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Since the census of the Jewish population of 1704/05 and the Jewish poll tax lists
complement each other, their comparative study can be used to resconstiuct a
complete map of the Jewish settlement in the Crown Poland. Almost no Jewish
commmunily paid its poll-tax continuously during the entire recorded period of 1717-
1764. For this reason theve is liftle point in comparing the figures of the census with
any particular anmuadl poli-tax list, including the list for 1704, In fact, little more
than a half of the existing Jewish communities are wsually present in any given Hst,
and the total figures of the census data is generally about twice that of the poll-tax
Hists. In spite dll the above, the Jewish poll-tax never became completely detached
Jrom thestze of the Jewish popdation. The proportions of poli-tax assessed for different
Siscal units remained more or less constant, and the amount of poll-tax paid by
every individual fewish commumity was in most cases quite compatible with the
Jfigures of the census. In the present study I chose to compare the 1764/65 census
figres with the Iutest Hsted amount of poll-tax for every Jewish community throughout
Crown Poland. These figuves combined together would represent the full poll-tax
potential of the Jewish population of Crown Poland during the 18” century.

1. Introduction

Two systematic sources — the census of 1764/65 and the lists of the
Jewish poll-tax ~ provide a solid statistical basis for the study of the Jewish
population of Crown Poland in the eighteenth century. However, the
original manuscript of the census was destroved during the sccond world

* I wish to thank Shaul Stampter and Jacob Goldberg, who read the manuscript, for their very
constructive and uselul remarks. All the ideas and remaining errors are, of course, mine alone.
! A compilation of all published data of the census is found in 8. Stampfer, “The 1764
Census of Polish Jewry”, Bar-fluw. Annual of Bar-Tlan University. Studies in Judaica
and the Humanities (Studies in the History and Culture of East European Jewry, ed. G.
Bacon and M. Rosman) 24/25, 1989, pp. 59-147.
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war, being only partly published during the period when it was available
to scholars.! The Polish records of the Jewish poll tax (pogiwne sydowskie)
" with few exceptions (years 1735, 1737, 1756, and 1764%) were believed to
be lost as well,* but fortunately this was not the case.” A comparison is
essential for a proper interpretation of both sources since the two
documents complement each other, originating from two different
authorities: the census was conducted by the Polish state officials, and the
Jewish poll-tax was assessed by the Jewish councils. All modern scholars
agree that the available census figures are lower than the real Jewish
population of Crown Poland in mid-eighteenth century. Opinions differ
however about the size of the undercount in the census, Mahler estimated
this undercount at about 20%.,¢ but, since already in 1800 Tadeusz Czacki
proposed to correct census data at about 509, this view was accepted by
several modern scholars.” Stampfer compared the census data with the
nineteenth- century statistics and, on the basis of population growth rates,

¢ Lists of the Jewish poll tax assessment for these years have survived in Czartoryski Library
in Cracow. See 1. Halperin, Pingas va 'ad arba aratsot (ed. 1. Bartal), (Jerusalern 19903,
pp. 271-272, 306-509, 514. The data for 1717-1718 which is also found there is wrong.

* The list of the Jewish poll-tax from 1764 was printed by the Treasury already in 1763
under a heading Dyspartyment poglounego ydowskiego ordynaryinego na Seymie Avini
1717 ... One copy of this print is found in the Jagellonian Library at Cracow |, see Mag.
St. Drlll, 392787. For critical edition see J. Muszyfiska, “Dyspartyment pogléwnego
zydowskiego w Koronie w 1717 roku®, Czasy Nowodptne 5, 1998, pp. 121-131. The title
is misleading since 1717 appears in the heading only, but the tax assessment itself is for
1764. On p. 124, 15 towns of the district of Przemy$l are omitted, and the rest of the towns
of this district are annexed to the community of Wegrow,

* Several such lists also survived in the library of the Ukrainian National Academy of
Sciences. Copies of them are kept alse in the Central Archives for the History of the Jewish
People in Jerusalem, see HM 476-477, FIM 2/8111.2. Data for Podolia found there was
used in b. Jlykun, “Heonammas kynuaa. Eepeiickne obwmss! [ogonawd cronete nocie
XMeIBHUTUUHLT, Cahiers du monde Russe 41/4, 2000, pp. 451-494. Lists of the Jewish
poll tax assessment for 1706-1711 are found in the Czartoryski Library in Cracow (MS
2666), and copies of them are kept in the archive of Aaron (Arthur) Eisenbach at the
Institute for the Research of Diaspora of Tel Aviv University (microfilm No. 733).

* On this lists see J. Kalik, “Ha-otsar ha-avud: reshimot mas ha-gulgolet ha-yehudi be-
mea ha-18 she-be-arkhiyon ha-tsava ha-polani®, Zion 69, (2004), pp. 329-336; id. “Jewish
Leaseholders (Arendarze) in 18th Century Crown Poland ", fabrbiicher fiir Geschichte
Osteuropas (forthcoming).

