
 

 

This article aims to look at the changes that took place in Red Ruthenia in the context of 

social assimilation and acculturation and the interdependencies between them. These two 

types of integration considered by anthropological and sociological models of assimilation 

to be particularly relevant from the point of view of social change are the starting point for 

an analysis of the changes that took place in Red Ruthenia as a result of the clash of different 

ethnic groups formed within different legal systems, religions and cultural patterns. The 

changes were exemplified by the example of the upper social strata (boyars and nobility) 

living in the territory of the Hrubieszów district in the Chelm region. It will be important to 

examine to what extent the representatives of Orthodox Rusyns underwent integration 

processes under the influence of currents coming from outside in the form of Polish law, 

administration and cultural patterns. Structural assimilation will in this case be understood 

as the entry of boyars into new structures of state and social organizations. Acculturation, 

on the other hand, occured in the adoption of cultural elements such as language, religion 

and customs or traditions. Thus, the relationship between structural assimilation and 

acculturation will be shown. The article will apply a view of the transformations taking place 

from the point of view of the society living in these areas, using the example of a group of 

boyars/nobles. Based on an analysis of the sources, an attempt will be made to determine to 

what extent the changes that took place were the initiative of the local population 

(Ruthenians), and to what extent they were imposed by external factors in the form of state 

power or external population (immigration). It will also be important to consider the 

tendency of the population to stick to the old established system. 
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The Polish-Ruthenian borderland in the late medieval period was not so much 

an area where different state organisms came into contact, but rather an area of 

competition between Poland, Hungary and the Grand Duchy of Lithuania for 

influence and power over areas of the Ruthenian lands. The accession of a re-

presentative of the Angevin dynasty to the throne in Poland and her subsequent 

marriage to Grand Duke Jagiełło of Lithuania led to the consolidation of Polish 

influence in the area, and the long-standing rivalry ended with the incorporation 

of Red Ruthenia into the Polish state. This gave rise to significant administra-

tive, social, economic, and cultural changes in these territories. This does not, 

of course, mean that there were no earlier interactions resulting from various 

socio-economic contacts and migrations. However, their extent was not signif-

icant and did not have a major impact on the life of the population living in 

these areas.  

The Polish-Russian borderland was an area where two separate worlds col-

lided. They were formed on the basis of a division within Christianity into the 

Greek and Latin churches. The border between these two worlds was shaped 

by the choices made during the Christianization of individual countries and 

their decision to belong to Western Christianity, which recognized Rome and 

the authority of the Pope, or Eastern Christianity, which was subordinate to 

Constantinople. In the case of northern and eastern Europe, where both rites 

entered territories that had only recently been Christianized and evangelized, 

there was a clear distinction between the two denominations. This largely co-

incided with the borders of the state centers that had adopted one or the other 

of the rites. When Poland adopted Latin Christianity, it joined the community 

of Western European countries, which based their identity on religious, cultural 

and legal models derived from the Carolingian Empire.1 This community was 

born as a result of contact with peoples of distinct religious beliefs (Muslims, 

pagans) and other social structures, traditions and customs (e.g., the Scandina-

vian countries and Baltic tribes).2 Its distinctiveness was based on Latin Chris-

tianity, a social and legal structure based on feudal relations, and a culture de-

rived from the Carolingian Renaissance. Rus, on the other hand, which was 

baptized in the Eastern rite, developed on the basis of cultural patterns origi-

nating in Constantinople, which had a lesser influence on legal and social struc-

tures. 

The incorporation of Ruthenian lands into Polish rule led to a break in this 

division into two separate worlds and disrupted their previous development. 

This gave impetus to intensify the transformation, with a clearly visible prefer-

ence for patterns emanating from areas of the Polish state, supported by state 

and church authorities. To a certain extent, the situation that arose can be like-
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ned to a clash between two patterns of civilization and culture. Throughout the 

fifteenth century, these lands would be an area of mutual interpenetration of 

legal, administrative and socio-economic patterns shaped during the existence 

of the Ruthenian principalities, with new trends coming from the West. This 

was complemented by the diversity resulting from these areas being under the 

influence of the two different cultures and religions of Latin Europe with its 

Catholic faith and Eastern Europe with its Orthodox faith. This would result in 

these areas becoming a kind of melting pot over the course of the century, with 

the penetration of Western patterns, which is referred to in the literature as 

Europeanization3 or Occidentalization.4 

This was not, however, a process that took place in the same way in all areas. 

Its intensification varied and the paths of inflow of new currents were different. 

The Europeanization that took place in the Ruthenian lands under Polish influ-

ence, despite their military conquest by Poland, was not identical to the con-

quests of the Franks and the spread of their own culture. It is more reminiscent 

of the transformation of regions under Western European influence without 

foreign intervention or military pressure (e.g., Poland, Bohemia, and Hungary). 

It was a long process, spanning centuries. Furthermore, it was only to a small 

extent influenced by external factors imposing top-down solutions; much more 

often it was the result of the voluntary adoption of certain patterns by the local 

population, especially the social elites and the boyars.5 Nor did it mean the 
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complete elimination of old solutions and established patterns, but rather led to 

their reciprocal coexistence. All this meant that the changes varied in intensity 

in different areas of Red Ruthenia and exhibited many local differences. 

 

 

The main objective of the article will be to look at the changes taking place in 

Red Ruthenia in the context of social assimilation and acculturation and the 

interdependencies between them. These two types of integration considered by 

anthropological and sociological models of assimilation to be particularly rel-

evant from the point of view of social change6 will become the starting point 

for an analysis of the changes taking place in Red Ruthenia as a result of the 

clash of different ethnic groups formed within different legal systems, confes-

sions, and cultural patterns. In this case, it should be emphasized that there was 

a confrontation between representatives of ethnic groups that had developed 

over several centuries of separate statehood. They had clearly distinct elements 

characteristic of medieval ethnic identification andidentity in the form of a 

common past, culture, traditions, laws, customs, and languages.7 Furthermore, 
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religious differences played an important role in shaping distinctiveness in this 

case. Although religion is not a determinant of ethnic distinctiveness, in the 

Middle Ages its close connection with state structures and identification 

through the prism of religion made it an important criterion for belonging to a 

particular ethnic group.8 

In view of the above, it will be important to determine to what extent the 

representatives of the upper social strata of the Orthodox Ruthenian underwent 

integration processes under the influence of currents coming from outside in 

the form of Polish law, administration and cultural patterns. Structural assimi-

lation will in this case be understood as the entry of boyars into new structures 

of state and social organizations. Acculturation, on the other hand, occured in 

the adoption of cultural elements such as language, religion, and customs/tra-

ditions.9 It will be particularly important to show whether there was a correla-

tion between structural assimilation and acculturation. To what extent is Milton 

M. Gordon’s concept of the decisive role of social assimilation on which fur-

ther integration processes depend10 compatible for the society under study—in 

other words, whether assimilation and social advancement within the new so-

cial structures was possible in Red Ruthenia without acculturation? To what 

extent did belonging to a particular ethnic, religious and cultural group deter-

mine an individual’s place in society? 

