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ABSTRACT

The four periods discussed in this publication cover
the patterns of Spanish emigration to the New world, mainly on the
regional level and in terms of percentages. The effects of this
smigration on the various Spanish American dialects are discussed. In
the initial period (1493-1519), the largest single group, in every
year and on all major expeditions, were the Andalusians, of whom over
78 percent came from the two provinces of Sevilla (58 percent) and
Huelva (20 percent). In the second period (1520-1539) , the conquests
on the mainland greatly increased the number of destinations the
emigrant could elect. During this period, Mexico failed in only one
year (1527) to attract over 50 percent of the emigrants. A chain of 4
provinces (Sevilla, Badajoz, Caceres, Toledo, Salamanca, and
Valladolid) accounted for slightly over half of all esigrants to the
New World, with Seville furnishing one out of every six men and half
of all the women. In later periods (1540-1559 and 1560~1579) , there
was a sharp reduction in the proportional emigration to Santo
Domingo, Central America, and the Rio de la Plata; Mexico, Peru,
Chile, and the Nuevo Reino de Granada were emrerging as almost
invariable destinations. Between 1560 and 1579, roughkly three out of
every four emigrants case from the southern half of the Peninsula and
28.5 percent were wonmen. (NQ)



Ao, 1~07~ g

¢ . VS DEPARTMENT OF NEALTN,
¢ EOUCATION A WELFARE
NATIONAL INSTITUYE OF
EDUCATION

THis DOCUMENT MAS BEEN REPRO

N ' DUCED EXACTLY AS RECEIVED FROM

THE PERSON OR ORGANIZATION ORIGIN

ATING ‘T FOINTS OF VIEW OR OPINIONS

L STATED DO NOT NECESSARILY REPRE

‘.... SENT OFFICIAL NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF

EQUCATION POSITION OR POLICY
O\
C™>
- CO
o
(W |
PATTERNS OF SPANISH EMIGRATION
TO THE NEW WORLD (1493-1580)
by
Peter Boyd-Bowman

A2 2
Special Studies #-35‘
Council on International Stud{ies
State University of New York at Buffalo
107 Tovmsend Hall
Buffalo, New York 14214
April 1973




Introduction

The Regional Origins of the Earliest Spanish Colonists
of America

Regional Emigration to the New World: 1520-1539

Regional Origins of the Spanish Colonists of
America: 1540-1559

Spanich Emigration to the New World: 1560-1579

PAGE

17

40

71

- 16



INTRODUCTION

These four articles on XVI Century Spanish emigration to the New World
are in fact merely introductory remarks and statistical material, translated
into English, taken from the first four of my five-volume Indice geobiogrifico de
40,000 pohladores espalioles de América en el siglo XVI (IGB). Two of these
volumes have already appeared (1964, 1968), the other twvo, though completed, are
as yet unpublished. The fifth and final volume, which deals with patterns of
emigration between 1580 and 1600 and brings the actual total of emigrants listed
to over 54,000, is targeted for complation in 1974, Rach of these reference
works spans a twenty~year period of emigration and furnishes abbreviated bio-
graphical data on each of the several thousand first-time emigrants of that
period for whom I found birthplaces in Spain or in other parts of Europe,
Subsidized at different times by the Guggenheim Foundation, the ACLS, and the
Research Foundation of State University of New York, this and its related
research project ASCODOCS (Linguistic Analysis of Spanish Colonial Pocuments),
have as their primary objective that of establishing a firm historical basis
for the origins of the different dialects found in American Spanish today,

Since LASCODOCS is described briefly in the last of the present articles, I
vill not mention it further here. Suffice it to say that both of these long-
range projects are the fruit of several years of patient and systematic gather-
ing of both historical and linguistic data from XVI Century archives, much of
it documented for the first time by myself and teams of bilingual assistants
working intermittently for 20 years. The Indice proper, furnishing as it does
biographical data on thousands of individual emigrants, complete with indices
of surnames, birthplaces, occupations, social status, and destinations in
America, will hopefully become a standard reference tool for linguists, histor-
ians, and demographers interested in the beginnings of Spanish colonial society
in the New World.

Peter Boyd-Bowman
S.U.N. Y. at Buffalo

March 1973




THE REGIONAL ORIGINS OF THE EARLIEST
SPANISE COLONISTS OF AMERICA

How much the New World Spanish dialects owe to those of Spain has long
been a subject for dispute among Hispanic scholars. Belief in the thaory of
Andalusian influence, based, as it is, largely upon seseo and xefémo, has been
seriously shaken by recent studies on the chronology and diffusion of these
two phenomena, by more exact knowledge of the modern peninsular dialects, and
by the hitherto available statistical studies on regional emigration to
Awerica.l But though statistical counts tend to show that during the sixteenth
century as a whole no single region contributéd un over-all majority of colon-
ists to the Indies, claims are still made that individual parts of the New
World were first colonized chiefly by setilers from this or that region of
Spain. For example, Andalusians and Extremefios are generally credited with a
major part in the colonization of Peru, but so far actual fiyures arJ lacking
either to confim or refute this.2 Amado Alonso and Kaimu-d: Lida, while re-
jecting the theory of the Andalusian origin of New World dial:cts in general,
concede that Andalusians probably did predominata during the ! st 30 years
in the Antilles.3 But Tomds Navarro, in his study of the Spsvich of Puerto
Rico, concurs with the belief of Jos Padin that that island's first settlers
were principally colonists from 0Old Castile: again there have been no statis-
tics.a

The striking phonetic contrast between the tierras altas and tierras bajas
of America, with the latter sharing in general Andalusia's relaxed consonantal

system, has been attributed now to a tendency among colonists to settle in
those regions whose climate most nearly resembled tha one to which they were
accustomed (the climatic theory), now to the fact that coastal regions were
often linked more closely by sea to other coastal aveas than they were to
their mountaincus hinterlands.>

Such interesting theories, plausible though they may be, cen never rise
above the level of ingenious speculation until we have nsathered more accurate
statistical data not only on the regional origins of Spenish colonists of
every part of America, but also on the chronology of their migrations. These
data, accounting for some though of course not all of the factors that shaped
the New World Spanish dialects, can furnish a sound historical basis for
approaching numerous unsolved problems in the field of American Spanish lin-
guistics, besides being of value to historians and sociologists in several
fields.b

Data on regional origins are fortunately available to a surprising degree.
The patient efforts of the directors of the Archive de Indias in Seville



in publishing extant passenger lists, and the studies of Rubio, nenriquea
Urena, Aubrey Neasham, and Rodflguez Arzda have yielded valuable results.7
However, none of the latter exhausted all available socurces and methods for
determining regional origins, and none are organized to show periodic
migration trends from individual towns and provinces in Spain to specific
regions in the Indies.

Elaborating the work of these scholars, particularly that of the late
Pedro Henriquez Urefia, whose manuscript notes and files are in my possession,
4 using a wide range of sixteenth-century Spanish and colonial sources, I
have been able to establish with reasonable certainty the regional origin of

some 40,000 colonists (men, women, and children) who came to the Indies
prior to 1600. I would venture to guess that this figure represents,
of the total number who emigrated during that time, almost 20%, which I am
sure statisticians would consider a highly indicative sample.8 The completed
work will not only show migration trends from any village in Spain to any
part of America, but will normally give abbreviated biographical data on
esch man, such as full name, parentage, place of origin, occupation, destie
nation, marital status, year of peassage, and movements and activities within
America. The first part,on which this present study is based, lists both
geographically and alphabetically those persons of known origin who were in
the Indies between the years 1493 and 1519. It is during this critical
initial period, when the Spanish colonial effort was mainly centered in the
islands of the-Antilles, that the earliest form of American Spanish must
have developed.9

Linguistically important though it is to determine the speech habits
of the earliest settlers, we must of course remember that a steady flew of
uew colonists and of fresh cultural stimsli (books, plays, fashion~ in
dress and behavior, social, religious, and philosophical ideas) continued
throughout most of the colonial peried. Hovever, Amado Alopso believes
that Spain's linguistic influence on her American colonies, though it con-
tinued to be felt with diminishing effect until around 1650, was greatest
in the early period, when the Spanish settlers were first adapting their
speech to a common environment and beginning to level out their dialectal
differences in response to a new social consciousness. 0 Now for the
first quarter of a century following the settlement of Hispaniola, Spanish
was restricted (except for one small foothold in Darien) to the islaads of
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che Antilles., From among the island colonists the members of the subsequent
expeditions of discovery and conquest were largely recruited. By the time
Spanish spread to large aress of the mainland it had already passed through
an initial period of environmental acélimatization and dialectal leveling
and was emerging as a distinctively New World brand, susceptible to the con-
tinuing influence of the peninsula, but distinctive nevertheless. Later
individual colonists arriving in any New World coleny probably tended to
conform, within one or two generations, to the brand of Spanish they found
already established there.

Though data are: not near}y as abundant for.the initial period as they
are for the later flood of Spanish emigration to Mexico, Peru, and the
other continental areas, I have identified the names and luzar de nacimiento

or lugar de vecindad of 5,481 persons known to be in the Indies prior to
1520:11 Many others, whose presence in the Indies prior to 1520 is possible
but not certain, I have assigned to my next period (1520-40), which will be
labeled "The Assault upon the Mainland." For the sake of brevity I will
discuss trends mainly on the regional level and in terms of percentages,

The first incontrovertible fact I wish to make clear is that though the
proportions changed in the following decades, in thewinitial or Antillean
period by far the larpest single group, in every year, and on all major
expeditions, were the Andalusians, of whom over 787 came from the two single
provinces of Sevilla (1259-58%) and Huelva (439-20%). % 1In fact of the 49
provinces these two alone furuiéhed over 30% (30.9%) of the total number
of colonists for the entire pericd, 1If we add to them Just three western

provinces, Badajoz (440), Caceres (295) and Salamanca (255) we have accounted
for over half.

The other half is made up first of the 01d Castilian provinces of
Valladolid (224) and Burgos (213), the New Castilian province of Tolado
(208) and the Andalusian province of Cordoba (180). Then follow in order
Cddiz (122), Jaén (120), Vizcaya (119), Avila (110), Segovia (108), Madrid
(102), Palencia (100), Zamora (95), Santander (80), then Ciudad Real (69),
Guadalajara (67), Guiptzcoa (64), Soria (58), Ledn (56), Logromo (54), and
lastly, with between 30 and 50 each,Alava (40), Asturias (36) and Cuenca
(33).
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The rest of Spain, comprising Galicia, Navarra, Aragon, Cataluiia,
Valencia, Baleares, Murcia, the Canary Islands, and the recently conquered
kingdom of Granada (Granada, Mélaga, and Almeria) contributed little or
nothing.

From outside of Spain came 141 foreigners: 44 Portuguese, 61 Italians
(mostly Genoese sailors and merchants) and 36 from other coontries. With
the possible exception of the Portuguese, the linguistic influence of these
foreigners was ni1, ‘Many of them, however, lived in Seville before going
to the Indies and may have learned Spanish in that city.

If we divide the Antillean period roughly into two halves, from 1493 to
1508 and from 1509~19, we find that in the first half Andalusia's share was
60% while Extremadura, the two Castiles, Leon, and the Basques contributed
roughly 6% each and all other sources combined 11%.

But in the second half of the period (i.e., 1509-19) Extremadura, the
two Castiles and Leon mada substantial gains (0Old Castile actually tripled
its proportional contribution to 19%), while Andalusia, the Basques,
foreigners, and the peripheral areas of Spain suffered proportional declines.
Even so, Andalusia still led handsomely with a 37% share of the total.

It is a most significant fact-that for the Antillean period as a whole

more than one colonist in every three was an Andalusian, one in every five
was_from the province of Seville and one in every six claimed the city of

eville as his h t In fact Seville with its suburb of Triana con-
tributed more identified colonists during this time than the 14 next highest
ranking towns combined, which ate (in order): Palos (Huelva) 151, Toledo
101, Salamanca 88, Cordoba 84, Burgos 63, Badajoz 60, Moguer (Huelva) 56,
Madrid 53, Medina del Campo (Vall,) 46, Jerez de la Frontera (Cad.) 45,
Segovia 42, Ciceres 41, Avila 40 and Belalcazar (Cord.) 40. Total: 910,
as compared with 958 for Seville and Triana.

Next in line come Valladolid 39, Ciudad Rodrigo (Sal.) 38, Cuéllay
(Seg.) 32, Las Garrovillas (Céﬁ.) 31, Huelva 31, Jaén 31, Sanldcar 1a Mayor
© de Alpechfn (Sev.) 31, Sanldcar de Barrameda (Cad.) 31, ééija (Sev.) 30,
Zamora 28, Lepe (Huelva) 27, Medellfn (Bad.) 27, Mérida (Bad.) 27, Utrera
(Sev.) 26, Carmona (Sev.) 24, Alconchel (Bad.) 22, Jerez de Badajoz 22,
Palencia 22, Plasencia (Cac.) 22, Toro (Zam.) 22, Baeza (Jaéh) 21, Olmedo
(vall.) 21, Trujillo (Cde,) 21, Llerena (Bad.) 20 and Soria 20.
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Ferty-thres other towns contributed to my total with from 10 to 19 each,
All but two ~ Granada 17, and Alcaraz (Murcia) 10 - were clearly within the
confines of the Kingdom of Castile.

Puerto Rico. Up till 1509 virtually all colonists to the Indies gettled
in Santo Domingo, and it was from there that Spaniards undertook the conquest
of the islands of Puerto Rico and Cuba. Puerto Rico was a small {sland and
did not receive much of the Spanish colonial effort, which was largely
directed westward. Of the conquerors of Puerto Rico and those who settled
there in the first decade of the colony (1509-19) I have identified the
names of 109. This figure, in an era when towns were often founded with
fewer than 30 vecinos, may well represent upward of 257 of the total number
of colonists at that time,l3 0f these 109, 45 (417) were Andalusians (29
from Sevilla, 7 from Huelva). Then followed 0ld Castile with 21 (19%) and,
curiously, the Basques, with 18 (16.5%), 10 of them from Guiplizcoa. New
Castile (6), Extremadura (6), Leon (5) and the peripheral regior: (Galicia
4, Asturias 3, Valencia 1, Aragon 1) account for the other 23.5%. 1In view
of these proportions the idea that Puerto Rico's earliest settlers were
principally Castilian i{s now clearly untenable.