“ R. Mahler, Vidn in amolikn Poiln in Hcbt fun tsifers, (Warsaw 1958), chapter 1.

? Z. Guldon and N. Krikon, “Przyczynek do krytyki spisiw ludnodcei zydowskiej z kofica
XV w.", Studia frodioznawcze 23, (1978), pp. 153-157:
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reached a conclusion that “the 1764 census was remarkably accurate”, and
that Mahler “may even have been more cautious than necessary”.*

The Jewish poll-tax data are no less problematic. Since the Jewish poll-
tax was not collected in the eighteenth century ‘per capita’, but its general
amount was fixed in 1717 at 220,000 zfoty, and the total Jewish population
of Crown Poland was at least twice as large, amounting to 429,587 according
to the éensus, the Jewish councils had broad freedom of manoeuvre in their
tax assessment politics. The Jewish poll-tax was assessed for every Jewish
community according to various principles, sometimes progressive (rich
Jews were obliged to pay on behalf of the poor), sometimes regressive
(weaker communities under-represented in councils were often over-taxed).
The most important implication of this freedom of manceuvre was a rotation
schedule of different Jewish communities in their poil-tax obligations. Almost
no Jewish community paid its poll-tax continuously during the entire
recorded period of 1717-1764. In particular, centres of major Jewish
communities (such as Tarnéw in Little Poland and Krotoszyn in Great
Poland) paid their poll-tax at very long intervals indeed. For example, the
Jews of Brody (one of the major communities in the council of Rus) in 1763
paid an enormous amount of 10,897 zfoty? but the last timethey had paid
their poll-tax (6,700 zfoty) was 23 years previously, in 1740." For this reason
there is litde point in comparing the figures of the census with any particular
annual poll-tax list, including the list for 1764 (the entire voivodeship of
Cracow had not paid a penny that year), since little more than one half of
the existing Jewish communities are usually present in any given list, and
total figures of the poll-tax are always about twice as low as the census data.
Despite this, the Jewish poll-tax never became completely detached from
the size of the Jewish population. The proportions of poll-tax assessed for
different fiscal units remained more or less constant, and the amount of
- poll-tax paid by every individual Jewish community was, with a few
spectacular exceptions (such as in 1634 the Jews of Lublin, according 1o
the census, paying 30 zfoty in 1764), in most cases quite compatible with

¥ 8, Stampfer, “The 1764 Census ... "(note 1), p. 57.

# Archiwum Gléwne Akt Dawnych (AGAD), Archiwum Skarbu Wojskowego (ASW), dz.
84, syg. 53.

* Ibid. syg. 30.
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the figures of the census. Stampfer tried to compare the 1764/65 census of
the Jewish population in the Grand Duchy of Lithuania with the surviving
lists of the Jewish poll-tax from the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries
in Lithuania," and reached the following conclusion: “Thus, comparing the
tax data with the census data strengthens the assumption that tax allocation
reflected population distribution and allows for a fair degree of security in
drawing conclusions from them. It should be emphasized, however, that
tax data are revealing about the demographic relationships between
communities but cannot give information about the absolute number of
Jews. > This conclusion, however, was reached on the basis of very
incomplete information {14 annual lists for the entire eighteenth century).
With the discovery of the complete body of poll-tax lists for the entire period
from 1717 101764, a comparison between the census and the poll-tax records
for Crown Poland can be made on much broader basis.

In this paper, I chose to compare the 1764/605 census figures with the
latest attested amount of poll-tax for every Jewish community throughout
Crown Poland. These figures combined together would representi the
full poll-tax potential of the Jewish population of Crown Poland during
the eighteenth century. I am well aware that poll-tax potential is an
unusual ecomonic category.” However, the situation is unusual as well:
poli-tax lagging behind the real population, being assessed on different
communities in rotation, when this rotation schedule can be traced exactly
over almost half a century. The proposed poll-tax potential is not, of
course, the true figure of the Jewish population of Crown Poland, but
this figure may be regarded as the closest available verification of the
census data derived from an independent contemporary source.

2. Methodology and observations

In order to understand more clearly what I mean by the poll-tax

U Sh. Stampfer, “Some Implications of Jewish Population Patierns in Pre-partition
Lithuania®, in Stuclies in the History of the Jews in Old Poland in Honor of Jacob Goldberg
(Scripta Hierosolymitana 38}, ed. A. Teller, (Jerusalem 1998}, pp. 189-223,

™ thid. p. 199.