In this text, it will also be important to frame the changes taking place from 

the point of view of the population living in these areas, using the example of 

a group of boyars/nobility. We will be less interested in the process of the 

changes and more in the attitude of the population towards them. A key ques-

tion to ask is to what extent the changes taking place were the initiative of the 

local population (Ruthenians), and to what extent they were imposed by exter-

nal factors in the form of state power or external population (migration). It will 

also be essential to note the tendency of the population to stick to the old es-

tablished system. We will also look at the extent to which Western patterns at 

various levels (administrative, legal, economic, social, and cultural) were in-

fluential.  

Such a research program may prove difficult to implement for the entire bor-

derland area due to the variety of factors influencing the intensification of trans-

formations, which include the geographical location, natural environment, 

ownership structure, density, and development of the settlement network and 

other local factors. Consequently, the issue under discussion will be presented 
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using the example of Hrubieszów County located in Chełm Land. The choice 

of this territory is not accidental. Its location in close proximity to the border 

with the Kingdom of Poland determined the interactions and contacts that took 

place there, even before its incorporation into the Polish state,11 which took 

place in 1366.12 However, the most significant changes for this territory oc-

curred with the conclusion of the Polish-Lithuanian Union in the 1380s. In 

1387 or at the beginning of 1388, Władysław Jagiełło granted Belz Land to 

Siemowit IV, Duke of Masovia. The granted area also included Hrubieszów, 

as evidenced by the appearance of oppidum Rubyeshow in a list of territorial 

claims made by the Duke’s sons from 1427.13 The endowment made by the 

king was successively reduced by the removal of further areas in subsequent 

years. 

As a result of these actions, before 1395 Hrubieszów and its district were 

detached from the rule of Siemowit IV and incorporated into Chełm Land, 

which was under Polish rule.14 This contributed to the creation of Hrubieszów 

County, which was an enclave separating the Horodło and Grabowiec volosts 

(administrative unit in the former Ruthenian state) still in the hands of the Duke 

of Mazovia. The policy of Władysław Jagiełło towards Siemowit IV increased 

the ruler’s interest in the development of the area and intensified Polish influ-

ence. This was manifested not only in the placing of the location under German 

law of Hrubieszów on 28 September 1400 and building a castle there,15 but also 

in the assumption by this settlement of central functions in the royal territorial 

administration. The administrative importance of this center was further 

strengthened by the establishment of a separate judicial district in it, which ap-
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dziejów do 1918 roku, Hrubieszów 2006, pp. 88–90. 

 



 

pears in the sources in 1428 on the occasion of the foundation of the village of 

Pukarzów.16  

Moreover, Hrubieszów County, like the rest of Chełm Land, was subjected 

to a system and social and economic solutions based on Polish law much earlier 

than the rest of Galicia-Volhynia Ruthenia (1434). This was first pointed out 

by Kazimierz Sochaniewicz.17 This assertion was reiterated by Ryszard Szczy-

gieł based on an analysis of the Chełm foundation document of 1425.18 Ini-

tially, it raised some doubts.19 Nevertheless, further research work confirmed 

its validity. Areas of Chełm Land were subjected much earlier to influences 

and transformations coming from the West in many areas of life. Anna 

Sochacka subjects this issue to a thorough analysis. In her opinion, the correct-

ness of the views presented is supported by the appearance of the land clerical 

hierarchy in Chełm Land in the 1520s, as well as the lack of participation of 

representatives of this land at the congresses in Halicz (1427) and Mościska 

(1439), where the nobility of the other Ruthenian areas confirmed the rights of 

the Jagiellonians to the Crown at the price of granting it Polish law.20 

What supported the choice of this area for analysis, however, was primarily 

the fact that the extant source material makes it possible to observe these trans-

formations in a very early period. The basis for the analysis will be the records 

of court sessions in Hrubieszów from the years 1429–1465. In the case of other 

areas of Chełm Land, records have survived only from 1443 on, and in the case 
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man Law], in: JACEK CHROBACZYŃSKI, ANDRZEJ JURECZKO et al. (eds.): Ojczyzna 
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of neighboring Belz Land only from the beginning of the sixteenth century.21 

As a result, for this territory we have the oldest source material that allows us 

to observe the transformations that took place and shows its full spectrum. 

Thus, the sources allow us to look at a society that stands at the threshold of 

change and undergoes gradual evolution and transformation.   

Medieval records of the court operating in fifteenth-century Hrubieszów are 

preserved in three units of the archival collection “Księgi ziemskie chełmskie,” 

the series “Zapisy” (Records) (reference numbers 1 and 2) and “Wyroki” 

(Judgments) (reference number 53) deposited in the State Archives in Lublin.22 

Most of the records are in the book with reference number 1, formerly called 

“Księga ziemi hrubieszowskiej” [Hrubieszów Land Book]. A source edition 

covering the entirety of this material has recently been published, where the 

source itself, as well as its history and state of preservation, has been more 

closely characterized.23 

Based on the information found in the records produced by this judicial 

body, we will try to put the issues raised above into perspective. However, this 

is not material that will provide direct answers, but requires thorough analysis 

and searching for answers in indirect information. The attitude of the local pop-

ulation to the changes being introduced will be shown through the prism of the 

participation of a group of Hrubieszów boyars in the changes, as well as obser-

vations of how much of this was passive adaptation to the changes taking place, 

and how much was active action or even the initiation of changes. Due to the 

specific nature of court records focusing on specific individual cases, methods 

based on numerical data and their comparison are difficult to carry out. It will 

be necessary to look at the residents of the Hrubieszów County by analyzing 

specific cases and unitary information. The process of acculturation of the com-

munity, which is barely reflected in the extant source material, will be pre-

sented in the context of an analysis of the scale and intensity of contact with 

foreign elements, as well as indirect information indicating the possibility of 

penetration of foreign elements of religion, language and customs.  
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The policy of the Polish rulers toward the Ruthenian boyars was characterized 