Cuba and the conguesc of Mexico. For Cuba and Santo Domingo I have no
separate figures, {nasmuch as Cuba was conquered by colonists from Santo
Domingo and was in those days seldom mentioned as a separate destination.
However, the conquerors of Mexico were recruited almost entirely from Cuba
and of these first expeditionaries with Cortds and Narvdez I have identified
743, or roughly a third. let us examine their proportions. Once again
Andalusia leads with 227 (30%), Old Castile is secend with 150 (207),
Extremadura {s third with 97 (13%). Cortes' home province of Badajoz (51)
is beaten by Sevilla (109) and Huelva (72), even on his own expedition
(Sevilla 54, Huelva 40, Badajoz 31), dispelling any notion that Cortes'
army featured a large contingent from his native province.14 Leon follows
close behind Extremadura with a surprising 77 (10.5%), but more amazing
yet is the unusually high proportion of Portuguese, Galicians and Asturians
(58, or 87), and of Basques (36, or 5%, mostly vizcafnos). Lastly there
were 23 Italians and 14 of other nationalities.

Some interesting conclusions can be drawn from this, TFirst, that the
two Castiles contributed only a quarter of the early conquerors of Mexico,
secondly, that the proportion of speakers of Western peninsular dialects
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(gallegg-porggggé&, asturiano, leonéé, extremeno) was exceedingly large
(31%2), and thirdly, that when ships' crews participated in a conquest, as
happened in this case after Cortés scuttled ~is srips, then the proportion
of Basques, Galicians, and foreigners could be *xpected to jump, because
they, together with the sevillanos and Huelvans, furnished almost all the
sailors and pilots for the conquest of America.

Sailors. The famous_sgssg of Eugenio de Salazar, written around 1573,
described the jargon of those salty veterang of ocean erossings and the
lasting linguistic and lexical effect that 40 days of listening to it would
leave ¢: landlubdexs. from: the Castilian mesetad, 13 Especially in the Antil-
lean period, when all communications >re by sea, the sailor'slggigé must
have exerted a powerful f:.fluence on the speech of the rest,

The colony of Darien, Let us now consider the case of the small colony
of Darien, on the Isthmus. When Pedrarias Divila arrived in 1514 with his
huge expedition of 1,500 men (700 of whom died within a year), he was met
there by Balboa and the 515 who composed his colony. Of these 515 and
others who were previously in Darien I have identified the origins of 146,

No less than 83 of them, or mnre than all others combined, were Andalusians
(41 from Huelva, 26 from Sevilla). After reading Oviedo we are not surprised
to find the Basques leading the remainder with 15 (10%). Juan de la Cosa,
Martifn Ferndndez del Enciso, Mart{n de Zamudio, and Lope de Olano were all
prominent figures, and Oviedo specifically tells us that they and their
other clannish countrymen spoke vascuence among themselves.16 Close behind
come the two Castiles with 12 and 11, then Extremadura with only 10, this
despite the fact that Vasco Nuhez himself was an extremeno.

If however we study the origins of the 244 1 have identified as arriving
with or after Pedrarias, i.e., between 1514 and 1519, then the picture
changes considerably, Pedrarias, a grandee of Spain, brought with him "1a
mis lucida gente que de Espana ha salido," including a large contingent
from his native Segovia. Though Andalusia still leads, as always, with
30% (74), 014 Castile's share triples to 26% (63) and New Castile and Leon
gain also, thanks in part to the prestige of Pedrzrias at the Court, But
later in the century, when the trade route to Peru is well established, we
shall find Panama's inhabitants conposed predominantly of sailors and
merchants from Seville fattening on the two-way trade with Spain and Peru, !’



Emigration of women to the Indie> (1509-19). Though women did come to

the Indies in the first half of the Antillean perind I have no separate data
on female emigrants until 1509. Bu: for the period 1509-19 I have made a
subtotal of the women appearing in the ggcéiqgg de pasajeros a Indias and
have reached the following conciusions:

The women tended to come fiom large cities and all but a handful went
to Santo Dominge, which was at that time the safest and most civilized
Spanish colony. Except for the few cases of a wife's going out alone to
join her husband, most of the women traveled in parties, generally in the
company of their husbands, family, parente, or relatives. A few single women,
mostly from Seville, went out as ‘ceriadas,' a term which may have been a
cover for something else,

Of the 308 women counted in this decade the town of Seville alone fur-
nished over half., 1If we include the rest of the province the percentage
rises to 57.5 and with the rest of Andalusia to two-thirds, The province
of Badajoz contributed another 11.5%, Toledo 5%, Huelva and Salamanca 37
each, all others together 10.5%.

By regions, the breakdown is as follows: In the period 1509-19 Andalusia
contributed 377 of all colonists but a staggering 677 of the women,
Extremadura 167 of all colonisus but only 12.5% of the women, 01d Castile
197% but only 8% of the women, New Castile 9% of all coalonists and 7% of the
wemen, Leon 87 of all colonists but only 3% of the women. Except for a
woman from Guipﬁécoa in 1512 and one Portuguese womar in 1511 the Basques,
with 4,57 af the colonists, and all other regions combined with another 7%,
yielded no women at all.

Continually surrounded as they were by the Indian servants of their
households, anc no doubt lording it socially over the native wives and
concubines that the majority of Spanish settlers had taken, these Spanish
women of the initial colonial period must have exorted a linguistic influence
far in excess of their numbers. Women have traditienally tenled to play a
canservative and stabilizing role in the history nf a language. Conversation
wvas no dosbt even meare of a woman's pastime in those days than it is today,

and those Spanish women, of whom over half were sevillanas, must have

played an important part in the development of the first Ant{llean dialect,
envied and imitated as they were, both in speech and in r'mduct, by the more
numerous Indian women of the island settlements,
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Seville. No other town in Spain approached Seville in prestige or im-
portance in the eyes of the colonists, A busy inland port, seat of the
Casa de Contratacidn and natural center for racruiting and procurement,
Seville was the base which furnished a steady stream of men, ships, and
supplies for settling the Caribbean islands and exploring the coasts of the
American continent., It was the adopted home of numerous merchants, money-
lenders, shipbuilders, cosmologists, explorers, sailors and artisans born in
other parts of Spain and even abroad, who would eéventually pass over to the
Indies as vecinos de Sevilla. At a time when other Spanish towns were still
noted for their quiet dignity and conservative outlook, Seville was a fast-
living, flamboyant, cosmopolitan city bursting with color and excitement, a
wide open door to neys and stimuli from abroad. On its streets mingled
Portuguese, Venetians, and Florentines, Genoese bankers and merchants,
Sicilian and Greek sailors, Basque sea-captains, Gypsies, Negroes, Mulattoes,
Indian slaves, and soldiers and adventurers from every part of Spain. Fach
ship returming with its cargo of gold, Pearls, spices, and other exotic
merchandise brought news of distant loved ones to families and relations
residing in Seville while awaiting their return. A study of the surnames of
the city's vecinos reveals at this time a steady drift towards Seville of
familics from the outlying districts of Andalusia, As fast as sevillanos
left for the Indies, other Andalusians moved in to settle in the city.18
This dynamie and colorful metropolis made such a lasting impression on
Prospective emigrants temporarily residing there that by the time they
sailed on some expedition or secured passage in the service of some employer,
many of them had adopted Seville as their hume and some had even married
Sovillan girls.19

There are in ail this important linguistic implications. In the sixteenth
century the model for those who aspired to elegance of speech was unquestion-
ably the speech of the aristocracy of Toledo; moreover, when the vicae~-regal
courts of Mexico and Peru were established it is certain that these became
two more cultural and linguistic foei Propagating the language and letters
of the Sparish court,20

But what is true for the sixteenth century ag a whole is not true for
the primitive Antillean period in America (1463-1519), Differont circum-~
stances call for different speech standards. Just ag the speech of the
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salon has no place in mining camps or army outposts (and vice versa), so in
times of danger and violence it is not the refined manners of the court but
the vivid speech and bold gestures of the veteran that excite the admiration

21 In the carly days of the con-

of new recruits anxious to win acceptance,
quest, Seville, as no other city, embodied the spirit of colonial enterprise
and impressed its speech norms upon the would-be colonist. These speech
standards continued to prevail on the long, dangerous transatlantic voyage
and finally in the islands, vhere life to the new ariival must have appeared
wonderfully strange and exotic. Acclimatization involved acquiring as

rapidly as possible the speech, outlook, and savoir faire of the colonists

who had preccded him, Since in the initial Antillean period every second or
third colonist was an Andalusian, and since in addition almost all the sea
captains, pilots, and sailors to whom the colonists looked for supplies and
news from home were either born or domiciled in Andalusia, we can appreciate
the enormous prestige enjoyed by Seville at this time.22

It is not my intention to discuss here just how the Castilian dialect
of Andalusia may have differed in 1500 from that of 0ld or New Castile.
The difference may have been negligible. My aim is rather to establish the
fact that as far as cmigration to America was concerned, it was the speech
of Seville, not thatof Toledo or Madrid, which sct the original standards,

How subsequoent immigration and political or cultural developments
transformed this original state of affairs (as they apparently did), is
best discussed at the proper stage. It would de imprudent to attempt to
predict the ultimate effect of iinguistic conditions in the carly sixteenth
century upon those of the twenticeth century, even in the Antilles, without
considering factors that arose in the intervening period. Minc is simply
a description of the linguistic state of affairs as 1 visualize it to have
been, in the light of known facts, in onc restricted arca (the Antilles)
duzing the period of history that preceded the large~scale settlemeat of
the mainland.23

To sum up, we are justified in saying that no matter how the trend may
differ in later perieds, the first or Antillcan period is clearly dominated
in number, unity and prestige of colonists by the Andalusian provinces of
Sevilla, and Huelva, and it is the insular Spanish Egigé_dQVQloped at this
time, with its store of Antillcanisms, that was carried by island settlers
to the mainland. Thoe degree to which this pattern was altered by subscquent

waves of cmigration will be the subject of further study,



FOOTNOTES

1. Consult especially Tomds Navarro, Aurelio Espinosa (hijo), and L.
Rodrfguez-Castellano, "La frontera del andaluz," RFE, xx (1933),
225-378; Pedro Henriquez Urefia,E1 problema del andalucismo dialectal
de América (Buenos Aires, 1932); Amado Alonso, "Problomas de dialactologia
hispancamericana," in Vol. 1 of the Bibliotoca de Dialectologia
Hispanoamericana (BDH), (Bucnos Aires, 1930): and his Estudios linguis~
ticos: temas hispanoamericanos (Madrid, 1953). The latter volume
includes reprints of the following important studies: "La base
lingufstica del espanol americano," "Origenes del seseo americano,"

"La 11 y sus alteraciones en Espafia y América," and "-r y -1 en Egpaiia
y América." - =

2. See Pedro Benvenutto Murrieta, El lenguaje peruano (Lima, 1936),
pp. 118-119; also Juan de la RiVa-Aguero's IRErodiction to Roberto
Levillier's Audiencia de Lima (1549-64), (Madrid, 1822), tomo 1,
“"Andalucia y Extremadura plasmaron el Perd" (p. xvil), ete.

3. "...si Andalucfa dio alguna vez predominio de conquistadores y
colongzadores, @80 tuvo que ser en los primeros ti-mpos, y justamente
la America de los primeros treinta afios se redujo al Caribe, y mds
concretamente, a las islas” (Alonso, Temas hispanoamericanos, p. 327).

4. See Navarro's introduction to his El cspafiol en Puerto Rico (Univ. de
Puerto Rico, (1948), Says Padfn, Rev, Ust, Hisp., I, 5I, "Yerra
tambien Mixer (en su libro Porto Rico, Nueva York, 1926) al hablar del
origen andaluz del gfbaro (el campesino puertor-iquefic). Casi todos
los primeros pobladores gue fueron a Puerto Rico procedfan de las
dos Castillas."

5. For a discussion of the climatic theory and the argument it provoked
between the scholars Max Leopold Wagner and Pedro Henr{quez Urefia,
consult Wagner, "E1l supuesto andalucismo de América y la teorfa

£

climatologica," RFE, xiv (1927), 20~32, and Hemrfquez Urefia, Sobre

¢l problema del andalucismo dinlectal de América (Buenos Aires, 1932),
121 ££., 129 £f.

PP.

6. The growth of the Spanish-American dialects has-varied in each region
with a number of factors, each cof them important but none in itself
decisive., These include: (1) the dates of conquast and the regional
composition of the conquistadores; (2) the population density and
cultural level of the conquered Indians; (3) the varying degrees of
bilingualism and linguistic interchange arising from such results of

& the conquest as religious conversion, mestizaje, enslavement, extinction,
the importation of Negroes from Africa; and (4 (something all too
often forgotten) the contributions of subsequent waves of colonists and
the amount of cultural contact throughout the colonial period with
Spain itself,
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8.

Luis Rubio y Moreno, Pasajeros a Indias (Sevilla, 1917), published in
Col. docs, indds. para la hist. de Iberoamérica, Vols. VIII and XI11;
Pedro Henriquez Urena, pp. 1-110 (entitled Comlenzos del espatiol en P
~__5135); Juan Rodriguez Arzda, "Las regiones espatiolas y la poblacion
de America (1509-38)," Rev, Indias (Madrid, XXX (1547), 695-748;

V. Aubrey Neasham, "“Spanish Emigrants to the New World: 1492-1592,"
HAHR (1950), pp. 147-1€0. See also the articles by Juan Friede, "The
Catdlogo de pasajeros and Spanish Emigration to 1550, HAHR (1951),
PP. 355-3@8, and WAlgunag’observaciones sobre la realidad de la
emigracion espenola a América en la primera mitad del siglo Xvi"

(Rev. Indias, Mudrid, CLIX (1952), 467-496). Miss Vivian M. Gruber,
apparently unfamiliar with the study by Arzda, has in the Florida
State Univ. Stud., No. III (1951), 1-7, ‘a short note, "Peninsular
Origins of Spain's First American Colonists," which sums up the tabu~
lated figures of Henrf&uez Uteﬁh, Neasham, Icaza, and (for Chile)
Thayer Ojeda.