' I'or the use of the poll-tax record for historical demography see M. A, Arnould, Zes
dénombrements de fovers dans le comié de Tlainaut (XTV-XVE sidcles), (Brussels 1950),
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potential, and why it could be related to the real size of the Jewish
population, let us look more carefully at all available data for a relatively
small voivodeship of Plock (see Table 1). The poll-tax amount paid by
the Jewish communities of this voivodeship varied from 5477 zéoty in
1725 to 720 zloty in 1751. However, these fluctuations were mainly caused
not by variations in the amounts of money paid by different communities,
which remained relatively stable, but by the number of communities
obliged by the Jewish Council of Great Poland to pay their poll-tax during
any given year. Thus, the community of Radzandw, for example, paid
only once (in 1729) during the entire recorded period of 1717-1764. If
we try to compare a combination of all the latest attestations of poll-tax
paid by every community with the figures of the census, the following
observations are most evident: (1) the Kuczbork-Osada community never
paid any poll-tax, but the nearby Szrefisk community was not counted
in the census; (2) all matching numbers are remarkably similar; (3) the
total of this poll-tax potential is 13.6% higher than the total of the Jewish
population in this vofvodeship, according to the census (Table 1).

The results of the comparison between the hypothetical poll-tax
potential and the census are promising indeed: the poll-tax potential is
consistently higher than the census in all fiscal units (except for the
predominantly rural communities of Tykocin and Wegrow), as welt as
in the grand total, where the difference stands at 14%. This difference is
slightly lower than Mahler’s estimate, and it fully confirms Stampfer's
conclusions. This very consistency confirms, in my opinion, both the
general reliability of the census, and the connection between the poll-
tax potential and the Jewish population of Crown Poland.

The main difficulty for a comparison between the census and the
poll-tax records is the discrepancy between the two administrative systems
reflected in these two sources. The terminology of both groups of
documents is misleading: the census sometimes used the pseudo-Jewish
teminology (kahatl, przykabatek), but in fact it reflected the Polish
administrative system only, while the poli-tax lists were written in Polish
and used Polish administrative terminology (wofewddztwo, powiat,
ziemia), but in fact they reflected the Jewish autonomous administrative
system based upon regional councils (Hebrew galil} and major
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communities (Hebrew kabal rashi), The two systems did not correspond
either on regional or on local levels. Thus, the Jewish Council of Great
Poland, called in the poll-tax list wojewdcdztwo poznanskie § kaliskie
(voivadeship of Poznafi and Kalisz) consisting of ten Polish veivodeships
and six districts in two more voivodeships, but the Polish voivodeship of
Mazowsze was divided between four Jewish councils, and even the smali
district of Sanok in the voivodeship of Rus was divided between three
different Jewish councils.

Another difficulty for a comparative study was created artificially by the
inadequacy of the census's publication. A detailed description of the rural
Jewish population was published for seven administrative units only: the
voivodeships of Cracow," Wolyh, Kiev, Bractaw, Podolia,” and the districts
of Lwéw" and Halicz” in the voivodeship of Rus. In the poll-tax lists, however,
the rural Jews (mostly leaseholders) appear systematically in a restricted
area, which I proposed to call the “leasehoders’ belt” ™ stretching from
northern Podlasie to Carpats and comprising six Jewish coucils; Wegréw,
Tykocin, Lublin, Ordynacja Zamoyska, Przemy$l, and Rzeszow. All the
regions with published data concerning rural Jews remained outside this
belt, and only occasional information is available for comparison in the
poll-tax lists {the community of Wodzistaw in voivodeship of Cracow and
the community of Lwow in the voivodeship of Rus).

I chose the Jewish administrative system of the poll-tax lists in its
latest attested form™ as a framework for comparison. The data of both

" A. Czuczyhski, “Spis Zydéw wojewddetwa krakowskicgo z roku 17657, Architwim
Komisfi Historycznej Akademii Umigino§civol. 8, (1898),

" M. Kamarmn, “Crarucriyueckue fandbie 0 eBpesix B I0ro-3amamsom Kpae B0 BTOPOI HONOBHHE
npouutoro kexa (1765-1791)", Apxus I0ro-3anamgoit Poccnu, vol. 2, part 1, (1890), pp. 1-232.
 F. Bostel, “Zydzi ziemi Iwowskiej i powialu 2ydaczowskicgo w r. 17657, Archiwum
Komisji Historycznef Akademii Umigtnoscivol, 6, (1891), pp. 357-378.

© M. Bataban, “Spis Zydow i Karaitdw ziemi halickiej i powiatow trembowelskiego i
kotomyiskiego wr. 17057, Archiwum Komisji Historycznej Akademit Umigtnoicivol, 9,
(15093, pp. 11-31.

'* See J. Kalik, “Jewish Leaseholders (Arendarze) in 18th Century Crown Poland”,
Jabrbiicher fiir Geschichte Osteuropas, 54, 2006, pp. 229-240.