by great prudence and a certain tolerance. As early as the reign of Casimir the 

Great, the boyars were guaranteed the right to remain in eorum ritibus, iuribus 

et consuetudinibus.24 This policy was continued by his successors, including 

Władysław Jagiełło. This guaranteed them the inviolability of their previous 

rights, including the right to ownership of their possessions.25 As a result, there 

were no instances in the area under study of boyars being deprived of their 

estates, which would have led to the degradation of this social stratum. Leaving 

populations that differed in terms of religion or ethnicity with their legal dis-

tinctiveness intact was a practice known in Western Europe.26 This led to legal 

pluralism within a single state. According to Robert Bartlett, in the case of con-

quest, it could also be an element of policy towards the defeated, allowing them 

to more easily accept their fate.27 In the case of the Ruthenian lands, this was a 

deliberate policy of the Polish rulers, who sought to secure the support of the 

local elite in ruling their new territorial acquisitions. A completely different 

situation can be observed in neighboring Belz Land, which was ruled by 

Siemowit IV. The Mazovian prince recognized himself as the owner of all the 

estates in the area granted to him. With this one move, he abolished the previ-

ous ownership structure. This led to the disappearance of the boyar population 

in the territory as a result of declassification or migration and its replacement 

by an immigrant population.28 

Respect for the ancient laws and customs of the boyars by the Polish rulers, 

however, did not mean that they were given the rights and privileges that the 

nobility had in the Polish lands, especially in the areas of the judiciary, military 
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and tax burdens.29 This generated a certain dissonance in the position of both 

social groups. In addition, the situation became even more complicated when 

representatives of the Polish nobility received estates in Red Ruthenia.30 The 

newcomers perceived some disadvantage in their position in the areas associ-

ated with the new endowments, which gave rise to aspirations for equality of 

rights. They were expressed by all nobles and boyars living in the areas of the 

Ruthenian lands belonging to the Polish state. This occurred gradually, al-

though in Chełm Land this process progressed faster than in the other Ruthe-

nian areas due to the influence of the nobility migrating from the Polish areas 

and the plans to incorporate Chełm Land into the Chełm Bishopric and move 

the capital of the diocese to Lublin.31 As a result of shared interests, social in-

tegration developed within both social groups: migrants and indigenous people, 

who outwardly appear to have functioned as a community, expressing their as-

pirations and endeavors (e.g., at meetings with the monarch). 

However, what had the greatest impact on the social assimilation of the 

Ruthenian nobility was the creation of a separate administrative unit in the form 

of Hrubieszów County. This happened due to top-down decisions of the ruler 

in 1428.32 As a result, Hrubieszów became the center of the administrative unit, 

where meetings of the judicial organs of the land and royal courts as well as 

conventions of the nobility of the entire Chełm Land were held. The activity of 

the judicial bodies in this town contributed to the social integration of a group 

of incoming nobility associated with the district, as well as representatives of 

the local boyars who settled their matters concerning their estates at regular 

meetings. 

Nevertheless, it seems that the boyar group was not fully integrated into the 

activities of this body, which is evident in the function of the court assessor. In 

the early period of its activity (1429–1434), when its structures were not yet 

fully formed, we can observe that alongside the district governor of Chełm (Lat. 

capitaneus; Pol. starosta) there were representatives of the local boyars in this 

role, e.g. Mikuła from Masłomęcz, Iwaszko and Paweł Czuprykowicz, Klisza 
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of Mieniany, Iwanko of Pudoresy, and Wasko Skoruta. In addition to them, 

there were also individuals involved in ushering in new economic solutions, 

most of them originating from nobility arriving from neighboring areas, e.g. 

Maciej the Voivode (palatinus, capitaneus; wojewoda) of Hrubieszów, Jan the 

Voivode of Hrubieszów, Janusz the village mayor (scultetus; sołtys) of 

Brodzica, Wawrzyniec Strączek the village mayor of Ślepcze, Woś the Chełm 

judge (iudex; sędzia) and his nephew Dziersław, Strączek and Piotr the mayor 

(advocatus; wójt) of Hrubieszów, representatives of the Catholic clergy (Jan 

Biskupiec, bishop of Chełm, Piotr the prior of the Hrubieszów monastery) and 

persons most likely from outside the nobility and boyars (Piotr the falconer of 

Czerniczyn, Stefan the burgher of Hrubieszów).33 

This indicates that in the early days there was a certain amount of chaos and 

a lack of rules regarding the appointment of people to this function due to the 

lack of established patterns: The assessors included people from outside the 

nobility and boyars, but associated with new trends coming from the West (vil-

lage mayors, burghers, clergy). The local boyars were also among this group, 

but not very numerous. In the following years, the situation changed dramati-

cally, as the function of the court assessor was now dominated by those holding 

state and land offices, and representatives of the nobility from outside the Hru-

bieszów County, some of whom did not even own property in the area. Excep-

tions included Jakusz/Jakub of Pudoresy, who regularly sat in court as assessor 

in 1450–1453.34 This may have been influenced by his kinship with Gniewosz 

of Klesztów, who held the office of judge of Chełm Land, which entitled him 

to enter the local elite.35 Another example is Waśko Skoruta of Moniatycze, a 

representative of a mighty boyar family of the Korczak coat of arms. His in-

cumbency among the assessors was a consequence of his high position outside 

the Hrubieszów County. For a number of years he held the office of podstoli 
(subdapifer) (1436–1455) and stolnik (dapifer) of Chełm (1456–1474). His ties 

to the royal court are evidenced by the fact that in 1472 he obtained from Kazi-

mierz IV Jagiellończyk a bequest of 100 florins on the royal village of Bogucice 

in the Hrubieszów County.36 In addition, at an unspecified time he also received 

the royal village of Dobromierzyce, thus creating a compact estate complex 

consisting of Mołodiatycze, Bogucice and Dobromierzyce. In addition, he also 

had property outside the County in the form of the village of Śniatycze near 

Zamość.37 These two exceptions indicate that the position of assessor in the 

later period became available only to those who were part of Chełm Land’s 

elite. 
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The question of the reasons for the very limited presence of local boyars 

among the court assessors remains open. This is because no restrictions were 

applied to representatives of the Ruthenian boyars in terms of holding official 

positions and participating in judicial bodies.38 The participation of boyars in 

the role of assessors was also evident in the first records of the Chełm Land 

Court in the nomenclature used: Termini assignati et celebrati […] per nobiles 
alias boyari.39 Thus, their absence was not the result of ethnic or religious 

affiliation. It may have been the result of this group’s weak position in the local 

community, or a lack of interest on the part of its representatives. Issues of 

limited cultural assimilation may also have played a role, as will be described 

in more detail. 