Angel Rosenblat's masterly study, La poblacion indigena de America
desde 1452 hasta la actualidad (Budnos Aircs, 1943), calculates that

in 1570 there were 140,C00 white persons living in the Spanish American
colonies. How many of these were native-born criollos it is hard to
estimate, but allowing for these on the one hand, and on the other for
mortalities and continued immigration until 1600, I would suggest that
slightly over 200,000 is not an unreasonable estimate of the total
number of Spanish settlers up to the end of the 16th century,

For the Antillean period my chicf sources of information were, besides
the Catflogo de pasajeros a Indias (Sevilla, 1940, Vol. 1), the 67~
volume Coleccidn de documentos inéditos de as (Pacheco, Cirdenas,
Torres de Mendoza et al.) for which Ernesto Schafer has cOmp%}ed a
valuable indice alfabetico de personas (Indice de la coleccion de
documentos_ineditos de Indias, Madrid, 1946, tomo I); the Coleccidn de
documentos ineditos para la historia de Iberoamérica, Vols. V, X, Xi,
X1V; Jose Toribio de Medina,E} Josgubriniento decl Ociano Pac{fico
(Vols. 1 and II, Santiago de Chile, 1913-14), which deals with Balboa
and Pedrarias; Francisco A. de Icaza, Diccionario autobiogréfico de

congquistadores vy pobladores de Nueva Espana, 2 vois. (Madrid, 1 A
Alonso Dorantes de Carranza, Simaria relacidn de las cosas de la
Nugva Espenia (1604), Mexico, 1902; Agustin Miilarcs Carlo, Indi.c vy
extractos de los Protocolos del Archivo de Nggggjhs de México, D.F.,
fomo I, 1924-28 (E1 Colegio de Mexico, 1945): and “he historians and
chroniclers Bernal Dfaz del Castillo, Historia verdadera de la
conquista de la Nueva Espana, Gonzalo Fernaa.'ez de Oviedo, Historia
general y natural de las Indias, Fray Bartclomé de las Casas, Historia

de las Indlas, Juan de Castellanos, Elez{ry de varones ilustres do
Indias, and Francisco Lépez de Géﬁara, Historia de la conquista de
Mexico. For identifying place names in Spain, I used principally
Pascual Madoz's monumental 16-volume Diccionario geogréfico~cstad{stico~

histfrico de Espafia v sus posesiones de yltramar (Madrid 1845-50),




10. Sce Alonso, Tepas hispanoamericanos, "La base linglistica del espafiol
americano, "

11. I have chosen the year 1520 because with it starts a new phase in the
Spanish colonization of tha New World: the assault upon the mainland.,
With the opening up for settlement of Mexico, Veneczuela, Central
America, New Galicia, Poeru, the Plate region and the New Kingdom of
Granada, a flow of umigration began to those places that originated not
8o much in the 4nrilles as in Spain itself. However, the initial
landings in Mexico by Cortéds in 1519 and Narvaez in 1520 may still be
considerad as terminating the precaeding (Antillean) period, inasmuch
as the members of these two expeditions were recruited entirely from
among the island sottlers.

12. The Kingdom of Granada, comprising the present-day Andalusian provinces
of Almer{e, Granada, and Malaga, had at the dawn of the colonial period
only just been conquerced and was in nany respects not yet part of
Andalusia proper. The statistics for the Antillean period show this
division very well:

Colonists Percentage

Province
Seville . 1259 58
Huelva 439 20,2
Cordoba 180 8.3
C4diz 122 5.6
Jaén 120 5.5
Kingdom of Granadas (Almerfh, Granada, M&iaga combined) 54 2.4
Total for Andalusia 2172 100
The province of Sevilla's 587 sharc can be broken down as follows:
The City of Seville 902 41
Triana, the sailors’ quarter facing Seville across the
River Guadalquivir 56 2.5
Th@ rest~ef-tha province 301 14.5
Total 1259 58

13. Angel Rosenblat, p. 81, estimates that cven as lste as 1570 Pucrto Rico's
towns boasted a total of omly 200 vecinos or 1,000 whites,

14. Not until o captain'’s fama had reached Spain did he attract to his
standard large numbers of his paisanos. Later we may find an Ha2rnando
Pizarro and an Hernando de Soto depleting the towms of Extremadura with
their irrvesistible call to scek fame and fortune in the Indies., (Out
of 603 who followed de Soto on his {ll-fated expedition to Florida in
1538 no less than 269 (44%) were from his native Badajoz, with 50 of
these men from his native towm alone!) But in the early period I must
emphasize that this is not the casa, Diego Velézquez,Ponce de Ledn,
Cortds, Ojeda, Balboa, Pedrarias, all cormanded expeditions in which
their compatriots were in the ninority.




15, CQ:tgg“ggugggggggmgg_gggggar, vecino y natuvral de Madrid, escrita
nuy particulares amigos guyos, publicadas por la Sociedad da Bibliofilos
Egpanoles (Madrid, 18635), PP. 35-37. See on this subject A. Alonso,
Temas cit., pp. 63-67; also Berta Elena Vidal de Battini,%Voces marinas
en el habla rural de S2n Luis” in Filologia, (Buenos Aires), 1, 105-149,

16. Historia general ..., ed. Amador de los R{os (Madrid, 1851-55), 11,
473 f£f.

17. M. M. de Peralta, Costa Rica, Nicaragua y Panamf en el siglo XVI, pp.
527-539, gives a “"Sumaria descripcidn del Reyno de Tierra Firme,
llanmado Castilla del Oro, que estd subjeto a la Real Audiencia de
Panamd, por el Dr. Alonso eriado de Castilla, Oidor decano de la misma,
Nombre de Dios, 7 de mayo de 1575," which reads in part: "la ciudad
de Panaméd ... tendrd quatrocientas casas ... en que habrd quinientos
vezinos, y de hordinario asisten ochocientos hombres pPoco més o menos,
Es la gente muy polf%ica, todos espanoles y gran parte dellos originarios
de 1la ciudad de Sevilla. Es gente de mucho entendimiento; su oficio
es tratar y contratar, ecepto quince o veynte vezinos que tratan los
campos y viven de los ganados y hacienda que en ellos tienen. Es por
la mayor parte gente rica .... En este puecblo esta la gente con poco
asiento y como de camino para passar al Pert o venir a Espana. Es
mucho el comercio y trato desta ciudad, ans{ de las cosas de Espana
como del Perdi por estar en nedio de las dos mares dol Norte y del Sur,
y muy acomodada para las contrataciones,"

18, For a description of Seville in the 16th century, see the historical
work of Santiago Montoto, Sevilla en el I.-perio (Siglo. XVI) (Sevilla,
1938), Interesting documentary evidence may also be found in the
Axchivo de Protocolos de Sevilla (Vols. V, X, XI, and XIV of the CDI)

S A Y e . S e e

and in the 3 volumes of the Catalogo dias.

19, Because some of the pasajeros a Indias would register as vecinos de
Sevilla after residing in Seville for only 1 or 2 years, and since the
location of the registry in Seville made registration casier for resi-
dents of Seville than for other people, I have made every legitimate
effort to offset such statistical advantages, In the first placa, the
very incomplete Catalogo de pasajeros has been supplemented with
numerous other sources, mostly colonial, in which Seville could not
conceivably enjoy any statistical advantage, Nuext, though I have not
attempted to differentiate them statistically, my files observe the
following categories of 1dentification: natural, vecino, hijo de
vecinos, and hijo de naturales, idontifications which sometimes by
implication involve the fanily accompanying one so deseribed. In
general, the category natural takes precedence over all others, Seville
has been stripped of several vecinos for whom I could find birthplaces
elsewhere, Cases of dual vecindad (e.g., "vecino de Sevilla o deo
Lebrija") would on principle be decided in favor of the smaller towm,
the latter being the more likely origin in view of the general drift
towards the big cities.
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20,

21,

22,

When in 1529 a royal decree authorized other Spanish ports to traffic
with the Indies, it is probable that many novthern emigrants then €ound
it convenient to sail directly from Coruvna or Laredo without registering
in Sevilla, but in the Antillean period this had not yet become a
disturbing factor,

Careful study of the surnames of registered pasajeros of known origin
has revealed for the years 1510-19 a positive correlation of from 70%
to 85% (average: 75.9%) between the town, province, or region of
actual origin and 772 distinguishing appellations of the type Juan
Rodriguez de Cuéﬁlar, Alonso de Badajoz or Pedro Vizeaino. This
correlation is much higher for persons of humble or rustic origin than
it is for persons of exalted rank or profession, as the former traveled
little and some had no surneme at all until they departed for America,
The correlation is also higher for persons bearing the' names of places
located in the South, because during the course of reconquista and
especially with the discovery of America the divection of nigration of
future colonists was almost invariably from north to south and not the
other way. Discreet application of this correlation has permitted iden~
tification, with a high degree of probability, of certain very early
cases where no other evidence may ever be available. But of the small
percentage of control cases ia which the correlation breaks down,
nearly half involve legitimste sevillanos with surnames suggestive,
however, of places ocutside Andalusia. This means then that in the few
cases where persons have been identifiocd only by their names, Seville
has suffered a slight statistical penalty., But despite all these
penalties and safeguards, Seville still emarges as incomparably the
heaviest sfngle contributor to the initial phasc of Spanish colonial
effort, Weighing all factors togethor I believe that my ratio of
sevillanos to other colonists is, for the Antillean period, sub-
stantially corrcet.

For documentations of the superior prestige in the 16th and early 17th
centuries of the courtly speech of Toledo, sce esp, Amado Alonso's
Castellano, espanol, idioma nacicnal, Historia espiritual de tres
nombres (Buenos Aires: Instituto de Filolog{a, 1938,zand Buenos
Aires: Losada, 1943 and 1949, See PP. 67-72 and 91~95 of the Losada
editions), The speech of Andalusia, insofar as it differed from the
then emerging national idiom, enjoyed considerably less prestige north
of its own border than it dces today.

Though it is true that a person's specech is originally formed by the
environment in which he is raised, it can be altered partially or even
completely by a new environment with which he may seek to associate
himself for reasons of rcal or faneied prestige., Americans returning
fren England with acquired Oxford accents exemplify this very well.

Enterprising Andalusian pilots, captains, and scamen early transforred
their base of operations to Santo Doningo and Havana in order to engage
in the inter~island traffic and the ships needed by the island colonists
for their expeditions of discovery, conquest and trede,

-15 -



23,

24,

When 4 years ago the late Amado Alonso encouraged me to undertake this
study I had no preconceived ideas about what I would discover, though
the earlier statistical studies of Pedro Henrfquez UreSa, Arzéa, and
others did seem to indicate that by the end of tha 16th century the
accunulated contributions of the "North" and "South" of Spain were about
equal. My task was to reorganize and supplenent their work in such a
way that it could be used for regional and chronological linguistic
studies and would reveal definite nigration patterns between certain
regions in certain years or decades,

Such a pattern has clearly revealed itself for the initial period, thus
far lending illusory historical evidence to the popular notions about the
Andalusian origin of “imerican Spanish," at least as far as the Antilles
are concerned, But we rust constantly bear in mind that the numerical
preponderance of Andalusians was only one of several factors that helpad
shape the first Antillean dialect and only ore of a great many more

that helped form the Antillean dialects of today. Thesa statistics

are nerely guides, pointing, in cases of substantisl majorities or of
group migrations in certain years, to regional speech trands which may
either have been reinforced or neutralized, then or later, by other
developments. Taken by themselves, these statisties have no linguistic
validity. But properly used as supporting evidence by historians of
language and society, they can be of n- 1ittle help in answering the
all-importaat questiong of who, where, when, and how,

When a colonist’s home town was known but not the year of emigration, I
used for statistical purposes the earliest year for which there was
positive evidence of his presence in America; e.g., on several of the
original expeditionaries to Mexico I had no information prior to 1519,
'20, or even '21. However in order to have sailed with Cortés they
must have been in Cuba in 151€, so this became the earliest positive
date I could employ.
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REGIONAL EMIGRATION TO THE NEW WORLD 1520-1539

1f we compare the flow of emigration between 1520 and 1539 with that
of the Antillean period (11»93--1519).1 we note first of all that the sta=-
tistics are now based on a total of 13,262 emigrants instead of 5,481.2
This tells us nothing, however, about the relative number of colonists who
emigrated in the two periods, but simply reflects the greater abundance,
in the second period, of available sources.” Therefore any comparison
between the two streams should be based on ragional contributions expres~
sed in percentages and not on the total number of emigrants,

The same seven regions of the Peninsula which in the Antillean period
furnished 94,5% of all colonists yielded 91,77 in the second period and 92%
in the third. Though tha percentages vary somevhat, the seven regions
still maintain their relative order of importance, as shown in the follow~
ing table:

1493-1519 1520~1539
Identified Idantified
Colonists Percentage Colonists Percantage
Andalusia 2,172 39.7% 4,247 32,0%
014 Castile 987 18,0% 2,337 17.6%
Extremadura 769 14,1% 2,204 16,67
New Castile 483 8.8% 1,587 12,0%
Leén 406 7.5% 1,004 7.6%
Basque provinces 257 4.47 600 4,5%
Galicia i1 _2.0% 193 _1.4%
TOTAL 5,185 94.5% 12,172 91.7%

018 Castile, Leon and the Basque provinces show negligible changes,
while the percentage lost by Andalusia has been gained principally by
Extremadura and New Castile. Although they do not appear in the table
because the percentages involved are relatively insignificant, Navarre,
Aragon, Catalonia, Valencia, Murcia and the Canary Islands all register
slight gains,

And whereas in the Antillean period, among 141 foreigners (2.6% of
the total) we counted 61 Italians and 44 Portuguese, the second period
yields 557 foreigners (4.2%), this time with more Portuguese (192) than
Italians (143), The exact figures and percentages for each region are

- 17 - .



as follows, based on a total of 13,262 emigrants identified: Andalusia
4,247 (327), 01d Castile 2,337 (17.6%), Extremadura 2,204 (16.6%), New
Castile 1,587 (127%), Leon 1,004 (7.6%), the Basque provinces 600 (4.5%),
Galicia 193 (1.4%), Catalonia (together with Valencia and the Balearic
Islands) 131 (1.0%), Murcia 122 (0.9%), Aragon 101 (0.8%), Asturias 77
(0.6%), Navarre 71 (0.5%), and the Canary Islands 31 (0.2%).° The S57 for-
eigners are made up of 192 Portuguese (1.4%, the same as the Galicians),
143 Italians (1. 1%) » 101 Flemings (0.8%), 53 Frenchmen (0.4%), 42 Germans
(0.3%), 12 Greeks (0.1%), plus 7 Englishmen, 3 Dutchmen, 2 Irishmen, 1

Scot and 1 Dane.

1f we examine the regional contribution by years (grouping together the
years 1520-24, 1525-26 and 1529-33 so as to enable us t» base our percen~
tages on totals of never less than 500), we find that the Andalusian contri-
bution, which up to 1526 and again in 1536 represents over 407 of the total,
drops to 347 in 1528 and to less than 23.0% in 1538, the only year in which
the Andalusian contingent is exceeded by that of another region.