¥ The map of Jewish autonomy changed several times during the eighteenth century.
Ciechanowiec, Migdzyrzecz Korecki, Sumbor, and Siemiatycze were treated sometimes
as separate fiscal units, but by 1764 they were incorporated into the councils of Wegrdw,
Wolyn, Przemyél, and Tykocin respectively.
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sources are presented according to a geographical principle: (1) Little
Poland consisted of two fiscal units: the city of Cracow and the
‘voivodeship of Cracow and Sandomierz’; (2) Great Poland consisted of
the city of Poznafi and the ‘voivodeship of Poznah and Kalisz’; (3) Rus,
(4) Podolia; (5) Lublin consisted of the city of Lublin and the ‘voivodeship
of Lublin’; (6) Wolyfi; (7) Chelm-Betz, Ordynacja Zamoyska, and Jozeféw;
(8) Przemy$l including four fiscal units: the city of Przemyél, the district
of Przemy$l, Rzeszow and Debica; (9) Tykocin, Wegrdw, and Miedzyrzecz
Podlaski. The fourth table shows the composition of every fiscal unit in
terms of the Polish administrative system and the general totals of their
Jewish population. Detailed commentary is provided for every unit.

Before proceeding with details, I wish to present several general
observations about the substantial differences between the poll-tax lists
and the census.

1. Three voivodeships of Western Prussia ( Pomorze, Chelmno, and
Malbork), are entirely missing from the poll-tax lists with the exception
of two suburbs of Gdafisk (Langfithr and Schotlad), but their Jewish
population is promptly counted in the census. On the contrary, in the
district of Czersk in the voivodeship of Mazowsze, the Jews are present
in poll-tax lists, but the census claims that “there are no Jews in this
district” (ziemia ta Zydow nie ma).* Both cases reflect the precarious
Jewish existence in both regions, where the presence of the Jews was
technically illegal, but it is hard to explain why the same situation was
reflected in two opposite ways in the census and in the poll-tax records:
the Jews were hidden from the census in the district of Czersk, but paid
their poll-tax, while in Western Prussia they registered at the census, but
were tax-exempt.

2.'The suburbs of Gdafisk, Lublin, Przemy$l, and Lwow were treated
differently both in the census and in the poll-tax lists. Three suburbs of
Gdansk (Langforty, Hoppembrug, and Weinberg) appear in the census,
and two of them are found in the poll-tax lists, too (Langfuhr and Szotland
corresponding to Lanforty and Hoppembrug of the census), but Gdansk

@, Kleczyhski, F. Kluczycki, “Liczba gléw zydowskich.w Koronie z tarif roku 1765”,
Architum Komisfi Historycznej Akademii Umiegtnoscivol. 8, (1898}, p. 20.
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itself is missing in both documents. Three suburbs of Lublin
(Kalinowszczyzna, Krakowskie Przedmiedcie, and Wieniawa) appear in
the poll-tax lists and two of them are found also in the census
(Kalinowszczyzna and Wieniawa) alongside the city of Lublin itself (called
in the poll-tax lists Lublin synagogue) in both sources. However, in the
poll-tax lists Lublin together with its suburbs constitutes a separate fiscal
unit, whereas in the census they are all recorded as parts of the
voivodeship of Lublin. Two suburbs of Przemysl (Wilcze and Zasanie)
appear in the poll-tax lists separately from the exterritorial urban
community of Przemy$l inside the district of Przemy$l, but none of them
is mentioned in the census. In Lwow, on the contrary, the city (miasto)
and the suburb (przedmiescie) are distinguished in the census, but no
such distinction is reflected in the poll-tax lists.

3.8ome Jewish communities in border areas were split between two
councils, paying part of their poll-tax in the framework of one council
and another part in the other council during the same year. The case of
Winnica is most interesting: from 1748 this town belonged either to Wolyh
or to Braclaw in alternate years, Thus, it belonged to Wotvfi in 1748, 1750,
1752, 17534, 1736, 1758, 1760 and 1762,* and to Bractaw in 1749, 1751,
1753, 1755, 1757, 1759, 1761 and 1763.2

4. In those few cases where a4 comparison of the Jewish rural
population is possible the results are confusing. 107 villages and small
towns belonged to the community of Wodzistaw in the voivodeship of
Cracow according to the census, while only 15 villages near this town
appear in the poll-tax lists, and only eight of them match the census.
However, the community of Lwow included 42 villages according to
the census, 49 villages according to the poll-tax records, and 30 of
them match.

5. Karaites are mentioned in both sources, but in different places: in
the census they appear at Halicz and Kulikow in the voivodeship of Rus,
but in the poli-tax lists they are consistently recorded only at Luck in
Wolyh.

* Ibid. syg. 39, 41, 43, 45, 48, 50, 52. Poll-tax list for 1756 is missing in AGAD, hut it is

found in Czartoryski Library in Cracow: MS No. 1079,
2 AGAD, ASW, df.84, syg. 40, 42, 44, 46, 47, 49, 51, 53.
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3. The Jewish communities