The social integration of the local boyars may also have been fostered by 

meetings with the king and state dignitaries arriving in the Hrubieszów County 

area, but also the capitals of other countys in Chełm Land: those of Chełm, 

Luboml, or Krasnystaw.40 Royal courts (regis tribunal) were also held on such 

occasions, attended not only by the most important dignitaries of the land, but 

also by the minor nobility and boyars, who came to settle their own affairs or 

accompany the dignitaries.41 Representatives of the Ruthenian nobility of the 

Hrubieszów County were also noticed at meetings with the king held outside 

Chełm Land. For example, in one such meeting in Parczew (Lublin Land), the 

delegation of Chełm nobility, led by Jan Biskupiec Bishop of Chełm, included 

the aforementioned Mikuła Masłomęcki, and Olesko falconer, perhaps hailing 

from Czerniczyn, where members of this population group (falconers) lived.42 

The function of integrating local noble society was performed by the con-

ventions of the nobility of the whole land, which were the predecessors of the 

later land sejms (conventio terre; sejmik ziemski). Over the course of the first 

half of the fifteenth century, they were transformed from passive executors of 

the orders of state authorities into bodies that participated in state policy, co-

created local laws and constituted a manifestation of the self-government of a 

given territory.43 The nobility and boyars of Chełm Land also joined this trend 

by organizing their own conventions. The first such assembly (prima conven-
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cioni) took place on 6–14 January 1431 in Hrubieszów.44 It set a date for further 

assemblies for the settlement of unfinished cases, to be held at the same place 

on the Thursday after Pentecost (24 May 1431). From then on, assemblies were 

held regularly around the aforementioned holiday in Chełm, Krasnystaw or 

Hrubieszów.45 The subject of these meetings were the resolution of disputes 

and issues related to improving internal security. Anna Sochacka suggests that 

their powers also included identifying candidates for land offices to the king, 

as was the case in the Kingdom of Poland.46 The conventions were attended by 

omnibus et singulis terrigenes Chelmensibus47 indicating the participation of 

representatives of the nobility and boyars of the entire land. It should be as-

sumed that the nobility of Hrubieszów also participated, regardless of ethnicity 

or religion. The location of the first conventions in the County capital may have 

been a factor in increasing the likelihood that representatives of the local com-

munity would attend. 

However, as in the case of judicial bodies, the participation of most repre-

sentatives at the conventions may have been limited to passive participation, 

and only a few took part in the decision-making process. Nevertheless, the very 

fact of their participation was a factor in the integration of this estate group. It 

probably also provided an opportunity for a sense of identity and identification 

that transcended ethnic and denominational divisions. The conventions fos-

tered a sense of community in the interest of the entire group, despite the lim-

ited participation of some of its representatives. It should be noted, however, 

that most representatives of the local boyars did not become beneficiaries of 

the changes taking place: They were not promoted within the emerging local 

clerical hierarchy, did not sit in courts as assessors, and did not receive royal 

tenutas (estate leaseholds) or endowments. However, this was not the result of 

their ethnicity, since at the same time representatives of this population group 

pursued clerical careers and achieved high positions among the local elite 

(Waśko Skoruta, Jakusz of Pudoresy). 

 

 

When nobles from Polish lands, as well as other areas of Chełm Land, arrived 

in Hrubieszów County, it influenced the social shape of the territory under 

study. The confrontation with ethnic, religious and cultural dissimilarity put the 

hitherto homogeneous community in a position to have to take a stance on what 

was foreign. Such a confrontation can give rise to various reactions in a society. 

On the one hand, it can foster an attitude of openness and tolerance toward what 

is new and unknown. As a result, it promotes mutual interaction and integration 
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at various levels. On the other hand, however, it can lead to a sense of threat to 

one’s own identity, which can cause isolationism and even hostility. Another 

scenario is that the two groups exist alongside each other without conflict, 

though lacking integration and maintaining separateness in almost all spheres 

of life. In the micro-society under study, it is important to observe how mutual 

relations developed between migrants and natives. This will determine whether 

the immigrant population acted as a bridge via which new social, economic and 

cultural patterns flowed into the region. 

In Hrubieszów County, the migration of Polish nobility was not as large as 

in the rest of Chełm Land, especially in comparison with Krasnystaw County 

located on the border with Lublin Land.48 The estates belonging to Siemovit of 

Mazovia, situated in the Belz Land, created a buffer zone, which isolated the 

Hrubieszów County from the dominant migration movements coming from the 

Kingdom of Poland. The political situation and ownership structure probably 

also played an important role; the most common way for nobles from outside 

the region to acquire land was through royal endowments, but the amount of 

royal property here was limited. In turn, the strained relations between Wła-

dysław Jagiełło and Siemowit in the late fourteenth and early fifteenth centuries 

may have influenced the ruler’s reluctance to divest himself of dominions in 

the area. Despite this reluctance, however, the king did sometimes make en-

dowments to the nobility. Individuals and families closely associated with the 

royal court did possess villages in Hrubieszów County. These include the 

brothers Dziersław and Jan Rytwiański, to whom the village of Świerszczów 

belonged. Both made careers at the royal court of Władysław III Warneńczyk 

and Kazimierz IV Jagiellończyk and held numerous state and land offices.49 

Dziersław was the governor of Chełm in 1439–1441, and the endowment of 

Swierszczów may date from that time. This is probably also when the Ryt-

wiański brothers got to know the local elite. In a way, they possibly felt con-

nected with this community since Jan Rytwiański spoke out against King Kazi-

mierz IV Jagiellończyk at the Sejm in Piotrków, when the latter ordered the 

imprisonment of deputies to the Sejm from Chełm Land.50 However, the in-
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fluence of the Rytwiański family on the social environment in Hrubieszów 

County should not be overestimated, as it is unlikely that they often resided in 

the area due to their numerous duties related to other functions in the Kingdom 

of Poland.51 This probably influenced the decision to sell the village in 1450 to 