For the year 1533 and onwards, the ggg@ﬁgyyligg“ggggigpps a Indias
begins to indicate with some degree of regularity the destination of each
emigrant. For earlier years we were occasionally able to supplement the
irregular indications of destination by appealing to other sources. Thus,
in the Antillean period (1493-1519), we were able to place 1,145 in the island
of Santo Domingo, 111 in Puexto Rico, 743 in the expeditions which, starting
from Cuba, undertook the conquest of Mexico, and 390 in the Isthmus of Pan-
ama. Naturally these figures involve a few duplications.

But in the second period (1520-1539), we were able to determine the
destinations of the majority of the emigrants. Although the conquests
on the mainland greatly increased the number of destinations the emi-
grant could elect, Mexico, during the period 1520 - 1530, failed in only
one year (1527) to attract over 50% of the emigrants of known destina-
tiox. This proportion diminished comewhzt in sbsequent years with the
conquest of Peru and the large expcditions, in certain years, to other
parts of Americe (e.g. Rio de 1a Plata 1535-6, Florida 1538). But
whereas other regions received important contingents in certain years
only, Mexico received them year after year. Among 12,426 destinations
recorded for the entire period, Mexico alone claims 4,022 (32.4%) or
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almost one third of the total). To the Zsland of Santo Domingo (Hispaniola)
there went 1,372 (11.0%), to Peru 1,342 (10.8%), to the R{o de la Plata
1,088 (8.8%), to Tierra Firme* 957 (7.7%), to Nueva Gtanada** 907 (7.3%).

to Florida 701 (5.6%), to Guatemals 468 (3.7%), to Veragua (in 1535 only)
432 (3.5%), to Venezuela 350 (2.8%), to Yucatan 278 (2.2%), to Cuba 195
(1.6%), to Nicaragua 137 (1.1%), to Puerto Rico 108 (0.9%) and to Honduras
70 (0.6%).

In later periods (1540~59, 1560-79, etc.) we shall see a sharp reduc-
tion in the proportional emigration to Santo Domingo, Central Amcrica and
the Rfo de 1a Plats, and the emergence, as almost invariable destinations,
of Mexico, Peru, Chile and the Nuevo Reino de Granada.

Emigration by provinces.

The Spanish provinces rank as folilows: 1. Sevilla (2,447), 2. Badajoz
(1,543), 3. Toledo (750), 4. Valladolid (730), 5. Ciceres (648), 6. Sala-
manca (558), 7. Burgos (410), 8. Jaén (393), 9. CSrdoba (390), 10, Huelva
(387), 11, Avila (300), 12. Madrid (293), 13. Vizcaya (263), 14. Palencia
(261), 15. Ciudad Real (260), 16. Segovia (240), 17, Zamora (237), 18. Cidiz
(214), 19, Leén (210), 20, Granada (201), 21. Méiaga (181), 22. Guipﬁ%coa
(175), 23, santander (173), 24, Guadalajara (145), 25. Cuenca (132),

26, Alava (117), 27. Logrofio (109), 28. Soria (80), 29. Asturias (77),
30. Navarra (71), 31. Albacete (63), 32. Murcia (59), 33. Zaragoza (55),
34, Valencia (53), 35. Pontevedra (44), 36. Corulia (42), 37~38. Canarias
and Lugo (31 each), 39. Orense (30), 40, Barcelona (24), 41 Huesca (21),
42. Teruel (13), 43. Baleares (12), 44, Alicante (11), 45. Almer{s (8),
46-47, Lérida and Tarragona (7 each), 48. Geroma (5), 49. Castellén de la
Plana (1).7

Plotting on a map of Spain the eleven provinces that furnished 300 or
more identified colonists produces a curious E~shaped area, the back of
which (Salamanca, Ciceres, Badajoz and Huelva) faces Portugal and the prongs
of which are ﬁ&ila, Valladoliu and Burgos in the north, Toledo in the center,
and Sevilla, Cé%doba, and Jaén in the south, A chain of only six provinces
(Sevilla, Badajoz, 05;:eresl Toledo, Salamanca and Valladolid) account for
slightly over half of all who emigrated to the New World between 1520 and
15391

*
«u Li€rra Firme, Nombre de Dios, Panama, and the R{o de San Juan,
Santa Marta, Cartagena and the interior of the Nuevo Reino de Granada,
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Emigration from the cities,

In the Antillean period (1493-1519)) the city of Seville, with {ts
sailors' quarter of Trians just across the river, sent more colonists than
the next 14 cities combined (958 vs. 910), This supremacy, as decisive as
ever, continued in the pericd 1520-39 also. Seville~Triana, with 1,801
identified emigrants, sent more than the total (1,784) for the next nine
cities combined: Toledo 302, CSrdoba 242, Salamanca 229, Valladolid 200,
Badajoz 196, Guadalcanal (Seville) 166, Trujillo (Ciceres) 164, Burgos 143
and Granada 142, Next in descending order follow Madrid 140, Segovia 131,
Medina del Campo (Valladolid) 135, Medell{n (Badajoz) 112, Avila 107, Céceres
106 and Zamora 101, all with over a hundred emigrants each. Of our second
period total of 13,262 identified emigrants, almost exactly one~third (4,417)
hailed from these seventeen towns alone! Comparing this list with that of
the first period we see at once that the small port of Palos (Huelva) has
dropped considerably in rank and that three new towns have suddenly risen
to prominence: Guadalcanal, Trujillo, and Medellfn. The heavy contributions
of Medellfn and Trujillo, the birthplaces of Pedro de Alvarado and of the
Pizarros, respectively, requires no explanation, but the case of Guadalcanal
1s rather curious. This little town in the Sierra Morena was in former
centuries noted for 1its silver mines, but by the XVIth century these may
well have begun to decline, because Madoz in 1846 describes them as long
since abandoned (QiﬁﬂiQEQIQQ.B§°8f€f299.§e“§§E§§§o 8.n, Guadalcanal), The
incipient decline of the town's principal industry would account very well
for the extraordinary exodus of 1535 and 1536, when entire families emigrated
from Guadalcanal to Mexico, where the rich silver mines of Taxco had just
been discovered (1534),

Who inspired this emigration? It may well have been Francisco MuRoz
Rico (No. 8459 in our Volume II), who, in the company of Garc{a Nufiez and
eight others, all from Guadalcanal, left for Mexico in 1527, In 1535 Garc{s
Nufiez and Francisco Mufoz Rico appear as miners residing 4n Zumpango and
Taxco respectively, Back in Spain on a brief visit, Francisco Mufoz returned
to Mexico in 1536, apparently having stimulated, with his personal success,
the emigration of many of his fellow townsmen.

In addition to the seventeen towns mentioned above, 35 others furnished
from 40 to 99 identified emigrants apiece: Cuidad Rodrigo (Salamanca) 95,
Talavera de 1a Reina (Toledo) 91, Ciudad Real 90, Ecijs (Sevilla) 87, Baeza
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(Jaén) and Jerez de la Frontera (Cé&iz) 86, Triana (Sevilla) 80, Zafra
(Badajoz) 78, Llercna (Badajoz) 76, Palos (Huelva) 70, Jerez (Badajoz) 69,
Jaén 68, Alburquerque (Badajoz) 67, Medina de Rfoseco (Valladolid) and
Mérida (Badajoz) 63, Villanueva de Barcarrota {Badajoz) 60, Plasencia
(Caceres) 59, Malaga 55, Ledn 53, Guadalajara 50, Ubeda (Jaen) and Utrerxa
(Sevilla) 49, Currion (Palencia) 48, Olmedo (Valladolid) and Ronda (Malaga)
45, Arevalo (Awila) and Bilbao (Vizcaya) 44, Almodévar del Campo (Ciudad
Real) and Palencia 43, Aranda de Duero (Burgos) and Huelva 41, Portillo
(Valladolid) and Toro (Zamora) 40,

With from 20 to 39 emigrants each we have the following 56 towns:
Cuéllar (Segovia) and Ocafia (Toledo) 39, Marchena (Seville) 38, Astorga
(Leén) and Fregenal (Badajoz) 37, Illescas (Toleo) and Segura de Ledn
(Badajoz) 37, Alcaraz (Albacete) and Coria de Galisteo (cﬁieres) 36, Ledesma
(Salamanca) 36, Alcala de Henares (Madrid) and Fuente de Cantos (Badajoz) 35,
Cazalla de la Sjierra (Seville) 34, Almagro (Cifudad Real) and Cuenca 33,
Sanlucar de Barrameda (Cidiz) 33, Alan{s (Seville) and Carmona (Seville) 31,
Puente del Maestre (Badajoz) 31, Béjar del CastaRar (Salamanca) and Orduia
(Vizcaya) 30, Tordesillas (Valladolid) and Torrijos (Toledo) 30, Usagre
(Badajoz) 30, Vergara (Guipdzcoa) 29, Lepe (Huelva) and Lucena (Co/rdoba) 28,
Soria and Zaragoza 28, Murcia and Ontiveros (K&ila) 27, Loja (Granada) 27,
Sanldcar la Mayor (Seville) and Trigueros (Huelva) 27, Alcéntara (céceres)
and Benalcézar (Cérdoba) 25, Fuente del Arco (Badajoz) and Santaolalla
(Toledo) 25, Duenas (Palencia) and Sahagﬁh (Ledn) 24, Almonte (Ruelva) and
Marbella (Méiaga) 23, Niebla (Huelva) and Puerto de Santa Mar{a (Cé&iz) 23,
Oliva (Badajoz) and Santos de Maimona (Badajoz) 22, AndG}ar (Jaéﬁ) and
Benavente (Zamora) 21, Valencia de la Torre (Badajoz) and Villanueva de 1la
Serena (Badajoz) 21, Alba de Tormes (Salamanca) and Antequera (Mﬁiaga) 20,
Cazorla (Jaéﬁ) and Jaraiz (Cézeres) 20, Orense and Torrejdén de Velasco
(Madrid) 20, Valverde (Badajoz) and Villanueva del Fresno (P2dajoz) 20,

And finally we counted 75 communities that sent from 10-19 settlers
apiece. Of these 75, 22 are located in 01ld Castile, 16 in Andalusia, 15
in Extremadura, 10 in New Castile, 5 in Ledn, 3 in Galicia, 2 in the Basque
provinces, 1 in Navarre and 1 in Murcia,

The city of Seville.

Among 2,443 emigrants from the province of Seville we counted 1,721

from the capital ftself and another 80 from Triana, the sailors' quarter
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located on the other side of the River Guadalquivir, Since Seville was

the seat of the Casa de Contratacidn and the city where at times emigrants
resided for several months while arranging or waiting for passage to Amere
ica, the suspicion existed f{n our minds that some and perhaps many of those
who called themselves sevillanos were not sevillanos by birth, Accordingly
we made the following analysis: Among the 1,721 emigrants from the city we
found clearly listed as naturales or hijos de naturales 455, who with 7
additional wives total 462 (i.e., 29.6%). As hijos de vecinos we identified
another 414 plus 15 spouses making a total of 429 (another 24,9%). All of
these 391 emigrants (51.8%) can be regarded as authentic sevillanos, Listed
simply as vecinos we find another 701, plus 12 hermanos de vecinos and 24
spouses, These total 737 (42.8%).8 The description of an emigrant as a
vecino de Sevilla in no way excludes the possibility of his having been
born or raised there also, as we have had occasion to observe in numerous
cases where the birthplace of one listed in the cat§1959 de pasajercs a
Indias as a vecino is confirmed by other sources. However there can always

remain an element of doubt.9 To claim that all vecinos were genuine cases
would be as absurd as to claim that noue of them were. The correspondence
of surnames and similar evidence inclines us to believe that over half of
those described simply as vecinos de Sevilla were indeed authentic
sevillanos, But even discounting all but the 891 naturales, hijos de
naturales and hijos de vecino(s), the supremacy of Seville as a center of
emigration to America is challenged by no other city of the period, More~
over, the city of Seville alone contributed one third (34%) of all women
who emigrated to America between 1520-39, 1In view of the fact that one out
of every three Spanish women arriving in the New World was born or resided
in the city of Seville (in the Antillean period 1493-1519 it was one out of
every two), the linguistic and cultural influence of Seville among the

white women of the colonies must have continued to be very great, (See
our observations about the women of Seville 1in the Antillean period, PMLA,
December, 1956, pp. 1159-1150),

The sailors,

The same maritime provinces which distinguished themselves in the
Antillean period by the number of their sailors, pilots and captains, namely
Huelva, Seville, Vizcaya and Céﬁiz, share their importance in the second
period with Guipiizcoa and the Portuguese, Qut of 255 identified as sailors
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we counted 132 Andalusians (Seville 59, Huelva 48, Ccddiz 10, C5rdoba 2,

Jaén 1, Méiaga 1, plus one other Andalusian), or 47.8%; 44 Basques (Vizcaya
22, Guiplzcoa 16, plus 6 other Basques), or 17,2%; 0 Portuguese (11.87); 13
Italians (5.1%); 10 Galici-as (4.0%); 9 Old Castilians (Burgos 3, Santander
2, Valladolid 2, ﬁwila and Soria 1 each), or 3.5%; 6 Extremefios (Badajoz 3,
Ciceres 3), 2.4%; 5 Catalans (2.0%); 4 Asturians (1.6%); 3 New Castilians
(Cludad Real 1, Guadalajara 1, Madrid 1), 1,2%; 3 Greeks (1.2%); 2 Canary
Islanders (0.8%); plus 1 Leonese, 1 Murcian, 1 Valencian and one Fleming
(0.4% each), Almost 20% of the sailors (47) were foreigners. The interior
provinces of Spain, with only 20 sailors, yield virtually the same percentage
as before (7,87 instead of 7,7%).

The merchants,

Among the emigrants of the period 1520-39 we were able to identify 179
as merchants, Because merchants travelled frequently the testimony of sure
names reveals a lower correspondence between place of residence and place of
birth than for the population as a whole. For exatple there appear described
as vecinos of the city of Seville, which alone accounts for 64 of the mer-
chacts, or over one third, merchants like Rodrigo Nufiez de Illescas, Lope
Sdnchez de Uclds, Simén de Burgos, Diego de Toledo, Pedro de Soria, Gomez
de Llerena, Francisco de Plasencia, Fernaniu Navarro or Mart{n Aleméﬁ, whose
surnames clearly betray their non~Andalusian origin, and others like Fran-
cisco and Gonzalo de Baena, Antonio de C3rdoba, Pedro Fernéndez de Carmona
and Pedro Fernindez de Utrera who very probably hailed from other parts of
Andalusia.* That meny resident merchants were, however, also nativeeborn
we can infer not only from names like Rodrigo L6bez de Sevilla, Fernando de
Sevilla or Juan Pérez Sevillano, but also from typically Sevillan family
names like Herrera, Guerra or Morales.

