochovcze
de XXII lan[eis]
pop tres fert[ones]

VII m[a]rc[ae] solv[it]

Ranyovycze
De XII lan[eis]
molend[inum] valnyk fert[o]

XI m[a]rc[ae],
grfossi] XII solv[it]

Bylyecz de VII lan[eis] IIII m[a]rc[ae]
molendinu[m] valnyk fert[o] grfossi] VI solvl[it]
pop tres fert[ones]
Lyesznya de IX lan[eis] I m[a]rc[ae]

pop tres fert[ones]

gr[ossi] VI solv[it]

Owniia de IIII lan[eis] 1 m[a]rc[ae] solv[it]
Izdepnyk de XI V m[a]rc[ae]
lan[eis] grfossi] VI solv[it]

molendinu[m] m[anua]le VI gr[ossi]
taberna VI gr[ossi]
pop tres fert[ones]
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Solyecz
de VII lan[eis]
taberna vector[ia] VI gr[ossi]
pop tres fert[ones]

IIII m[a]rc[ae] solv[it]

Ter[r]igenar[um]

Richezicze
de XI lan[eis]
molendinu[m] valnyk fert[o]
taberna vect[oria] VI gr[ossi]

X m[a]rc[ae], solv[it]

Poczayovycze
de VI lan[eis]
pop tres fert[ones]

IIT m[a]rc[ae] solv[it]

Gay uterq[u]e

VI m[a]rc[ae]

de XII lan[eis] grlossi] XII solv[it]
pop [medium] sexag[in]t[a] gr[ossi]
Hunyatycze II m[a]rc[a]
de tribus lan[eis] XVII gr{ossi] solvlit]
pop tres fert[ones]
Vroblyovycze VII m[a]rc[ae]
de XV lan[eis] grfossi] VI solv[it]

molend[inum] valnyk fert[o],
taberna vect[oria] VI gr[ossi],
pop med[ium] sexagen[t]a

Dubrowlyany funditus c[reJmati

Rolyow de
XII lan[eis]
molend[inum] m[anua]le VI gr[ossi]
taberna vector[ia] VI gr[ossi]
pop tres fert[ones]

V m[a]rc[ae] solv[it]

Hubycze de VII lan[eis]
molend[inum] valnyk fert[o],
pop med[ium] sexag[in]t[a] gr[ossi]

IIII m[a]rc[ae] solv[it]

Michaluovycze 1I m[a]rc[ae]
de VI lan[eis] grossi] XVIII solv[it]
taberna vector[ia] VI grfossi]
Stanylya de III fert[ones] solv[it]
11 lan[eis]
Truskavyecz** 1T m[a]rc[ae] [solvit]
Sor[s] Jurgy de

octo lan[eis]

Sor[s] Nahorny
de IIIT lan[eis] solv[it]
pop tres fert[ones]

II m[a]rc[ae]
grfossi] XII solv[it]

Sor[s] Muchaylo funditus desz[er]t[i]

Borzyszlaw
de tribus lan[eis]
pop med[ium] sexag[in]t[a] [grossi]

1I m[a]rc[ae]
gr[ossi] XII solv[it]

Lyethynya de
III lan[eis]
molendinu[m] valnyk fert[o]
pop tres fert[ones]

11T m[a]rc[ae] solv[it]

Kr[y]nycza [...]
de octo lan[eis]
molend[inum] m[anua]le VI gr[ossi]
pop tres fert[ones]

IIII m[a]rc[ae]
gr[ossi] XVIII solvl[it]

Kawsko sor[s]
Tustanowsky fundita desz[er]t[u]m
Sor|s] Ilie de
11T lanei[s]

1I m[a]rc[ae] solv[it]
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Vlyezno Sor[s]
Tustanowsky de
II lan[eis]

11T fert[ones] solv[it]

Sor[s] Boryslavski
de III lan[eis]

111 fert[ones]
grfossi] IX solv[it]

Dolhe
Rapczicze
Opary de V lan[eis]
taberna vect[oria] VI gr[ossi]
molendinu[m] m[anua]le VI gr[ossi]

I m[a]rc[ae]
gr[ossi] VI solvl[it]

Slonsko de II lan[eis]

111 fert[ones] solv[it]

Michalovycze
Lokowyenka de VI lan[ei]
molend[inum] m[anua]le VI gr[ossi]
taberna desz[er]ta
pop suspensus

II m[a]rc[ae]
gr[ossi] XVIII solvl[it]

taberna vect[oria] VI gr[ossi]
pop tres fert[ones]

Deraszycze de IIIT m[a]rc[ae]
XII lan[eis] grlossi] XII solv[it]
Colpyecz de IIT m[a]rc[ae]

medio quinto lan[eis] grfossi] VI solv[it]

Volya de XVIII lan[eis]
molend[inum] m[anua]le VI gr[ossi]
taberna vector[ia] VI gr[ossi]
molend[in]Jum valnyk fert[o]
pop tres fert[ones]

Modrycz m[a]rc[a] 1 [solvit]

de IIII lan[eis] grfossi] XV solvl[it]
Vaczowycze VII m[a]rc[ae]

Snyatynczicze grfossi] XII solvlit]

Tustanovycze
Sor([s] Iwasko de
octo lan[eis]
molendinu[m] m[anua]le VI gr[ossi]
pop med[ium] sexag[in]t[a] [grossi]

IIII m[a]rc[ae]
grfossi] XII solvi[t]

Sor[s] Ihnat

II m[a]rc[ae] solvi[t]

molendinu[m] m[anua]le VI gr[ossi]

de IIII lan[eis]
Sor[s] Michalowski I m[a]rc[ae]
de VI lan[eis] grossi] XVIII solvi[t]

Boyary fundita c[reJmata

Popyelye de
11 lan[eis]
pop tres fert[ones]

m[a]rc[a] 1
gr[ossi] XV solvl[it]

The source: AGAD, Archiwum Skarbu Koronnego, sygn. 20, pp. 361v — 363.
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