Rusbartosz of Ostrów, most likely a representative of the local boyars.52  

Another noble family that owned estates in Hrubieszów County were the 

Ciołeks, who hailed from the Lublin area and also remained in the circle of the 

Jagiellonian court. Its representative, Stanisław Ciołek, held the position of 

subchancellor (vicecancellarius; podkanclerzy), while Leon of Kłodnica was 

royal scribe (notarius regis; pisarz królewski).53 Another representative of this 

family, Jan Ciołek was associated with the Hrubieszów County. He was the 

owner of Uników, located within borders of this county.54 He received the vil-

lage from the king as a pledge for a loan of 200 grzywnas.55 Unlike the 

Rytwiański family, the Ciołeks were permanently connected with the Chełm 

Land area. The aforementioned Jan was burgrave (burggravius; burgrabia) of 

Chełm in 1431 and in the years 1450/51 appears as sword-bearer (gladifer; 

miecznik) of Chełm.56 Uników remained in the hands of representatives of this 
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family at least until the mid-1460s, while around 1470, in unknown circum-

stances, the village became the property of the Tęczyński family.57 

Certain patterns may also have been introduced into the region through the 

nobility who settled in Krasnystaw County. An example is the Strączek family, 

who owned Bzowiec.58 With the participation of representatives of this family, 

villages were founded under German law. Mikołaj Strączek alias Bzowski 

appears in the sources from 1460 as the owner of the village of Oburkowa in 

Hrubieszów County, where he had also inherited a mayority (scultetia; 

sołectwo).59 It can be assumed that he or his relative was the lokator (the person 

who organizes the foundation of a village—collocator; zasadźca) of this settle-

ment. However, there is no doubt in the case of Wawrzyniec Strączek, who 

carried out the foundation of the villages of Ślepcze and Kosmów, which be-

longed to the Chełm vladyka (a high dignitary in the Orthodox Church—

episcopus Ruthenicus; władyka), in 1425.60 It can be assumed that the repre-

sentatives of this family were involved in organizing the foundation of settle-

ments, treating this as a form of income. Both Mikołaj and Wawrzyniec 

Strączek sold the mayoralities that belonged to them. Wawrzyniec handed it 

over to the boyar Mikołaj called Braha before February 1434.61 Mikołaj 

Strączek sold his mayorality in Oburków in 1463 to his sister Beata, wife of 

Jan of Nowosiedlce.62 The family was of Catholic faith (Wawrzyniec in 1419, 

as the owner of Bzowiec, donated, with other representatives of the nobility, 

the church in Chłaniów in Chełm Land).63 

Most of the settlements, however, belonged to Ruthenian boyars (e.g., Kozo-

dawy, Masłomęcz, Metelin, Pudoresy, Pobereżany, Ubrudowice, and Wilków). 

Some of the property of these families was fragmented and consisted of small 

plots in individual villages, formed as a result of family divisions. Such villages 

included, for example, Masłomęcz. n the middle of the fifteenth century there 

were at least six owners—Maria, wife of Ihnatek; Uliana, wife of Paweł of 

Ubrodowice, Uliana, widow of Siemek, sister of the previously mentioned 

Uliana; Paweł with his wife Matiuchna, and Riczko, son of Ihnatek and Sieńko. 
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Most of them were linked by ties of kinship or affinity.64 The situation was 

similar in Wilków. Although the boyars retained their property rights, there 

was a change in the ownership pattern and an influx of migrants. This happened 

as a result of sales transactions or marriages with nobles and boyars from out-

side the county’s borders. Such a situation occured in Kozodawy, where in 

1429, Bakun Zubowicz and Chodor appear in the records as owners. However, 

in 1447, Jan of Siennica of the Bończa coat of arms, a sword-bearer, judge 

(iudex; sędzia) and subjudge (subiudex; podsędek) of Chełm65 who was related 

to the influential Gorajski family (his daughter Małgorzata married Mikołaj, 

son of Jan of Goraj).66 However, from 1457, Klemens Piądło, who held the 

position of bailiff (camerarius; komornik) of Chełm in 1463–1465,67 appears 

as the heir of this settlement. Within a few decades, this village was taken over 

by representatives of the Polish nobility. 

From the information presented above, a picture emerges of a territory where 

the local boyar stratum did not disappear, but coexisted with migrants to form 

the structures of a new social group. Their coexistence shows a certain lack of 

integration. This was influenced not only by the religious and cultural differ-

ences of the newcomers, but mainly by their higher social status and member-

ship in not only a local, but even a state-level elite class. The marginalization 

of the boyars was probably influenced to some extent by the fact that the study 

area belonged to Siemowit of Masovia’s dominion, and later by the geograph-

ical isolation of this area from the rest of Chełm Land, which made integration 

difficult. Probably the main factor was the economic weakness of this stratum, 

whose property was constantly fragmented by family divisions. This greatly 

limited the possibility of entering into family relationships, as well as the pos-

sibility of participating in socio-political life.  

 

 

The entry of these areas into the orbit of Western influence brought with it the 

knowledge of new socio-economic solutions based on the introduction of Ger-

man law. These new legal solutions did not result in an influx of ethnically 

diverse populations in Hrubieszów County. It was a transfer of laws applicable 

in Western Europe to the population inhabiting the Ruthenian lands and was 

part of the Europeanization of this population group.68 In this context, the ques-

tion arises as to whether the nobility and boyars who owned rural settlements 
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in the area were interested in introducing new economic practices on their 

estates Analyzing source testimonies on the legal execution of the foundations 

and the occurrence of elements associated with German law in the settlements, 

and comparing them with the property structure, leads to very interesting con-

clusions. Most of the villages that were founded under German law or where 

we find elements characteristic of this system (a village mayor, rent, measured 

fields) belonged to the royal domain. The exceptions were Ślepcze and 

Kosmów, which were owned by the Chełm vladyka.69   

In privately owned settlements, the penetration of the Western model oc-

curred only in a few cases (two villages). The initiator of the changes was the 

Catholic nobility, which was an incoming element in Hrubieszów County. We 

have a surviving foundation document for the village of Putnowice, which 

serves as an example. The recipients of the royal privilege of 1427 were Anna, 

Walkosz’s widow, and her son Stanisław.70 The naming of the owners, but 

above all the inclusion of the exceptis schismaticis71 clause, indicate that they 

were of the Catholic faith. Indeed, the use of this formula meant that the Or-

thodox population was excluded from benefiting from the newly introduced 

law even if they converted to Catholicism.72 This implies that at the time of the 

foundation, the settlement was inhabited by people of the Catholic faith, and 

only they were to be covered by the new law. This suggests indirectly that the 

owners of the village were connected with the Polish lands, from where they 

had the possibility to attract settlers.  

There are no doubts as to the origin of the owner of Oborków, which was 

founded under German law. He was the aforementioned Mikołaj Bzowski, also 

known as Strączek, who came from the neighboring Krasnystaw County. The 

Strączek was involved in the reception of the new law in the Ruthenian lands, 

as mentioned above.  