Little Poland consisted of two fiscal units: the city of Cracow as an
exterritorial urban community and the ‘voivodeship of Cracow and
Sandomierz’ (wojewodziwo krakotwskie y sandomirskie), which in fact
consisted of the entire voivodeship of Cracow, the districts of Opoczno,
Wislica, and Sandomierz (except for Rozwaddw and Utandw), the towns
of Tarnéw, Dabréw, Kolbuszowa, Radomy$l, Przectaw, and Zochow
(modern Rzochdw) in the district of Pilzno in the voivodeship of
Sandomierz, the towns of Dziataszyn, Koniecpole, and Kamifisk in the
voivodeship of Sieradz, and Jaczmierz, Nowytaniec, and Rymanow in
the district of Sanok in the voivodeship of Rus. In the census, Cracow
is correctly called Kazimierz, since the Jews of Cracow in actual fact
lived in this Jewish town. Makéw in the woivodeship of Cracow,
Gowarczew and Sokolow in the vofvodeship of Sandomierz, and
Jaczmierz and Nowytaniec in the district of Sanok, which paid their
poll-tax, nevertheless do not appear in the census. The Jewish rural
population in the community of Wodzostaw is compared in table 2.
The considerable discrepancy between the census and the poll-tax
records can probably be explained by the fact that only leaseholders
(arendarze) appear under the subheading “submitted by the elders of
Wodzistaw” (2 podama starszych wodzistawowskich) in the annual
lists for 1758 and 1759.# Since Wodzistaw was outside the leaseholders’
belt, only a few villages in its vicinity were leased to the Jews by their
lords.*

Great Poland consisted of two fiscal units: the exterritorial urban
community of Poznaf and the ‘voivodeship of Poznaf and Kalisz’
(wojewodztwo poznanskie y kaliskie), which, in fact, included as well as
the voivodeships of Poznafi and Kalisz cight more voivodeships (Kujawy,
Inowroctaw, Chetmno, Malbork, Pomorze, Ptock, and Lgczyca),the
districts of Wyszogdd, Ciechandw, Zakroczyn, and Rozan in the
voivodeship of Mazowsze, and the districts of Sochaczew and Gostynin
int the voivodeship of Rawa.

* Ibid. syg. 48, 49.
21 See . Kalik, “Jewish Leaseholders ...” (note 16).
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According to the census, Jews lived in nine towns in the vofvodesbip
of Chetlmno (Bratian, Cybor, Filow, Ostromecko, Plawecino, Pokrzywin,
Szmeruk, Toruf, and Wlew) and in a village, Brodzent, in the voivodesbip
of Malbork, but none of these localities ever appeared in the poll-tax
lists. Only two suburbs of Gdafisk, Langfithr and Szotland ( in the census
called Hoppembrug, being annexed to this neighbouring town) in the
votvodeship of Pomorze appear in the poll-tax lists, while the third Jewish
suburb of Gdansk, Weinberg, as well as the rest of the towns (Belnbw,
Beochiin, Bolszewd, Bukowiec, Chwarzcienko, Grabowo, Grupa, Kolincz,
Mélechin, Mosty, Wielki Komor), suburbs (Podzamcie Hamersztyfiskie,
Podzamcie Ko§cierzyfiskie, Podzamcie Tucholskie, Przedmiescie
Czituchowskie), and villages (Kosnica, Krokéw, Zarzece) in this
voivodeship never appeared in these lists.

The fiscal unit called the ‘voivodeship of Rus’ (wojetwédztiwo 'mskie)
in fact consisted of three regions without any territorial connection
between them: the community of Lisko in the district of Sanok (Baligrod,
Lisko, and Sanok) cut off from the rest of the unit by the district of
Przemy$l, the votvodeship of Bractaw (including Zwinogréd and Bosowka
in the voivodeship of Kiev) separated from the voivodeship of Rus by the
voivodeship of Podolia, and the central part of this unit consisting of the
districts of Halicz and Lwéw, the communities of Drohobycz, Skolia, and
Stryj in the district of Przemyél,' and Zatoszcze in Wolyh. The voivodeship
of Bractaw appears under a separate subheading in the poll-tax lists. The
Jewish rural population in the community of Lwow is also compared in
the Table 3. Villages near Lwéw appear in the annual lists for 1750-52,
and 1754” under the subheading “submitted by the community of Lwow”
(z podania kabalu lwowskiego).

Podolia (wofewddziwo podolskie) was the only Jewish fiscal unit,
which corresponded exactly to the Polish voivodeship. Kamieniec
Podolski, which enjoyed a privilege “not to tolerate Jews” (de non
tolerandis Judaeis), does not appear in the census, but it does appear in
the poll-tax lists from 1720 to 1750.%

5 AGAD, ASW, dz. 84, syg. 41, 42, 43, 45.
% Ihid. syg. 9, 20, 21, 22, 40, 41.
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The city of Lublin (miasto Lublin} and the ‘voivodeship of Lublin’
{(wojewodztwo lubelskie) were two separate fiscal units in the poll-tax
lists. However, unlike other exterritorial urban communities, the city of
Lublin included not only the urban community of Lublin itself (called
Lublin synagogue}, but also three suburban communities, one of which
(Krakowskie Przedmie$cie) appeared during only one decade from 1738
1o 1747, and was not listed in the census, and the small town of Glusko
(in 1735, 1738, and 1750% only). The ‘voivodeship of Lublin’ also included
the districts of Radom and Stgzyca in the voivodeship of Sandomierz, the

district of Czersk in the voivodeship of Mazowsze, and the district of Rawa
in the voivodeship of Rawa, but the southern part of the Polish voivodeship
of Lublin wis not part of it, belonging to Ordynacja Zamoyska. Towns
in the district of Czersk do not appear in the census at all, but nine of
them are mentioned in poll-tax lists: Garwolin (1750-53),” Goszczyn
(1758),* Grojec (1755-60)," Laskarzew (1746, 1749),* Magnuszew (1727-
61),» Osieck (1738-61),% Przebyszew (1758, 1760) » Sobikow (1761),%
and Warka (1736, 1740).%