Since the very beginning of the conquest of America important colonies
of Basque sailors and captains, many of them merchants, had settled in
Seville, Triana, Huelva, Palos, Sanlécar and other gouther: portc in order to
engage in transporting passengers and merchandise between Spain and the New
WOrld.lo It is worth noting that the Basques, althcugh they represent
only 4.5% of all the colonists of the period, contributed 14% of the mer~
chants, proportionately more than any other region in Spain, Some of these

*
It was a common practice in the sixteenth century to call a merchant by

the name of his birthplace.
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merchants, like Nicolds Sanchez de Aramburu and his son Juan, or Martin de
Ordufia and Domingo de Zornosa, were clearly stated to be Basques domiciled
in Seville. [Following our usual practice we have classified such indivi-
duals as Basques and not as sevillanos.

Until 1529 the trading centers in America appeaxr to have been Santo
Domingo and Mexico City, to judge by the statistical evidence of the destin-
ation or domicile in America of the merchants we have identified. Between
1520 and 1529, 40 merchants appear in Santo Domingo, 30 in Mexico City (11
more emigrated to New 3pain but it is not certain where they settled), 8 in
Cuba, 6 in Puerto Rico and only 3 in Tierra Firme, while for 16 others the
exact destination is unspecified. But with the conquest of Peru and the
discovery of rich silver mines in Mexico in 1534, the Antilles began to lose
much of their relative importance. Between 1530 and 1539 only 3 new mer~
chants gave their destination as Santo Domingo (none as Puerto Rico or Cuba),
while 6 went to Panama and 14 to Peru. One Genoese merchant arrived in the

. rR{o de la Plata in 1530. But Mexico is now clearly in the lead with 40 new
mexrchants, of whom at least 30 settled in the new viceregal capital from
1535 on.

Of the 179 merchants, 89 (49.7%) were born or domiciled in Andalusia
(especially Saville, 60 of whose 73 merchants appeared in the Indies before
1530), 25 Basques (14%), 25 01d Castilians (147), 8 New Castilians (4.5%),
® Genoese (5%) and 23 (12.8%) from other areas. The provinces which furn-
ished the largest number of merchants are Seville (73), vizcaya (14), Burgos
(11), Cuipdzcoa (G), and Segovia (7). The Genocese trading houses establighed
in 3ecville, like the Catagni, Grimaldi, Centurioni, Vivaldi, Spindole, Sal-
vagi, Basignane and Pineli, who helped equ.p so may of the earliest expedi-
tions, continued to show such interest in the commercial development of the
New World that many of them sent out members of their families to represent
their interests., Among the Genoese who went out to the Indies at this time
were the merchants Denito (3enedetto) Centurion, Jacome Espindola, and Juan
Bautista Pinelo, plus several others who were probably merchants although
we are not certain, like Csteban de Basinana, Juan Pedro de Vicaldo (for
Vivaldo?), Bernardo and lMelchor Centuriéh, and Esteban Salvago.

The emigration of women.

In the Antillean period (1493-1519), out of a total of 5,481 identi-
fied colonists we counted 308 women (5.6%), of whom two thirds (67%) were
Andalusian and half (50%) from the city of Seville itself.
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The period 1520-1539 yields the following figures: among 13,262 emi~
grants we counted 845 women (€.3%), the majority of them headed for Mexico
and Santo Domingo, Of these, 252 (30%) were merried women emigrating with
their husbands, 85 (10%) were married women going out to join their hus~
bands, 457 (54%) were unmarried women and girls, while 51 (6%) were widows
or women whose marital status is difficult to determine., By regions, the 845
women distribute as follows: Andalusians 493 (58.3%); Extremefias 98 (10.4%);
0ld Castilians 98 also (10,4%); New Castilians 76 (9.2%); Leonese 36 (4.37);
Basques 12 (1.4%); Portuguese 8 (0.9%); Catalans and Valencians 6 (0.7%);
Flemich 5 (0.6%); plus 3 Aragonese, 2 Murcians, 2 Canary Islanders, 2
Galicians, 1 Navarrese, 2 Greeks and 1 Italian. 1In this second period 16
of the women were foreigners: in the first period, none.

The proportion of women among the Andalusian emigrants is double that
of any other region, Twelve women among 600 Basques is only 2%. Among
1004 Leonese, 36 women represent 3.6%. Among 2,337 01d Castilians, 98 women
are 4,2%. Among 2,204 Extremefios, 98 women are 4.4%. Of the 1,587 New
Castilians, 76 were women (4.8%7). But of the 4,247 Andalusians 493 women
constitute 11.6%,0f the 2,445 sevillanos (city and province), 391 women
represent 167%, while of the 1721 emigrants from the city of Seville itself
287 (16.6%) were women, in other words, one cut of every six. _

To sum up, we find that Andalusia continues to easily outrank the rest
of the country in the matter of emigration of women to the New World, but
that it has lost a little ground compared with the previous period, While
the Andalusian contribution to the total number of emigrants drops from
39.7% to 32.0%, the Andalusian contingent among the women drops from 677
to 58,37, that of the province of Seville from 57,.5% to 45,3%, and that of
the city itself from 50% (=1/2) to 34% (=1/3)

Santo_Domingo.

The preponderance of Andalusians in Santo Domingo noted in the Antillean
period (498 Andalusians out of 1,145 or 43.5%) continues undiminished and
even increases in the twenty-year period that follows. From 1520-39, out
of 1,372 emigrants to Santo Domingo we counted 626 Andalusians (45.67) many
of them women, making Santo Domingo the most heavlly Andalusianized region
of America, at least in the early years of the colony, After Mexico, Santo
Domingo (Hispaniola) continues to be the destination most frequently named
in the Catalogo de pasajeros between the years 1520 and 1539, Consequently,
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at a time when the other islands of the Caribbean were beginning to feel the
serious effects of the general exodus towards Mexico, Panama and Peru,
Santo Domingo continued to flourish, "porque esta muy edeficada, y en esta
ciudad sola hay muchos vezinos e hombres ricos, que ninguna nescessidad
tienen de la Nueva Espana ni de Tierra Firme, antes desde aqu{ se han sos~
tenido o sostienen essos principios e fundaciones de fuera." (Oviedo, I1I,
473). 1In addition to the Andalusians, already counted, we identified 184
Old Castilians (13.4%), 175 Extremenos (12.87%), 146 New Castilians (10,8%),
97 Leonese (7%), 46 Basques (3.47%), 20 Galicians (1.5%), 16 catalans and
Valencians (1,2%), 14 Italians (1%), 9 Flemish (0.7%), and 9 Germans (0.7%),
9 Murcians (0.7%), 6 Aragonese (0.4%), 4 Navarrese (0.3%), 4 Asturians
(0.3%), 3 Canary islanders (0,2%), 3 Portuguese (0.2%) and 2 Frenchmen (0.1%).
Among the provinces Seville ranks first with the extraordinary figure
of 457 (367 of them from the city {itself), while Badajoz contributes 107,
Ciceres 67, salamanca 61, Ciudad Real 55, Toledo 50, Huelva 48, cérdoba
and Valladolid 40 each, Palencia 37, Burgos 36 and Cadiz 33,
Cuba and Puerto Rico,
Unlike Santo Domingo, seat of the Real Audiencia, a flourishing come~
mercial center and, next to Mexico, the favorite destination of the numerous

peaceful colonists ~ doctors, lawyers, craftsmen, women =~ not exactly the
adventuresome, who also emigrated to the Indies, Puerto Rico and Cuba are
seldom mentioned as destinations., On the contrary, with the conquests of
Mexico and Peru these islands began to depopulate alarmingly, On the one
hand few new settlers arrived, on the other many of the older settlers,
even after many years of residence, left the islands in search of new ad-
ventures, greater wealth or perhaps a more temperate climate. It was from
Cuba that the conquest of Mexico was mounted, and when Fernando de Soto
sailed from that island with his large but ill-fated expedition to Florida,
he took with him, according to the complaints the Emperor received from the
island authorities, a good number of the few settlers who remained.

During the entire second period, among 13,262 new emigrants we found
only 303 who settled in Cuba and Puerto Rico, compared with 1,372 for
Santo Domingo, 1,340 for Peru, 4,022 for Mexico, 906 for Nueva Granada and
1,082 for the R{o de la Plata, Cuba, with 195 new settlers identified,
shows more Andalusians, while Puerto Rico, with 108, features more 01d
Castilians, llere are the figures: Cuba. 80 Andalusicns (417), 34 0d
Castilianc (17.47%), 31 3utracenos (15.9%), 14 Wew Costilians (7.27%), 11
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Leonese (5.6%), 6 Basques (3,.1%), 5 Calicians (2.6%), & Portuguese (2.1%),
3 Italians (1.5%), 2 Navarrese (1.0%), 2 Aragonese (1.0%), 1 Murciam, 1
Catalan or Valencian, and 1 Frenchman (0.5%) each, Puerto Rico. 33 0id
Castilians (30.67), 29 Andalusians (26.9%), 16 Extremenos (14.87), and 16
Leonese (14.8%), 6 Basques (5.6%), only 2 New Castilians (1,9%), 2 Flemings
(1.9%), 2 1talians (1.9%), plus 1 Navaresse and 1 Galician (0.9% each),
Emigration to New Spain.

In Volume I we were able to identify 743 of the original conquistadores
who in 1518 and 1519 left Cuba and landed in Mexico. Of these 743, 227
(30%) were Andalusians; 150 (207) were Old Castilians; 97 (13%) were Extre-~
meﬁas; 77 (10.5%) were Leonese; 38 (8%) were Portuguese, Galicians or Astu~
rians; 41 (5.57) were New Castilians; 36 (5%) were Basques; 23 (3,1%) were
Italians and 14 (1,9%) were other foreigners,

Let us now examine the emigration to Mexico during the two decades
immediately following the conquest of Tenochtitldn. The flow of emigration
began at once and reached flood proportions by 1523. The biggest year was
1535-6, when New Spain was elevated to a viceroyalty. 1In the period 152039
there arrived in Mexico, or were located there for the firct time,over 4,000

identified emigrants, three times as many as in any other region of America.
These included numerous women, both married and single, and a large number
of merchants, professional men, and artisans, To judge by its popularity
as a destination and by the social background of its settlers, Mexico stood
out from the very beginning as the greatest center of colonial activity

in all of Spanish America,

Out of a total of 4,022 emigrants to Mexico from 1520~39 we £ind 1,412
Andalusians (35%), 693 01d Castilians (17.3%), 598 Extremchos (14.8%), 507
New Castilians (12,67%), 290 Leonese (7.2%), 177 Basques (4.4%), 63 Portu=
guese (1.6%), 48 Italians (1,2%), 37 Catalans and Valencians (0.9%), 32
Aragonese (0.87%), 32 Galicians (0.8%), 31 Murcians (0.8%), 23 Flemings (0.6%),
21 Asturians (0.5%), 17 Frenchmen (0.4%), 15 Navarrese (0.47), 8 Germans
(0.2%), 7 Canary Islanders (0,2%) and 11 foreigners from various other
countries,

Two provinces alone, Seville (915) and Badajoz (425) supplied a third
(33.3%) of all these colonists, Next follow Toledo 223, Valladolid 204,
Salamanca 177, cgéeres 171, Huelva 155, Burgos 151 and Cdrdoba 111, No less
than 170 (4.37) were foreigners,
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The first vhite settlers of Tenochtitlén,
m‘m

What was the regional composition of the earliest vecinos of Tenochtit~
lan? Among our colonists of the Antillean period we counted 228, and among
those who arrived in the second period we found another 686, who were
domiciled at one time or another in the Aztec capital, Of these 914 in-
habitants, all of whom emigrated to America prior to 1540, 299 were Anda~
lusians (32,7%), 169 were 0ld Castilians {18.5%), 115 were Extremefios (12,6%),
102 were New Castilians (11.2%), 90 were Leonese (9.9%), 45 Basques (4.9%),
23 Portuguese (2.5%), 17 Italians (1. 9%), 11 Aragonese (1.2%), 11 Galicians
(1.2%), 6 Navarrese (0.7%2), 5 Flemish (0.5%), 4 Murcians (0.4%), 4 Valencians
(0.4%), 3 Canary Islanders (0.3%),3 Prenchmen (0.3%, 2 Asturians ©.2%2),

2 Catalans (0,.2%) » 1 German, 1 Englishman and 1 Irishman (0.1% each), A
comparison of these figures with the percentages for second period emigration
as a whole shows the Andalusian contribution to be about normal (that of
Seville, with 17,7%, s normal also), but the contingent from Extremadura

to be rather lower than average despite its being the native region of
Fernin Cortés. The provinces best represented, in addition to Seville (171),
are Badajoz (64), Huelva and Salamanca (58 each), Toledo (51), Cdceres (46),
Burgos (38), Valladolid (37), Vizcaya (28), Segovia (26), Zamora (21) and
Cordoba (20).

Puebla,

For Puebla de los ﬁngeles, founded by the Franciscans in 1532, the
proportions are noticeably different, The earliest inhabitants of this
city were, in the majority, Andalusians and Extremefios, Here are the
figures: Out of a total of 168 identified residents we counted 65 Andalu~
sians (38.7%) and 39 Extremefos (23.2%), These alone account for 61,9% of
the total, Then follow at a distance the 01d Castilians with only 16 (9,5%),
the Leonese with another 16 (9.5%), the New Castilians with 13 (7.7%),the
Basques with 5 (3.0%), the Portuguese with 5 also (3.0%), the Italians with
4 (2.4%), the Murcians with 2 (1.2%), plus 1 Aragonese, 1 Galician and 1
German (0.6% each), The principal provinces are Seville (32), Badajoz (21),
Cceres (18) and Huelva (15).

Nev Galicia.