On the other hand, with the former village system based on Ruthenian law, 

which was characterized by the occurrence of multi-family farms with an un-

measured area of arable land (dworzyszcza) and based on the peasants’ obliga-

tions in the form of labor and tributes, the villages belonging to the local boyars 

remained. An example is the village of Masłomęcz, owned by numerous repre-

sentatives of this social group. It is uncertain whether the lack of traces of 
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modernization in this settlement was only due to its ownership fragmentation, 

which made the process of founding it under German law very difficult. This 

was probably not helped either by the numerous disputes over divisions in the 

village between individual owners. In addition, the mentality of this social stra-

tum may have had some influence on the situation. In the light of former studies 

by Ludwik Wyrostek and Przemysław Dąbkowski, the poorer nobility in the 

regions of Podkarpacie were characterized by deep conservatism, striving to 

maintain their existing lifestyle, the maintaining of social ties, and an aversion 

to strangers and their way of life.73  

Certainly, the reasons for the consolidation of an economy based on Ruthe-

nian law in Ubrudowice were different. Although the owners of the village be-

longed to the local boyars, it is difficult to speak of their conservatism, in light 

of the involvement of their representatives Iwaszek and Paszek (Paweł) 

Czuprykowicz in the activities of the local court authority and their participa-

tion in the first conventions of the nobility in Hrubieszów.74 Furthermore, the 

court records show a tendency to polonize names (Paszko-Paweł, Hustian/ 

Ustian-Sebastian, Matuszka-Maria), which may be evidence of their succumb-

ing to the influence of Latin culture. The situation was similar in the case of 

Wilków, whose owners participated in the activities of the administrative and 

judicial apparatus. Jurkowicz from the same village was even appointed by 

King Władysław Jagiełło to the court which was to consider disputes concern-

ing the patrimony of the nobility and landowners of Chełm.75 In both villages, 

on the other hand, we also see the continuation of the old economic model 

based on dworzyszcze throughout the fifteenth century. It is difficult to say what 

influenced the owners’ decision. It is possible that they did not see the benefits 

of the changes, which required, at least in the beginning, some financial invest-

ment (bringing in a person to carry out the work of founding the new settlement 

and the measurement of fields).  

The lack of involvement of the Ruthenian boyars in the economic changes 

of the villages is confirmed by the case of Waśko Skoruta. Despite the fact that 

he received tenutas in the royal villages of Bogucin and Dobromierzyce, which 

operated under German law, there is no trace that he attempted to make similar 

changes in the hereditary Mołodiatycze. 

In conclusion, we can observe a lack of interest among the local boyars in 

transforming the economic model of the village. This happened even in cases 

where representatives of this stratum became involved in the functioning of the 

local administration and judiciary. At the same time, on the other hand, one can 

observe the activity of the representatives of the Catholic nobility involved in 
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introducing German law. It is difficult to unequivocally identify the reasons for 

this situation. They can be traced back to the fragmentation of divisions and the 

economic weakness of the boyars. The inability to bring in new settlers and the 

reluctance of the local peasantry to introduce changes should not be ruled out 

either. Thus, in the fifteenth century, the introduction of a new economic model 

in private villages in this area was to a large extent co-dependent on the ethnic 

origin of their owner.  

 

 

In order to assess the overall social changes taking place in Hrubieszów County 

and the attitude of the local boyars towards them, it is still necessary to look at 

the processes of acculturation. These take place on many levels, including in-

tegration within such areas as religion, language, customs and tradition. This 

phenomenon is not easy to observe in the source material, as the progress of 

these transformations was not of interest to the judicial bodies whose legacy is 

available to us. This does not mean that the attempt to look at and assess 

changes in this area is completely destined to fail.  

In the case of the society under observation in this study, who were living in 

the areas of the Ruthenian lands incorporated into the Polish state, we encoun-

ter the phenomenon of a clash between two different cultural patterns that came 

about due to the division of the Christian denomination in 1054 into Catholics 

and Orthodox. These changes were not only followed by religious conse-

quences, but by the emergence of two distinct sets of cultural patterns and tra-

ditions. As a result, acculturation was closely linked to the Europeanization of 

these areas. The emergence in the West of a universal European civilization 

based on Latin Christianity and elements of culture derived from the Carolin-

gian Renaissance led to unification processes that went beyond the boundaries 

of individual states and social structures.76 The spread of this model to areas 

beyond the Frankish Empire was a long, heterogeneous process that took place 

at different times.77 Individual areas were influenced by Western culture 

throughout the Middle Ages. This process did not end in the thirteenth century, 

as is commonly accepted in the literature.78 An example of Europeanization in 

the later period was Lithuania, which adopted Western models only at the end 
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of the Middle Ages.79 It covered not only the center of Europe, but also its 

broadly understood peripheries, from the Scandinavian countries to Spain, 

Portugal, Hungary, Rus, and Lithuania.80 In the late Middle Ages, the transfor-

mation within the universal culture of Western Europe took place on many 

levels and simultaneously with significant changes within this model. These 

included the consolidation of the estates,81 the development and dynamism of 

local government in towns and villages,82 religious changes, the growing im-

portance of the written word, and the development of universities.83 Moreover, 

it went beyond the elite and gained an increasingly wide social reach, like the 

participation of the masses in the Crusades and pilgrimages, access to education 

and the written word, and the spread of chivalric culture.84 It was the knight-

hood ornobility and the bourgeoisie that became the vehicle for the transmis-

sion of Western European cultural patterns to the border areas.  

In the case of the Polish-Ruthenian borderland, cultural confrontation took 

place between societies shaped by common Christian roots. However, this did 

not mean that the unification and integration of both groups was easy or quick. 

The lack of interference by the Polish state in the cultural differences of the 

population living in the Ruthenian lands left the changes to be dealt with by 
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society itself.85 In this case, the intermingling of both cultures took place as a 

result of mutual contacts and interactions. The intensity of these contacts and 

interactions determined the extent to which Western European cultural models 

were accepted by the community inhabiting the Ruthenian lands. 