The fiscal unit called the ‘voivodeship of Wolyn' (wofewdwztwo
wolyfiskie) as well as this vofvodeship also included the voivodeship of
Kiev, the towns of Lipowiec, Pikow, Strzyzawka, Tetyjow, and Zywatow
in the voivodeship of Bractaw, and Carny Ostréw in the votvodeship of
Podotlia. Wolyh was the largest fiscal unit, and the only one which in all
poll-tax lists was consistently subdivided with subheadings into several
major Jewish communities. Although in the poll-tax lists these major
communities were called ‘districts’ ( powia?), they did not correspond to

¥ thid. syg. 28, 29, 33, 35, 30, 37, 38, 39.
® Ibid. syg. 25 (in 1735 Ghusko bejonged to the voivodeship of Lublin’, not to the city of
Lubliny, 28. 41.
» Ihid. syg. 41, 42, 43, 44.
¥ Ibid. syg. 48.
W Ibid, syg. 46 48, 50.
* Ibid. syg. 37, 40.
* Ihid. syg. ]7 19, 20, 23, 24, 20, 27, 30, 34-44, 406, 47-51.
* fbid. syg. 28, 31, 33, 35-38, 40, 41, 46, 51.
» Ibid. syg. 48, 50.
* fhid. syg. 51. .
7 hid. syg. 26, 30.
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the Polish administrative divisions of this region. The Polish voivodesbip
of Wotyn was subdivided into three districts (powial): tuck, Wiodzimierz,
and Krzemieniec, but the largest major Jewish community was the
community of Ostrég, which included all the eastern part of the
vaivodeship of Wotyfi, and almost all the voivodeship of Kiev (except for
the community of Owrucz). Kowel also constituted a separate major
community, which included Dubno despite the lack of territorial
connection between the two. In addition, Otyka in 1760-62* was regarded
4s a separate community consisting only of this town. The Polish
voivodeship of Kiev was also subdivided into three districts: Kiev, Zytomir,
and Owrucz, but in Jewish terms the districts of Kiev and Zytomir were
parts of the communirty of Ostrog, and the district of Owrucz belonged
to the Jewish Council of Lithuania during most of the recorded period
apppearing in the poll-tax lists only in 1749-1758%.

The fiscal unit called in the poll-tax lists Chetm-Betz consisted of the
entire voivodeship of Belz, most of the district of Chetm (the towns of
Chelm, Hrubieszéw, Krasnostaw, Kroniczyn, Kryléw, Lubomla, Opalin,
Ratno, Rejowice, Siedliszcze, Swierz, Tarnogora and Uchanie) and
Sieniawa in the district of Przemys$l in the voivodeship of Rus. Ordynacja
Zamoyska was treated as a separate fiscal unit in the poll-tax lists. 1t was
located in the territory of four voivodeships: Laszczéw in the voivodeship
of Betz; Krasnobrod, Maciejow, Szczebreszyn, Turobin, Zamo$¢ and
Zo6tkiewka in the district of Chelm, and Tarnogrod in the district of
Przemy$l in the voivodeship of Rus; Bitgoray, Frannopol, Gorzkow, Goray,
Modliborzyce, Pitaszkowiec and Wysokie in the zofvodeship of Lublin;
Rozwadow and Ulandw in the voivodeship of Sandomierz. Gorzkéw and
Pitaszkowiec are not mentioned in the census.

Since its foundation by Jozef Zamoyski in 1725, the Jewish community
of Jozefow was not annexed to the Ordynacja Zamoyska, but became
an exterritorial urban community.

The city of PrZemyél was an exterritorial urban community separate
from the ‘district (powiad) of Przemysl’, which consisted of a large part

* Ihid. syg. 50-52.
® Ibid. syg. 40-45, 47, 48,
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of the Polish district of Przemy$l and the towns of Dubiecko and Dyndw
in the district of Sanok in the voivodeship of Rus, and the village of Wielki
Oszy in the voivodeship of Betz. However, two Jewish suburbs of
Przemys$l, Wilcze and Zasanie were treated separately from its urban
community and paid their taxes in the territorial district. In the poll-tax
lists they are called Wolkowszczyzna (in Ukrainian) and Jews of PrzemySl
living over San’, and in the census they are not mentioned at all.