Though this area is subsumed in the total figures for New Spain, we
have determined the origin of 114 of the conquistadores who in 1530~31 pene~
trated this western part of Mexico under the command of the New Castilisn
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don Nufio Beltrsh de Cuzmin. There were 28 Old Castilians (24.6%), 26
Andalusians (22.8%), 20 Extremehos (17.5%), 11 New Castilians, (9.6 ), 9
Basques (7.9%), and 8 Leonese (7,07), Galicia, after which the region
was named, did not even furnish 2.0% of the original settlers, By 1548
the total number of identified settlers and pacificadores had risen to
318, of whom 75 were 01d Castilians (23.67), 70 Andalusians (21.9%), 59
Extremefios (15.4%), 43 New Castilians (13.5%), 20 Leonese (6,3%Z), and 19
Basques (6.27). The principal provinces are Badajoz 39, Seville 39, Burgos
25, Ciceres 20, Toledo 19 and Valladolid 15.'}
The peninsula of Yucatdn,

Salamanca being the birthplace of the three Montejos who directed
the slow and difficult conquest of the Mayas, we are not surprised to find

a high proportion of Leonese among the 265 identified expeditionaries who
sailed from Spain in 1527, The total rises to 278 with the addition of

13 more conquistadores who, recruited 4{n Mexico, appear in Yucatan before
1540. Of this total of 278, almost all of whom arrived in 1527, we counted
64 Andalusians (23.07%), 58 Leonese (20.87), 48 01d Castilians (17.27), 46
Extremefios (16.5%), 29 New Castilians (10.4%), 9 Basques (3.2%), &4 Astu-
rians (1,47%), 4 Galicians (1.47), 4 Flemings (1.4%), 3 Murcians (1;1%).

2 Valencians (0.7%), 2 Germans (0.7%), plus 1 Catafhn, 1 Canary Islander,
1 Navarrese, 1 Portuguese and 1 Dutchman (0.4% each), Salamanca heads the
1ist of provinces with 39 conquistidores, followed by Seville 35, Badajoz
31, Toledo 16, Zamora 15, Ciceres 14 and Valladolid 14.

Guatemala and Chiapas,

Until 1539 we identified 467 settlers, 372 of whom emigrated from
Spain in 1538 with the famed conqueror from Extremadura don Pedro de
Alvarado, The total is composed of 119 Andalusians (25.5%), 106 Extremenos
(22.7%), 101 01d Castilians (21.7%), 52 Leonese (11.1%), 35 New Castilians
(7.5%), 18 Basques (3.9% ?)» 15 Aragonese (3.2%), 5 Galicians (1.1%), 3
MW.rcians (0.67%), 2 Asturians (0.4%), 2 Frenchmen (0.4%), 2 Portuguese
(0.4%), 2 1talians (0.4%), plus 1 Catalen, 1 Navarrese, 1 Valencian, 1}
Fleming and 1 Greek (0.2% each), The provinces best represented in Guate~

mala are Alvarado's home province of Badajoz 82, Jaén 53 (51 of them in
1538 alone), Seville 40, Valladolid 35, Salamanca 30, and Ciceres 24,

Nicaragua.
Colonized principally from Panama, the region yielded very few



documents that we could use. The Catélogo de pasajeros scarcely mentions it
as a destination, Consequently we were able to identify only 137 of its
earliest settlers, Here one can clearly discern the influence of the two
Segovian governors, Pedrarias Davila and his sone~in-law Rodrigo de Contreras,
whose kinsmen and followers dominated the political life of that region for
80 many years., Of the 137 identified settlers the two Castiles and the
Basque provinces account for 90, many of them from Segovia and Madrid. Let
us view the percentages: 0ld Castile 51 (37.4%), New Castile 28 (20.4%),
Andalusia 26 (19.0%), the Basques 11 (8%), Extremadura 9 (6.6%), Leén 3
(2.2%), Italy 2 (1.5%), France 2 (1.57), plus 1 Gallcian, 1 Navarrese, 1
Valencian, 1 German and 1 Portuguese (0.7% each). The principal provinces
are Segovia 37, Madrid 18, and Seville 15.

Tierra Firme, Panama and Nombre de Dios,

Between 1520 and 1533 no less than 1,353 new f{dentified colonists
emigrated to Mexico., During this same period only 89 went to Tierra Firme,
But when the conquest of Peru began,the flow of emigration to Tierra Firme
grew also, Between 1534 and 1539 we find 1,169 emigrants headed for peru
and 869 for Tierra Firme, The cumulative total of 958 for Tierre Firme
yields 316 Andalusians (33%), 211 Extremefos (22%), 142 01d Castilians (14.8%),
10? New Castilians (11.3%), 57 Basques (6%), 49 Leonese (5.1%), and 14
Galicians (1.5%). The rest of Spain and the foreigners furnished only 73,
or 7.6%. There were 12 Flemings, 6 Germans, and 6 Italians, but only one

Portuguese, The best represted provinces are Seville 190, Badajoz 171,
Toledo 56, Valladolid 45, Caceres 40, Coérdoba 36, The single province of
Seville contributed 20%, that of Badajoz another 17,8%.

Cartagena, Santa Marta, and the Now Ringdom of Granada.

The conquerors of the territory of present-day Colombia and Venezuela
were unususl i{n that they featured a higher proportion of Castilians than
of Andalusians and Extremenos. Colombia and Venezuela are also the regions
which, next to the R{o de la Plata, yielded the highest percentage of
foreigners among their original settlers. For the second period the first
of these areas shows a total of 906 colonists, distributed as follows: Car-
tagena 524, Santa Marta 277, and the New Kingdom of Granada 105, although
it must be pointed out that of the 257 who 4n 1535 sailed for Cartagena
with Juan del Junco in order to raise the siege laid by the Indians, the
majority went on to Santa Marta when they found that the former city was
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already out of danger. Nor do these figures include the 20 identified com-
panions of Pascual de Andagoya (17 Basques, 2 Galicians and 1 Aragonese),
whose expedition in 1539 from Tierre Firme to the Rfo ‘e San Juan (on the
Pacific coast of Colombia) we have counted statistically with Tierra Firme.

We can find absolutely no statistical evidence to support the statement,
oft repeated, that the city of Cartagene de Indias was sc named because a
majority of those who in 1533 founded it under Pedro de Heredia were born
in Cartagena de Levante (liurcia). Among the 524 earliest settlexrs of Car-
tegena of certain origin there are 17 from Albacete, only one from the pro-
vince of Murcia, and from the port of Cartagena itself none at all, Heredia
himself was a madriledo.

The following regional contributions show, in parentheses, the figures
first for Cartagena, then for Santa Marta and lastly for the Nuevo Reino:
Old Castilians 186 (59-113-14), or 20.5%; Andalusians 163 (57-77-29), or 187,
New Castilians 125 (25-90-10), or 13.8%, 115 ExtremeTos (35-73-7), or 12.7%;
84 Leonese (21-52-11), or 9.3%; 52 Basques (24-22-6), or 5.7%, 27 Murcians
(8~18-1), or 3.0%; 22 Asturians (1-19-2), or 2.4%, 15 Catalans and Valencians
(2~13-1), or 1.7%; 15 Aragonese (6-7-2), 1.7%; 14 Galicians (10-3-1), 1.5%;
13 Mavarrese (2-9-2), 1.4%; 3 Canary Islanders (3-0-0), 0.68%; in addition,
the following foreipgners: 29 Portuguese (14-213), 3.2%; 17 Flemings (6-8-3),
1.9%; 16 Frenchmen (3-13-0), 0.6%; plus 1 Englishman and 1 Dutchman (both
to Cartagena), 0.2% each. The foreigners total 73, or C.1%.

Ven:zuela, *

Few regions of America reveal in the origins of their earliest settlers
as strange a distribution as Venezuela. We succeeded in identifying 307
(of whom 27 cama to the Indies before 1520), but only 62 of them were in
Venezuela before 1534, the year in which there arrived, "con los alemanes,"”
an expedition of whose members we have identified 26°.

Let us examine the regional proportions., There 1is an almost equal
number of Andalusians and 0ld Castilians. Unlike the usual pattern in
America, ledn takes precedence over New Castile and Hew Castile in turn
over Extremadura, Of all the regions of America Venezuela is the one with
the smallest proportion of Extremefios and the highest of Galicians, Nav-
arrese, Catalans and Balearic Islanders. It is moreover, if we except the

A s . RN B 4 e @ ¢ e
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To Venezuela we have added the islands of Trinidad and Cubagua, the island
of iargarita and the Ig}e of Pearls,Paria, and the expedition of Diego de
Ordéds to the Rfo Morasich, although we located very few people in these places,

- 32 .



R{o de 1a Plata, the region with the highest percentage of foreigners (11.0%),
most of them commissioned by the banking house of the Welsera.

Here are the figures: Andalusia 86 (22.2%), 0l1d Castile 85 (22.0%),
Ledn 44 (11.4%), New Castile 38 (9.8%), Extremadura 24 (6.2%), Baaque
provinces 21 (5.4%), Catalonia and the Balearic Islands 16 (4.1%), Germany
15 (3.87%), Galizia 14 (3.6%), Flanders 10 (2.6%), Portugal 9 (2.3%), Aragon
6 (1.5%), Navarre 6 (1.5%), Italy 6 (1.5%), Asturias 3 (0.8%), France 3
(0.87) and the Canaries 1 (0.3%). Chief among the provinces are Seville 34,
Valladolid 25, Salamanca 23, Toledo 17, Badajoz and Burgos 14 each,

Venezuela, Nicaragua and the New Kingdom of Granada are until 1539 the
only regions in all America in which the Castilians enjoy a rumerical
advantage, however small, over the Andalusians and Extremenos,
The conquest of Peru,

In the early years, the numerical preponderance of Andalusians and
Extremefios in Peru does not appear to have been very marked, Andalusia
(297 colonists) and Old Castile (298) are tied for first place with 22,29
each, Extremadura is close behind with 274 (20.47%). New Castile has 186
(13.9%), Leén 105 (7.8%7), the Basques 74 (5.5%), Galicia 26 (1.9%), Italy
16 (1.27.), Murcia 11 (0.8%), Portugal 11 (0.8%), Valencia 8 (0.6%), Asturias
7 (0.5%), Catalonia 6 (0.4%), Navarre 6 (0.4%), Aragon 5 (0,47), Flanders 4
(0.3%), Greece 3 (0.27), England 2 (0.17%), and the Canaries, Ireland and
Germany 1 (0,1% each). Total 1,342, 2

Almost one half of the colonists of Peru came from just five provinces:
Badajoz (155), Seville (150), Cdceres (111), Valladolid (109) and Toledo
(100), At a distance follow Avila (47), Salamanca (46), Burgos (43),
Madrid (43) and Huclva (40),
The City of Lima,

Though founded in the latter half of our second period, Lima by the
end of 1539 already has 247 identdified residents, almost half of them (48,7%)
Andalusians and Extremecfios., Here are the percentages: Andalusia 69 (28,07),
Extremadura 51 (20,7%), Old Castile 42 (17%), New Castile 28 (11,3%), the
Basque provinces 25 (10.1%), Ledn 9 (3.6%), 1taly 7 (2.8%), Catalonia 3
(1.2%), Galicia 3 (1,2%), Navarre 3 (1.2%), Murcia 2 (0.87), Aragon 1 0.4%,
Asturias 1 (0.4%); plus one German, one Fleming and one Englishman (0,4%

each) ., Foremost among the provinces are Seville 39, Cgéeres 25, and Badajoz
23,
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Cuzco.

Among the colonists of the first and second periods we counted 166
who at one time or another resided in the ancient Inca capital, Because
Cfceres was the home province of the Pizarros eud Cuzco the stronghold of
their cause in Peru, we find the largest single group to be the cacerefos
(26), who formed a nucleus even more powerful than their number would ine
dicate, Then follow Seville (22), Toledo (16), Badajoz (12) and Huelva
(11). In the regional proportions Andalusia, with 46 residents (27,7%)
enjoys a slight advantage over Extremadura (42, or 25.3%). Then follow
0ld Castile, with 23 (13,9%) and New Castile, with 21 (12.7%). Ledn, which
in this period furnished 7.8% of the settlers of Peru, contributed, with
13 inhabitants, the same percentage to that of Cuzco, The Basques furnished
8 (4.87), the Galicians 5 (3.0%), the Valencians 3 (1,8%), the Italians 2
(1.2%), the Portuguese another 2 (1.27) and the Greeks one (captain Pedro
de Candia, 0,6%).

The Rfo de 1la Plata,

Of all the regions in America perhaps the one with the most unusual
composition of its earliest settlers was the Rfo de la Plata, Like Florida,
the Plate region in its early years was not populated by individual emie
grants but by the members of certain expeditions only: Cabot 1526-7, Mendoza
1535-6, Cabrera 1538, and later on Cabeza de Vaca 1540~1, Over 900 of the
1,088 identified settlers arrived with the Adelantado Don Pedro de Mendoza,
whose enormous prestige in his native Granada explains the heavy contribu~
tion to this expedition, not only of Granada (69), but also of the neigh=
boring provinces of Méiaga (78), Jaén (64) , Cérdoba (61) and Seville (96).
There were unusually few ExtremeNos, but an unusually large percentage of

Portuguese, who are the forerunners of a stream of emigration to the Rfo de
la Plata, Paraguay and Tucuman which in later periods will assume even
greater proportions,

Through 1539 the regional contributions aie as follows: Andalusia 449
(41.3%), Old Castile 160 (14,77), New Castile 107 (9.9%), Extremadura 69
(only 6.3%), Portugal 59 (5.4%), the Basque provinces 53 (4.9%), Ledn 43
(4,0%), Flanders 25 (2,3%), Italy 25 (2.3%), Galicia 19 (1,7%), Murcia 17
(1.5%), Navarre 10 (0.9%), Asturias 8 (0.7%), Valencia and the Balearic
Islands 7 (0,6%), France 7 (0.6%), Aragon 6 (0.5%), Catalonia 6 (0,5%),
Germany 6 (0,5%), the Canaries 4 (0.4%), England 4 (0.4%), Greece 2 (0,2%)
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and Corsieca 1 (0.1%). Total: 1,08f, of whom 130 (or 11.9%) were foreigners!
The best represented provinces are Seville 110, Mflaga £1, >ranada 71,

Jaén 70, Cérdoda 69, Toledo 50, Valladolid 42, Badajoz 39, Ciceres 2%, Burgos
and Salamanca 27 each, Avila 25, Cadiz 24 and Cuenca 21.13
Agpggiéé_j?araggax}.

On the f£irst inhabitants of this remote and {solated center of colonial
activity we have at this time comparatively little data. Founded towards the
end of the period under consideration, the city received {ts first great
impulse with the abandonment, in 1541, of the ill-fated city of Buenos Aires
and the emigration of its numerous inhabitants towards the interior. Of the
original colonists who arrived with Mendoza in 1535 and among the small re-
inforcements received bafnre the arrival in 1541 of Cabeza de Vaca, we have
been able to identify only 145 who reappear, principally from 1541 on, as

vecinos of Asuseibn. The following calculations, based as they axe on a

rather small total, should be uscd with roservations: Andalusians 49 (33.9%),
Old Castile 19 (13.1%), Portuguese 18 (12.4%!), Basques 14 (9.7%), New Castile
13 (9.0%), Leén 5 (3.4%), Flarders 5 (3.4%), Galicia & (2.7%), Italy &4 (2.7%),
England 3 (2%), Lxtremadura 2 (1.4%), Gexrmany 2 (1.4%), France 2 (1.47), plus
1 cach (0.7%) from Aragon, Navarre, Valencia, Murcia and the Canaries.