Therefore, the fundamental question is how boyars reacted to contact with 

an alien cultural community and the consequence of this clash for the popula-

tion living in the border areas. However, this phenomenon should not be treated 

as a cultural shock caused by contact with a completely unknown and alien 

cultural pattern. Border territories have always been an area of interaction and 

contact between culturally heterogeneous social groups. In this case, rather, 

there was an intensification of the interpenetration of two patterns that had hith-

erto existed side by side. The abolition of the state border, the introduction of 

Polish law and administration, as well as the migration of the population con-

tributed to the disruption of this situation and forced an intensification of 

mutual contacts. It is significant that Western cultural patterns were at least 

partly imposed from above with the introduction of law and state administra-

tion. They also flowed with the migrant group, which settled in a hitherto cul-

turally homogeneous area. However, it is not insignificant for the changes that 

took place that they found themselves in the midst of a society steeped in a 

different culture, which was the dominating group in the area in terms of num-

bers. It is interesting to note how the process of mingling of the two cultures 

and the progress of social integration developed.  

To begin with, we will look at the issue of religious differences. The close 

relationship between religion, culture, and ethnicity in these areas is beyond 

doubt. Conversion was closely linked to acculturation and assimilation into a 

religious group.86 Denomination, in this case, was very much linked to ethnic-

ity and was the biggest obstacle to community integration.87 In view of the 

above statements, it is reasonable to ask whether there were conversions of 

boyars to Catholicism in the area under study, which could have been a mani-

festation of their deep acculturation. Unfortunately, the sources do not give us 
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a direct answer to this question. There are, however, some indications that may 

put this problem into perspective. The fact that the majority of the Hrubieszów 

County boyars remained Orthodox in the fifteenth century may be indicated by 

the lack of development of the parish network of the Catholic Church. Only 

two parishes had been established—both at the turn of the fourteenth and fif-

teenth centuries. The church founded in Hrubieszów was closely connected 

with the gord functions of this center and the later town foundation.88 On the 

other hand, the parish in the village of Czernięcin, founded by the ruler, may 

have correlated with the attempt to introduce a Western economic model in this 

settlement and the planned recruitment of settlers from outside. After this, there 

was no foundation activity within the district until the 1630s. There is also no 

record of boyar families participating in the endowment of parishes in other 

areas of Chełm Land (such as Wawrzyniec Strączek). However, the lack of 

development of the parish network of the Catholic Church cannot be an argu-

ment for the lack of conversion to Catholicism of the local boyars, especially 

in the context of the (small) number of Orthodox churches. Outside of Hru-

bieszów, their occurrence is attested in only three villages: Modryń, Mołodia-

tycze, and Putnowice.89 

One indication of a change of religion may be the use of double names. In 

the case of conversion, there would be a second baptism and a new name was 

given.90 Although the criterion of the use of name-giving to study ethnic and 

religious images of society has been criticised in the literature91 and remains 

unreliable, its application in some cases is justified.92 The occurrence of double 

names may be indicative of conversion to Catholicism in the case where an 

individual uses two names referring to two different cultural circles, “Polish-

Catholic” and “Ruthenian-Orthodox.” In the material studied, there are only a 

few examples of the use of double names. One of them is the case of Sebastian, 

also called Ustian Czuprykowicz, from the village of Ubrodowice. It is inter-

esting to note that he appears under the name Sebastian only in the years 1450–

1457.93 At the same time, he appears repeatedly under another anthroponym, 
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Ustian,94 which he continues to use exclusively after 1457.95 This takes on more 

significance in the broader context that the cessation of the use of the name 

Sebastian coincided with the death of his brother Paweł/Paszek, who, during 

his lifetime, appears in the sources only under the first anthroponym; only after 

his death is he referred to as Paszek in a single record of a case concerning his 

purchase of property attested by Ustian.96 

These data do not explicitly attest to the conversion to Catholicism of the 

two brothers, although they may indicate it. On the other hand, the use of an-

throponyms by the brothers clearly indicates a tendency to use one of them 

rather than the other. Ustian’s apparent departure from the Latin anthroponym 

Sebastian after his brother’s death suggests his attachment to his old Ruthenian 

name, which is also reflected in his calling his deceased brother Paszek in one 

of the records. In the case of Paweł, on the other hand, the consistent use of the 

Latin form of the name indicates the opposite. One of his daughters also ap-

pears under a double name, as Maria/Matuszka.97 This indicates, if not religious 

conversion, at least the influence of Latin culture on the heirs of Ubrudowice. 

Another example of the use of a double name is Miśko/Ivan of Wilków. This 

case is complicated by the fact that the person concerned protested to the court 

when he was sued by Chodek, from the same village, under the name Miśko. 

He disputed the legitimacy of the lawsuit, claiming that his proper name was 

Ivan. Chodek, on the other hand, denied this, citing that he had been called 

Miśko for three years and was recorded as such in the court book.98 Unfortu-

nately, we do not know the court’s decision in this case. What we do know, 

however, is that the anthroponym Miśko appeared in the records of subsequent 

cases between them, indicating that this name was considered appropriate by 

the court. This record suggests a change of name by Ivan and specifies precisely 

the time of it (three years ago). This precision may indicate its formalized 

nature, perhaps as a result of the conversion. If so, it would also explain the 

consistent adherence of the court to the name given at the Catholic baptism, 

despite the protests of the very person concerned. It is not clear, however, 

whether the invocation of the former name on Ivan/Miśko’s part was an ex-

pression of a return to Orthodoxy or his attachment to this tradition, or merely 

a procedural ploy intended to serve to dismiss Chodko’s lawsuit.  

In the light of the cases presented, we are not sure whether the use of double 

names indicates conversion to Catholicism.99 However, it probably speaks in 

favor of the penetration of certain influences of Latin culture into some of the 

boyar families. At the same time, a very strong attachment to the old names 
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and the culture associated with them is also evident in the context of these 

cases. But it should be stressed that the occurrence of double anthroponyms 

was not a frequent phenomenon. This indicates the lack of Europeanization 

among the Ruthenian boyars in this area. 

In the light of the analysis to date, it appears that in the area under study the 

phenomenon of conversion of Ruthenian families to Catholicism did not occur 

at all, or only on a very small scale. This does not mean, however, that the entry 

of these territories into the orbit of Polish influence did not have consequences 

in terms of the penetration of elements associated with the Catholic faith and 

Latin culture into the local population. This seems to have been largely influ-

enced by the judiciary, which not only brought with it new legal elements, but 

had also been shaped in a religiously and culturally alien environment. Conse-

quently, it became a vehicle for certain foreign elements. One example is the 

use of the oath on the cross when giving evidence at a trial, which stood in 

contrast to the Ruthenian tradition, in which oaths were sworn in the Orthodox 

church on “spikes” or a wheel at the door.100 The first mention of the use of the 

oath on the cross in the Hrubieszów court dates from 1445, but it was taken by 

representatives of the nobility who were of Catholic faith from Krasnystaw 

County.101 It was quite common for oaths to be invoked in court during a trial, 

including for Ruthenians. However, we are not sure whether in such a case they 

would be sworn in an Orthodox church or on the cross in court. The validity of 

an oath was based on its connection with the faith professed by the person tak-

ing it. Religious differences could be a reason for accepting an oath in a form 

recognized by a given tradition. This solution is known in the case of the Jewish 

people, who took a different form of oath than Christians.102 Some indication 

that the Ruthenians took a different form of oath is provided by the records 

relating to the punishment of two peasants from Uprodowice, Maksym and 

Chilek, for not taking an oath properly.103 We do not know, however, whether 

this is a form of oath or a confirmation of untruth by oath. However, even when 

only Catholics took an oath on the cross, it was a foreign element with which 

Ruthenians became familiar when attending court. 