The community of Rzerszéw consisted of Cudecz (modern Czudec),
Frysztak, Glogdw, Robezyce, Sedrzyszow, Strzyzow and Wielopole in the
voivodeship of Sandomierz; and Btazéw, Rzeszéw and Tyczyn in the district
of Przemysl in the voivadeship of Rus. Blazdw is not mentioned in the census,

The Jewish community of Tykocin consisted of the districts (ziemie)
of Bielsk and Mielnik, and the community of Siemiatycze in the district
of Drohiczyn in the voivodeship of Podlasie, together with the districts
of tomza and Wizna in the vofvodeship of Mazowsze. Tykocin was the
only Jewish fiscal unit whose internal structure corresponded to that of
the Polish administration. However, numbers in the table beside the
districts of Bielsk, komza, Mielnik, and Wizna refer to the totals of their
population in the census, but in the poll-tax lists they refer to the tax paid
only by the rural population of these districts.

The community of Wegdw consisted of the district of Drohiczyn in
the voivodeship of Podlasie {except for Szemiatycze and Drohiczyn), and
the districts of Warsaw, Liw and Nur in the voivodeship of Mazowsze. It
was the most rural Jewish fiscal unit in the whole of Crown Poland.
Hundreds of villages in this region appear in the poll-tax lists under the
subheadings: “villages near Czyzew, Jadowo, Kaluszyn” and so on. Two
towns, Niegéw and Warsaw, appear in the poll-tax lists only as rural
periphery centres, without Jewish urban communities of their own.
Niegow does not appear in the census at all, but Warsaw appears in the
same capacity as in the poll-tax lists, both sources faithfully reflecting the
official prohibition for the Jews to live in the capital.

Underlined percentage figure in the Table 4 reflect the proportion of
the amounts of poll-tax paid by different fiscal units to the grand total.
All other percentage figures are proportions of the various components
of the fiscal units to their totals.
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TABLE 1. Volvodeship'qf Plock (amounts of annual poll-tax In iloty)
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TABLE 1. Voivodeship of Plock (amounts. of annual poiltax In zioty)

continued
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Villages near Wodzistaw  Last attestation Tax paid Census

Birkow . 1758 SR <SR 1

gm.i’

“Desno T A789
Dzisduszyce N
Dziemierzyce

..Goleszyn
Gruszow
Grzegorzowice 1799

Hyca (Chyeza)
hramowice
Ulgolomia
Jankowice
Jankowiczki
~Janowice

CKalinaMala
_Katinowska

Karsnica

Karwin e
Kliimontow

Konary

_Luborzyca
Letkowice S
Jrowinmia
Makowa

Mierzawa . e

i
R =S o)

e

continues
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- TABLE'2. Villages near Wodzislaw in the Voivodeship of Cracow

' continued

 Oksza
.. Opatkowice
Pawlowice

Villages near Wodzistaw  Last attestation Tax pald Census
_Niebyta e 5
. Niegostawl 799 30
Obrazowice 5 ..
6
5

Soyborasy” T
Sendziszow

Warzyn

Wechadiow
~ Wielkanoc
Wierzbica

. Wilkowice
Witowice

Zielonki
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TABLE 3. Villages near Lwéw and the Voivodeship of Bractaw

Villages near Lwow Last attestatlon Tax paid Ceansus

Bereznica . 1/54 @0

Lebna
Dobroszyn .
Domazyr

Cublany and Malechow
Gajow

Gluchowice

Grzybowice
Jagniska and Lozina

Miedzyrzecz
Miktaszow

Piekuiowiec

Podborce
Podciemno

Podsadki

Rakowiec

~ Sknifow
Stonka
Sokolniki T T

‘Suchawola
Sychow
Totczow

~Zimnawédka
. Iniesienie

conlinues
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TABLE 4. Territorial Composition of Jewish Fiscal Units and their Totals

Jewish fiscal units {underlined)