What was uniquo was the heterogenous, almost cosmopolitar nature of the
population. Almost one quarter of the inhabitants were foreigners, and one
in every eight was a Portuguese! Extremadura, Ledn, and the western and
eastern regions of Spain contributed very little (only 11%).
Conclusion

This short article is based on the preliminary studies to Volume II
(1520-1539) of our Indice goobiogrifico de 40,000 pobladores espanoles de
América en el sipglo XVI. It does not reproduce the maps, charts and statis-
tical tables indicating the origin, direction and volume of the flow of
emigration in each year, 1In the body of the work itself there appear listed
by province and town, and within each town in alphabetical order, the colon-

ists of certain or near-certain origin. The biographical data, systematically
abbreviated, normally furnishes the names of the emigrant and of his parents,
the town in which he was born or domiciled, the year of his departure for
America, and his destination in the New World. In many cases we have addi-
tional data on th. asuigrant's social and marital status, his profession or
occupation, his kinship with other emigrants, his principal voyages and
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activities in America, and the year and place of his death., To facilitate
its use each volume has an index of surnames, another of destinations, and
another of social ranks and occupations, Although this work, the first of
its kind, lays no claim to being complete or entirely free of error, we

hope that it will prove a useful reference work to all historians, sociolo-
gists and linguists interested in the peninsular origins of American-Spanish
society,



NOTES

1. The Institute Caro y Cuervo had had the manuscripts since 1959, to-
gether with a large subsidy from the John Simon Guggenheim Foundation
of New York, but due to a number of economic and editorial problems
Volume I (la época antillana 1493-1519) did not anpear until 1964.

2. For the statistics on 5,481 colonists of the Antillean period (1493~
1519) see our article "Regional Origins of the Earliest Spanish
Colonists of America," PMLA, December 1956, pp. 1152-1172.

3. 1In the statistical tables on the annual emigration from Spain each
colonist is counted only once, according to the year he first sails
to America or is first located there, even though he may subsequently
have crossed the Atlantic several times more. However, in the study
of individual vegions of America we were obliged to count as legiti-
mate colonists even those who had taken part in earlier conquests or
previous settlements. For the purposes of our statistics we have
chosen to disregard brief sojourns in other parts of America, inter-
American expeditions that did not colonize (e.g. Almagro's to Chile
in 1535}, or second departures from Spain unless to a new destination.

4. Even within the second period itself the same caution is in order:
the scarcity of data for the years 1520-25 and 1529-33 merely reflects
the lacunas corresponding to these years in the registries of passen-

g 8ers to the Indies, lacunae which we were able to £ill only in part
by consulting colonial and other sources.

5. The insignificant contribution from the Canary Islands (0.17%) in the
Antillean period, 0.2% in this one) would make us doubt our figures
were they not borne out by the almost total lack of Canary Island
colonists in the colonial sources themselves. Rodrféuez Arzﬁh, basing
his study entirely on the £irst two volumes of the Catdlogo de pasa-
deros a Indias (1509-38) found only 14 Canary Islanders among 13,380
passengers (0.1%). We, sugplementing the ggtéiogo with all kinds of
colonial documents, were haruly able to find any more. The conclusion
is inescapable that in the beginning the Canaries did indeed send
very few colonists, despite the fact that these islands were, as
Rodriguez Arziia remarks (p. 704), "zona de escala, reparacidn y apro-
visionamiento” (Revista de Indias (Madrid), XXX (1947), pp. 695-748),
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10.

11,

12,

Among the Italians we have included Genoese, Corsicans, Sardinians,
Sicilians and Maltese.

The remainder are the foreigners (already counted) and a small number
of emigrants, designated only as Basques, Galicians, Andalusians, etc.
who ecould be assigned to a region but not to a specific province.

The remaining 93 emigrants (5.4%) are those described merely as

"de Sevilla", which does not make clear whether or not they were born
there, and a few cases that are probably but not sufficiently certain,
From the very beginning we occasionslly found vecinos of Seville who
were actually born elsewhere, as for example Juan de Iranza (hijo de
vecinos de Azpeitia, a Indias 12), Juan Vela (hijo de vecinos de
Petafiel, a Indias 12), Antonio Ponce (catalén, a Plata 27), fray
Francisco de Andrada (portuguds, a Plata 35), or Olonso Delgado (natural
de Madrid, - Indias 39). Pedro Manso, a nephew of the bishop of Puerto
Rico, in 1522 deccribes himself as "vecino de Palencia, estante en
Sevilla,” then in 1526 as "natural de Paredes de Nava (Palencia), estante
en Seville,"” but the following year, on the eve of his departure for
Puerto Rico, as just plain "vecino de Seviila." Naturally none of these

individuals were counted as sevillanos, B .t we occasionally found the
opposite phenomenon., Francisco de Cala, a '"vecino de Sevilla" leaving
for Cartegena in 1535, emigrated a second time to Mexico in 1539 calling

“himself '"vecino de Cantillana" (Catalogo de pasajeros a Indias, II, 55

and I1I, 952),

"los vizcaynos (mas que otras naciones) son ejercitados en las cosas de
la mar...," (Oviedo »Historia natural v general de las Indias, 1V,p.462).
An expedition, led by the viceroy Mendoza himself, went to New Galicia
in 1541 to crush a general uprising by the Indians of that area. Of the
129 expeditionaries we were able to identify, 33 were 01d Castilians, 25
Andalusians,23 Extremenos,22 New Castilians, 8 leonese and 4 Basques,
If we include 92 additional conquistadores of Peru wio had emigrated to
America prior to 1520, Andalusia gains 36, Extremadura 16, 0ld Castile
15, New Castile 10, Leon 10, and Galicia,the Basque regionm, Asturia,
the Ccnaries and Italy one each. The new percentages, now based on

a total of 1,434, are Andalusia 23.2%, 01d Castile 21.8%, Extremadura



13.

20.2%, New Castile 13.7%, lebn 8.07, the Basque provinces 5.2%, Galicia
1.9%, Asturias 0.6%, the Canaries 0.1%, and Italy 1.2%.

Discussing the first expeditionaries to the R{o de la Plata General
Bartolomé ilitre (liistoria de Belgrano, I, 14) called them "procedentes
en su mayor parte de las provincias de Vizeaya y Andaluci&," and went

on to say that '"Nacidos y criados una gran parte de ellos en comarcas
laboriosas, en puertos del mar como céaiz, Sevilla y Sanl&bar, en
ciudades como Madrid, Toledo, Valladol'¢, Cdrdoba, Zaragoza y Salamance,
trafan en su mente otxas nociones prébtieas y otras luces que faltaban
a8 los habitantes de los valles y aldeas de Extremadura, de Galicia, o de
Castilla la Vieja, que dieron su contingente a la colonizacidn del

Perd, en la que su mas grande caudillo no sabia escribir ni su nombre."
Neither of the above statements has much foundation in fact. Vizcaya
furnished very few colonists indeed (only 1.7%), while the ports of
Cadiz and Sanliicar, which he mentions, together with the ports of Huelva,
lepe, Moguer and Palos, which are presumably included in his "Puertos
del mar," happen to be located in precisely those Andalusian provinces
which contributed least to the early settlement of the R{o de la Plata.
Nor was Mitre right about Madrid and Zaragoza. As for his allusion to
the conquest of Peru, Galicia's contribution was in reality very small
(only 2.0%). And his last sertence appears to insinuate among other
things that Francisco Pizarro, who could neither read nor write, was
typical of the conquerors of Peru, and that these were consequently

less educated than the conquerors of the Rfo de la Plata. Needless to
say, such statements are hist-rically quite unjustified.
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REGIONAL ORIGINS OF THE SPANISH COLONISTS OF AMERICA:

1540-1559

As part of a long-range study of XVIith Century Spanish emigration to
the New World, this article offers for the first time some rather detailed
statistics on European emigration between the years 1540 and 1559.* These
findings, when added to our earlier ones of 19561 and 19642, reveal the
existence of rather consistent patterns of emigration during the formative
decades of Spanish colonial society,

Our 1956 study furnished statistics, including regional origins, on
3,481 gettlers who had emigrated to America by 1520, 1Its findings revealed
the prominent role played by the "Fertile Crescent,” that small chain of
just five southwestern provinces (Sevilla, Huelva, Badajoz, cééeres and
Salamance) which accounted for sver half the earliest settlers, They indi-
cated further that the single city of Seville, which furnished one colonist
out of every six as well as half of all the women, was the center of an
expanding maritime empire which linguistically as well as in other matters
looked to Seville rather than to the refined courts of Toledo or Madrid.

The frontier dialect of Andalusia, insofar as it nay have differed in those
days from its Castilian parent, was thus in a position to influence decisively
the formation of the earliest American Spanish dialect, namely the one which
developed in the Antilles during the decades preceding the large~scale
settlement of tierra firme. It was this insular Spanish koiné, with its

store of Antilleanisms, that was later carried by island settlers to the
mainland.

After lengthy delays, the volume on which the above~mentioned study was
based was finally published (1964) by the Instituto Caro y Cuervo in Bogot4
with financial support from the John Simon Guggenheim Fbundaticn.3 As for
the manuscripts of Volumes II (1520-1539) and 111 (1540~1559), both finished
but as yet unpublished, they furnish biographical data on an additional
22,538 men, women and children who arrived in the New World between 1520 and
1559,%

* Because of the large numbers of emigrants studies, and the importance of
chronology in assessing the influence exerted by each region of the Spanish
peninsula, our statistics are based on periods of twenty years each with the
exception of the earliest, more sparsely documented Antillean period that
ended with the inv.sion of Mexico.
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Regional Emigration to the New World 1520-1539

In the second period, which saw the Spanish language carried to the
mainland by conquering expeditions to Mexico, Central America, Venezuela,
Perd, Chile and the Rfo de la Plata, our "Fertile Crescent" of emigration
expanded to include the provinces of Toledo and Valladolid. Huelva, so
Pprominent in the beginning, lost some ground, but Extremadura, especially
Badajoz, made substantial gains, thanks in part to the influence of important
native sons like Cortfs, Pizarro and de Soto, Just six provincess accounted
for over half of the 13,262 new emigrants tabulated for this period,

Andalusians, who in the first, or Antillean, period represented roughly
40 percent of the total emigrants, dropped to 32 percent in the second period
but still accounted for 48 percent of all the sailors, S0 percent of the
merchants, and 58 percent of all the women. Indeed the ratio of women to
men among the Andalusian emigrants (1:9) was double that of any other region,
while in the case of the city of Seville itself it was one out of every six!

To what parts of America did these second period emigrants go? An
analysis of 12,426 recorded destinations reveals that 32.4 percent (almost
a third) went to Mexico, 11 percent to Santo Domingo, 10.8 percent to Peru,
8.8 percent to the Rio de la Plata, 7.7 percent to Panama, 7.3 percent to
Nueva Granada, 5.6 percent to Florida, 3.7 percent to Guatemala, 2.8 percent
to Venezuela, 2.2 percent to Yucatan, 1.6 percent to Cuba, 1.1 percent to
Nicaragua, 0.9 percent to Puerto Rico, and 9.6 percent to Honduras.

Among other interesting details that came to light were the continued
heavy concentration oif Andalusians in the Antilles (46 percent in Santo
Domingo, 41 percent in Cuba), and the contribution, by just two provinces
(Sevilla and Badajoz), of 1/3 of all the settlers of both Mexico and Panama.
Contrary to frequenc claims, the preponderance of Andalusians and Extremefios
in Perd does not appear to have been very marked, at least not in the early
years. The Rio de la Plata was the region that attracted by far the highest
number of foreigners (almost 12 percent!), many of them Portuguese. In fact,
in the important city of Asuncién, the proportion of foraigners was one in

every four!
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Emigration to the New World 1540~1559

Our statistics for this period are based on 9,044 identified emigrants,
of whom 55 percent, or well over half, hailed from that chain of six provinces
(Sevilla, Badajoz, Cdeeres, Toledo, Salamanca and Valladolid) which we have
already dubbed the "Fertile Crescent.'® (See map)
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Ranking by regions 1540-155¢

The Andalusian contribution, down to 32,0 percent in the period im=
mediately preceding, has climbed again to 35.1 percent with 3269 identified
out of 9044, Extremadura takes second place with 1416 (15.7 percent), 01d
Castile ranks third with 1390 (15.% percent), New Castile fourth with 1303
(14.4 percent), Ledn fifth with 559 (6.2 percent), Vascongadas sixth with
396 (4.4 percent)., Foreigners rank seventh with 332 (3.7 percent),7 Calicia
eighth with 73 (0.8 percent), Valencia ninth with 62 (0.7 percent), Navarra
tenth with 55 (0.6 percent), Murcia eleventh with S0 (0.5 percent), Asturias
twelfth with 49 (.5 percent), Aragén thirteenth with 40 (0.4 percent), the
Canaries fourteenth with 24 (0.3 percent), Catalonia fifteenth with 23 (0.3
percent) and the Balearic Islands last with only 3 (0.0 percent).

Ranking by provinces 1540-1559

Once again the province of Seville heads the 1list, this time with 2036
identified emigrants. Next, in descending order, follow 2. Badajoz (889),
3. Toledo (724), 4. CAceres (507), 5. Valladolid (484), 6., Salamanca (334),
7. Huelva (333), 8. Cdiz (255), 9. Burgos (208), 10. Avila (203), 11l.
Granada (187), 12. Cdrdoba (183), 13. Madrid (174), 4. Jaén (169), 15.
Vizcaya (159), 16. Ciudad Real (149), 17. Guadalajara (142), 18. Segovia
(139), 19. Zamora (126), 20. Palencia (118), 21. Guipuzcoa (117), 22. Ledn (98)
and Cuenca (9C); 24. Malaga (S7), 25. Aldva (73), 26. Santander (73), 27. Logro:
Soria (62), 29. Navarra (55) and Valencia (55). All others sent under 50
each.