Another way in which foreign cultural elements entered the society through 

judicial bodies was in the use of dates in judgments according to the holidays 

of the Catholic calendar. In this case, the denomination of the litigants was 

irrelevant; the dates of debt payments and adjournments were recorded with 

reference to the feasts of the Catholic liturgical year, also for people of Ortho-
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dox faith.104 This forced the Ruthenian population to become familiar with the 

dates of the major Catholic holidays in order to keep their obligations or appear 

before the court at the right time.  

The intermingling of cultures was linked not only to religion, but also to 

language. In view of the above, it is reasonable to ask in which language the 

state administration and the judiciary functioned, and which was the predomi-

nant language at the congresses of the nobility. The fact that the Ruthenian 

element was clearly dominant in the county does not mean that Old Ruthenian 

language was dominant in court sessions held in Hrubieszów. This is because, 

in the early stages, the composition of assessors was very different and in-

cluded, apart from the starost, people of Polish origin and sometimes even dig-

nitaries of the Catholic Church. The fact that the Polish language was used is 

further supported by the occurrence of single Polish words in the Latin records 

of cases. Of course, this may be a consequence of the writer’s origin. However, 

it must be assumed that either he also knew Old Ruthenian, or the proceedings 

were conducted in his native Polish. Otherwise, he would not have been able 

to make entries in the book. 

It seems that it was the court sessions where the greatest linguistic integra-

tion took place. The need to communicate with an ethnically diverse composi-

tion of judges, assessors, and litigants necessitated knowledge of a basic 

vocabulary in both languages or the use of an interpreter.105 The former seems 

to have been the more practical solution, and coexistence over time led to 

bilingualism among the upper classes. Initially, however, the multi-lingual pro-

ceedings may have posed a problem. Perhaps the language barrier was one rea-

son why boyars tended to not hold land offices or act as assessors. The situation 

may have been somewhat different in the case of the conventions of the nobil-

ity, where representatives of this stratum from all over the land gathered. Here, 

the prevalence of the Ruthenian ethnos may have meant that the deliberations 

were held in Old Ruthenian. However, it should not be ruled out that these 

meetings may have been bilingual.   

Cultural changes also affected lifestyle and manifested themselves in such 

aspects as hairstyles,106 clothing,107 and leisure activities. In the Middle Ages, 

there were no significant differences between the Polish and Ruthenian nobility 

in terms of their clothing.108 There were also no differences in hairstyles. How-

ever, certain differences in leisure activities can be assumed. Although, in this 
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case, common features should also be sought. Hunting was a popular pastime 

among the nobility of both ethnic groups. It was not only fun, but also an im-

portant part of the economy, providing the noble family with meat and skins. 

However, there are no traces of elements of Western European knightly culture 

(the knightly ethos, tournaments, courtly love) entering the Ruthenian lands in 

the late Middle Ages. This is not surprising in the context of its limited progress 

in Poland, where its influence was largely confined to the western regions (es-

pecially Silesia) and the royal and princely courts.109 It was even less wide-

spread among the petty boyars living in Hrubieszów County. 

 

The above analysis of the socio-cultural transformation of the noble micro-

society in Hrubieszów County following its incorporation into the Polish state 

allows for several insightful conclusions. The observations made indicate a 

certain separateness of the territory not only in relation to other Polish lands, 

but also to other areas of Chełm Land, of which the county was a part. To some 

extent this was influenced by its geographical location, as it was largely sur-

rounded by estates given as a fief to Siemowit IV and, as a result, was deprived 

of direct contact with the other areas of Chełm Land. Thus, it is clear that there 

was very limited migration of Polish nobility into this area. This explains which 

the limited influence this group had on the local community and the lack of 

Europeanization among the local population in general. The vehicle of change 

was to be, above all, the administrative and judicial structures of the new state 

being formed in the County. The formation of the roots of the nobility’s self-

government in the form of assemblies, which later transformed into regional 

assemblies, would be conducive to the entry of the boyars into the new social 

structures and their integration into noble society as a whole. 

The ongoing structural assimilation of the Ruthenian boyars of Hrubieszów 

County proceeded in a slightly different way to other areas of Red Ruthenia 

that were incorporated into the Kingdom of Poland, despite the fact that the 

same legal structures were in place. Although these boyars were granted access 

to offices and the right to participate in public life on an equal footing with the 

Polish nobility, it is noticeable that it made little use of these rights. Even at the 

local level, one can see the dominance of the Ruthenian nobility arriving from 

other districts of Chełm Land or migrants of Polish origin. This situation was 

the result of several factors. It was probably partly due to the economic weak-

ness of the Ruthenian boyars of Hrubieszów County and the depletion of their 

estates as a result of family divisions. However, the almost complete absence 

of traces of cultural assimilation, observed even in other Ruthenian lands,110 

probably influenced the lack of participation among the Ruthenian nobility in 

the structures of power and local self-government. Here, there is a clear link 
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between the adoption of the Catholic religion and culture and the social ad-

vancement of the nobility of Ruthenian origin. Indeed, in the case of the medi-

eval society of the Polish-Ruthenian borderland, where there is a strong link 

between state power and the structures of the Catholic Church, the advance-

ment of the individual largely depended on his or her religious affiliation. The 

strong influence of the clergy and their negative opinions about schismatics on 

the social elite greatly hindered the social advancement of representatives of 

orthodox confessions. It must therefore be assumed that there could be no pos-

sibility of assimilation of social groups without their at least partial accultura-

tion. In this case, the Polish-Ruthenian border area differed from Mediterranean 

countries, where Catholic and Orthodox communities have coexisted since the 

schism in Christianity. In the Mediterranean, there appears to have been a 

broader acceptance of religious differences, and these did not obstruct oppor-

tunities for social mobility.111 
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