and their composition in terms  Tax potential Tax pald In 1764 Census
of Polish administration
In % of In % of No. of %
zloty total zZoty  total persons of total
Cracow (Kazimierz) 2375 048 . - 3710 086
Little Poland 82000 126 2550 4 46084  10.7
“Voivodeship of Cracow 21273 34 14960 32
Voivodeship of Sandomierz 32896 53 89429 @87 = 27395 59
Diaioszyn, Komecpole e T AR EEL L SRR S
" and Kamifisk in voivodeship
of Sieradz 5000 8 2714 5.8
Jacamions, Nowstaniee. . = ! b
and Rymanow in district
of Sanck 2881 5 121 1.3 1015 2.2
Bomnan 3417 0T R — 951 045
‘GreatPoland 66753 135 36492 15 58/25 138
Vioivodeship of Poznan 23550 35 14480 388 17982 30
Voivodeship of Kalisz 18599 28 5496 15 12729 21.6
Voivodeship of Sieradz Thpos ga Se9E g 6515 e
“Voivodeship of Kujawy 4380 2 1380 38 1267 24
Voivodeship of Inowroctaw 1720 2.6 720 1.8 7 7 ricie: B 427
“Voivodeship of Chelmio e S S g 008
" Voivodeship of Malbork 86  0.14
“Voivodeship of Pomorze 800 1.2 2731 46
Voivodeship of Plock 4300 e EOGA A860 67
“Voivodeship of Leczyca 3424 5.2 2150 5.8 2908 4.9
Districts of Wyszogréd,
Ciechanow, Zakroczym,
and Rozan in voivodeship
of Mazowsze 4350 6.6 4200 11 5121. 8.7
Districts of Sochaczew Ao S et SR AL
and Gostynin in voivodeship
of Rawa 2830 4.2 1680 4.6 3671 6.2
Rus 132510 27 66174 27.8 95668 22
Districts of Lwdw -
and Halicz in voivodeship
of Rus 94511 71.3 44623 674 88741 72.8
Baligrdd, Lisko,
and Sanok in district
of Sanck 6300 a.7 1300 1.9 2267 2.3
Drohobyéz, Skalia, T T Tt e e e SR SR :
and Stryj in district )
of Premysl 5960 4.5 1400 21 4713 4.9
" Zaloszcze in voivodeship
of Woly 500 0.38 500 0.75 644 0.67
Voivodeship of Bractaw 247390 188 17851 289 18077 188
ZainoBrd and Bosowka T e e T S S
in voivodeship of Kiev 500 0.38 500 0.75 226 0.23
Ly S ey A e AR e e o
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_TABLE 4. Territorial Composition of Jewish Fiscal Units and their Totals

continued

Jewish fiscal units {underlined)
and thelr composition in terms  Tax potential Tax pald In 1764 Cansus
of Polish administration

In % of In % of No. of %
Zloty total oty  total persons of total

Podolia . 86569 7 28000
Voivodeship of Podolia .
City of Lublin 2551 o5 650

Lublin 23822 4.8 14135
Varwodashinaf Lubiin 13156 ey

Bistricts of Radom .

and Stgzyca in voivodeship

of Sandomierz 8392 35 5007 35 9612 36
“District of Czersk

in voivodeship of Mazowsze 764 2.9 0

District of Raxsa i velvedoahin™™ " "

of Rawa 1510 6.3 890 6.2 1661 6.3

Lipowiec, Pikow, S5

Tetyjow, and Zywatow

in voivodeship of Bractaw 2028 2.6 863 2.2 2260 3
oy Getiow i voodeship BT St et

of Podolia 180 0.2 180 0.4 226 0.3
Chetm-Betz 25802 53 11202 4.7 22212 53

ship of Belz 16549 84 6804 61 15687 68
of Chalm so1a 3 368 4 5110 6
Sioniawa n diatrict of Briemyst 1330 R TP a8
Ordynagia Zamoyska 10326 ~ 21 412 Q47 -7 S 2.
taszczow in voivodeship

of Betz
Krasnobrod, Szcze '
Turobin, Zamosé, and Zotkiewka
in district of Chetm 5340 51.7 o 3677 43
Bilgoray, Fianmopol. Goray, T T e
Gorzkdw, Modliborzyce,

Pitaszkowiec, and Wysokie

in voivodeship of Lublirr. 2079 20 1657 19.4 -

in voivodeship of Sandomierz 1107 10.7 1216 14.2
Tarnogiéd in distrioh of Prerysl 1500 14.5 R T T e

Jozetow 400 0.08 924 0.2

City of Przemysl 2000 04 _ . 2418 056

Przemys| 17524 35 13600 5.7 15834 3.8

District of Przemysi ™~ 16228 927 12530 922 14084 889

continues
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continued

Jawish fiscal units (underlined)
and their composition in terms  Tax potentlal Tax pald in 17564 Census
of Polish administration

In  %of In %ol No. of %
oty total zioty  total persons of total

Dubiecko and Dynow
Jndistrictof Sanok 1070 61 1070 78 = 1364 86
Wielki Oczy in voivodeship

of Belz 200

1.1 .
10691 21 8591 3.6 5626 13

Cudecz, Frysztak, Glogow,
Robozyce, Sedrzyszow,
Strzyzow, and Wielopole
in voivodeship’
Biazow, Rzeszow '
and Tyczyn
in district of Przemysl 4881
Dehica 500
[ Migdzyrzecz Podlaski 600
Tykocin 9205
Districts of Bielsk
and Mielnik in voivodeship
Siemiatycze and Drohiczyn
_in district of Drohiczyn 780 750 .. 1895
Districts of tomza and Wizna
in vaivodeship of Mazowsze 2280 950 3770
6191 2274 1.3 2178 2

seal L. 2/04 L TS

4381 51 1788 32
500 0.2 11 0.2

Iy
oo
=~

N
B
N
B
B

K

District of Drohiczyn

in voivodeship of Podlasie
" Districts of Warsaw, Liw,

and Mur in voivodeship

of Mazowsze 2550 770 1771

Totals 490551 234700 429589
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