Emigration from the cities 1540~1559

Whereae in the second period (1520~1539) just seventeen towns accounted
for almost exactly one third (4417) of the 13,262 emigrants identified, in
the third period (1540-1559) it took only ten cities to do this, which
suzgests that emigration was beceming increasingly urban. The ten citiecs
were: 1) Sevilla-Triana 1790, 2) Toledo 170, 3) Vallodolid 169, 4) Trujillo
(Ciceres) 154, 5) Granada 152, 6) Salamanca 141, 7) Talavera (Toledo) 129,
8) Palos-Moguer 108, 9) Cordoba 101, 10) Madrid 93. Total: 3,007 (out of
9,044),




Next came 11) ledina del C-mpo (Valladolid) 92, 12) Medellin (Badajoz)
1, 13) Plasencia (Caceres) 87, 14) Ciudad Rodrigo (Salamanca) 77, 15) Jerez
de la Frontera (Céaiz) 71, 1€) Olnedo (Valladolid) 70, 17) Burgos 67, 13)
Caceres 64, 19) Segovia and Sanlucar de Barrameda (Cadiz) 62 each, 21) Avila
61, 22) Guadalcenal (Sevilla) 53, 23) Mérida (Badajoz) 51, 24) Guadalajara
and Mélaga 49 each, 26) Lepe (Huelva) 47, 28) Badajoz 45, 29) Azuaga (Badajoz)
44 Jaén L4, Valencia 44 and Valverde (Badajoz) 44, 33) Puerto de Santa
Mar{ia (Cddiz) 41, 34) Bilbao (Vizcaya) and Ontiveros (Avila) 40 each, 36)

Ledn and Medina de Rfbseco (Valladolid) 39 each, 38) Arévalo (Avila) 38.

The 38 cities and towns just listed accounted forover 50 percent of all
emigrants to the New World in this period, Next follow in descending order
Puente del Arzobispo (Toledo) 36 and Jerez de Badajoz 36, Ciudad Real 35
and Zafra (Badajoz) 35, ﬁcija (Sevilla) 34 and Niebla (Huelva) 34, Cuenca
33 and Zalamea (Badajoz) 33, Fregenal (Badajoz) 32, Ocana (Toledo) and
Ayamonte (Huelva) 31 each, Soria 30, Bacza (Jaéh) 29, Antequera (Mélaga) 28,
Alanjec (Badajoz), Huelva and Palencia all with 27, Béjar (Sslamaneca, Jaraicejo
(Caceres) and Lucena (Cérdoba) 26 each, Villanueva de la Sercna (Badajoz) 25,
dlmencralejo (Badajoz) 24 and Villanueva del Fresno (Badajoz) 24, Utrera
(Sevilla), Burguillos (Balajoz), Fuente de Cantos (Badajoz), Lznalcazar
(Sevilla) and Logrono all with 23, Santa Olalla (Toledo) 22, Carrién (Palencia)
Cucllar (Segovia) and Puebla de Montalban (Toledo) each with 21, and Alcéntara
(Cé&eres) and Almagro (Ciudad Real) each with 20.

Sixty-one other towns each furmished from 10 to 19.

The City of Seville

Between 1540 and 1559 the supremacy of the city of Seville as the focal
city for traffic with the New World continues unchallenged. We counted 1750
emigrants from Seville8 alone.8 Once again, in order to allay the suspicion
that many of these mizht not be authentic sevillanos, we re-examined each

-ase and tabulated the results:
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A. 'nmatural y vecino'. . 4 . 4 00 4 0. ... . . e o o o s s . 346
matural' . . . L . . e e e e e e e e . e o e s s o 372
'hijo (-a) de vecinos' . . . . .. ... e o o o s oo o 153
'hijo (~-a) de npatural L Y
'hijo (-a) de natural yveeino' . . . . L .. L e e e . 45
'hermano (~a) de natural es)'. v v v 0 ettt e e e .. 13
'asposa de natural y vecino' . . . . . . . e s s e s e . 25

Subtotal: 1017

B o'veedno (~a)' v v v v v v e e e e e e e . B k ¥4
'esposa de natural' . ., .. ... ..... e e s e e« 36
‘esposa de vicino' . . . . . . . . ... c e o e s e . . 48
'pariente o madre de veeino(s)' . . . . 0 . 0 e e e e . .
'pariente de naturales' . . . . . . . . e o e s e e e s . 5
'nieto (-a) de vecino(s)' . . . . . . . © e e o s o o o o 6
other categories ("sevillano', 'de Sevilla',

household servants, probables, unspecified) . . . . ., . 293

P ———

Subtotal: 733

]

Total: 1750

Even discounting the emigrants listed under B as less positively identi-
fied (though in XVIth-century Spain a vecino who was not also 8 native of
that same town or its surrounding district was still more the exception than
the rule), we are still left with at least 1017 authentic sevillanos who
emigrated, while second~ranking Toledo in the same period sent only 170
colonists (even if we generously accept them all). The conclusion to be
drawn from this is that geographical position and the establishment oftthe
Casa de Contratacidn had conferred upon Seville, almost from the beginning,

a unique advantage which made emigration for its inhabitants easier and more
routine than for those of most other cities.g
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Overall remarks about emigration 1540-1559.

Beginning with the second half of the sixteenth century the character
of emigration to the New World underwent a noticeable change. The spirit
of heroic adventure was gradually giving way to a more humble quest for
economic security. With virtually no rich lands left to conquer attention
was turning to consolidation of those already won. Accordingly we find
among the emigrants of the second half of the century fewer independent
adventurers and more and more women and children going out to Join their
kinsmen, often 'para hazer vida maridable' with husbands who had emigrated
earlier. Professional men and artisans were leaving Spain in increasing
numbers to earn their living.in the affluent colonies, while numerous others
sought passage and economic security in the households of powerful govern~
ment and ecclesiastical officials. The free-lance adventurer was no longer
encouraged to emigrats; indeed, the colonies were embarrassingly full of
them already. Seldom did a man now emigrate without a reasonable idea of
what his occupation or employment was going to be when he reached America.
Furthermore, new decrees had made it illegal for a married man to emigrate
without his wife.lo Other regulations, aimed at preventing the poorer
colonies from losing their settlers to.richer ones like New Spain and Peru,
required scme emigrants to post bond to ensure that they would reside in one
of the less desirable colonies for periods ranging up to eight years,

Merchants

A a——

Among 13,262 colonists of the Preceding period (1520-1539) we had
identified as merchants 179, fully half of them Andalusians. At first the
majority of merchants established themselves in Santo Domingo and on other
islands of the Antilles, but with the conquest of Peru, the discovery in
1534 of the rich silver mines of Taxco. and the establishment in the follow~
ing year of the Viceroyalty of New Spain, the center of commerce shifted to
Mexico City.

In the period 1540-1559, the proportion of new merchants and 'factores'
arriving in America rose considerably: 494 identified as merchants out of
9,044, or better than one in every twenty, Of these merchants 316 (67.4
percent, or over two thirds) were Andalusians, with Seville alone contributing
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233. The rest were made up of 45 01d Castilians (9.9 percent), 35 New
Castilians (7.7 percent), 19 Basques (4.2 percent), 17 Extremefios (3.7 per~
cent), 10 Leonese (2.2 percent), 8 Catalans and Valencians and 2 Aragonese
(2.2 percent), 1 Asturian, 1 Canary Islander, and only eight foreigners

(a marked decline). The principal provinces were Sevilla 233, Huelva 29,
Burgos 18, Cadiz 17, and Valladolid and Toledo 15 each. There is a signifi-
cant change in destinations: Peru now comes first with 179 new merchants,
Mexico attracts 108, Panama 96, Nueva Granada 25, the Antilles only 17,
Chile' 13, Honduras 10, Nicaragua and Guatemala 1 each, while four merchants
gave no destination. It will be noted that Panama and Peru have gained
greatly in commercial importance. Indeed Panama, with an overwhelming pre-
ponderance of Andalusians, numerous merchants, and almost no foreigners at
all, is well on its way to becoming the prosperous two-way trading center
described by the oidor Dr. Alonso Criado de Castilla in 1575,11

Sailors (1540-1559)

Only 104 new sailors were identified as such, The figures show the
same three groups as before monupolizing the trade (Andalusieans, Basques
and foreigners), but in a different ratio. The Andalusians, with 46,
accounted for only 44.4 percent of the total number of seamen (in the pre-
ceding two periods it was first 69.7 percent, then 47.8 percent). Foreign-
ers, who in the Antillean period furnished 7.4 percent of the sailors and in
the next period 20 percent, rose to second place in the third with 38 (36.7
percent), while the Basques, with only 9, fell from 17.2 percent to 8.1
percent (in the Antillean period it was 9.5 percent). The three groups
together accounted for 89.2 percent of all the sailors identified. The in-
creasing proportion of foreign sailors is particularly interesting.

Hidalgos

It would be gratifying indeed to be able to shed some new light on the
controversy, certainly a: old as the Loyenda Negra itself,aabout whether
or not the early colonists of America were composed primarily of the lowest
elements of Spanish society. Unfortunately in this as in both previous
periods, our sources indicate an ermigrant's social rank too sporadically

to permit any valid conclusions to be drawn, As we pointed out in Hist,
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Mex. XIXIXI (1963), 173, we have repeatedly found cases of emigrants, sometimes
even of ones listed merely as criados of some important official, who through
supplementary sources prove to be of noble birth tehmselves. In mumerous
other cases a man's distinguished office or military rank, or else his pro-
‘fession and social prestipe, strongly suggest that he was a nobleman even
though the fact was not explicitly stated in the source we happened to consult.
Other problems confronting us were how to regard the special hidalggf& of

the Basques, that of missionaries and other clergy, and the status of family
members and relatives accompauying a known hidalgo to America. Ruthlessly

(for men only) yielded 319 known hidalgos out of the 7,564 male emigrants
identified for this period, or roughly 4.2%. This figure being the absolutely
ninimal one, the true percentage may have been considerably higher, but there
seems to be no way of determining satisfactorily just how much. For what

it is worth, ocur unsubstantiated impression is that the proportion of hidalgos
and of educated men was probably nc lower among those who emigrated than

apong those who stayed behind.

Emigration of women 1540=-1559

In the period 1493-1519 women accounted for only 5.6 pescent of all
amigréhts and frcm 1520-3% it was still only 6.3 percent. But with the
increasing security and comfort of urban life in the colonies, more and more
colonists began sending for their wives and daughters or seeking status
through marriage to Spanish rather than to native girls. At the same time
royal edicts were making it harder if not impossible for a married man to
emigrate without his wife, or to remain in the New World without scnding
for her. Accordingly in this period we see the proportion of women jump
from 6.3 percent to 16.4 percent, with no less than 1480 of 9,044 identified
emigrants being wemen or girls. Of these, 675 (45.6 percent) were either
married (599) or-widowed (76), the remaining 805 (54.4 percent) being single.
By regicns, the breakdowm is as follows: Andalusia 742 (50.4 percent),
Extremadura 218 (14.8 percent), New Castile 212 (14.5 percent), Old Castile
172 (11.7 percent), Ledn 70 (4.7 percent), the Basque Provinces 21 (1.4 per-
cent), the Canary Islands 12 (0.6 percent), Valencia 7 (0.4 percent), Murcia
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- 6 (0.3 percent), Navarre 4 (0.2 percent), Catalonia 3 (0.2 percent), Calicia
3 (0.2 percent), foreigners 10 (0.3 percent),

Though the ratio of women to men emigrants has fisen overall, statisti-
cal evidence points to a positive correlavion between this ratio and proxim=~
ity to southern ports, especially Sewille. This no doubt reflects in part
the hardships of travel for women in XVIth Century Spain. Thus while women
accounted for 22.7 percent of third period Andalusian emigrants (from the
province of Seville it was 24.1 percent and from the city itself an astonish-
ing 30.3 percent), thev represented only 16.3 percent and 15.4 percent
respectively of the contingents from New Castiie and Extremadura, 12,5 per-
cent and 12.4 percent of the emigrants from more distant Ledn and Old Castile
and a mere 5.4 percent and 4,1 percent from the Basque country and Calicia
in the extreme MNorth. Asturias, Aragon and the Balearic islands yielded
no women at all,

Once again Andalusia alone claims over half of all women who emigrated
to the New World between 1540 and 1560 (one in every three was from the city
of Seville itself!), Linguistically as well as socially, the importance of
this continued preponderance of Andalusians among the Spanish women of the
colonies cannot be overaemphasized,

Captains

Of the 214 emigrants of this period who gained or held the rank of
capitan, 76 were Andalusians (35.6 percent), 36 were 0ld Castilians (18.6
percent), 30 were Extramefos (14.0 percent), 25 were New Castilians (11,7
percent), 18 were Basquas (8.4 percent), 17 were Lecnese (7.9 percent),

& Catalans (1.9 percent), & foreigners (1.9 percent), and 1 Navarro (0.5
percent),

In view of the overall figures for male emigration during this period
2527 Andalusians (33.4 percent), 1218 Old Castilians (16.1 percent), 1198
Extremenos (15.8 percent), 1091 New Castilians (14.4 percent),’489 Leonese
(6.5 percent), 375 Basques (5.0 percent), 322 foreigners (4.3 percent) the
above figures for captains clearly do not support the notion that any one
region yielded a significantly higher proportion of military leaders than
the others, Andalusia, 0ld Castile, Ledn and the Basques are a trifle above
average, Extremadura, New Castile and the foreigners below {t., In absolute
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terms, however, Andalusia and Extremadura furnished almost exactly one half
of all military commanders.

Missionaries and Clergy

Since members of the clergy were not required to furnish information
about their birthplace and parentage, the 372 whom I have identified repre=
sent only » portion of the number who actually sailed, Of these 372, O1d
Castile claimed 111 (28.8 percent), Andalusia 98 (26.6 percent), Ledn 43
(11.4 percent), New Castile 40 (10.5 percent), Extremadura 36 (9.7 percent),
the Basque Provinces 16 (4.3 percent), all others (including 10 foreigners)
8.7 percent. While numerically the North and the South of Spain each con~
tributed about one half of the clergy who emigrated between 1540 and 1560,
the North sent somewhat a higher proportion of clergy relative to other
emigrants from the same area.

Servants

In the Antillean period (1493~1519) the proportion of Andalusians
among servants (48.4 percent) was significantly higher than among the
emigrants as a whole (39,7 percent). By the third period the picture has
changed considerably, Though the true figure may have been much higher,
880 (or roughly one in ten) of the emigrants were clearly identifiable as
servants, and of these the Andalusians account for only 33.3 percent, less
than the Andalusian percentage among emigrants as a whole (36.0 percent).
Extremadura, with a 15,7 percent share of the total emigrants, provides
only 13.6 percent of the servants, the Basques remain rather steady with 4.1
percent of the servants (versus 4.4 percent overall),12 while Ledn and the
two Castiles show higher proportions among the servants (0ld Castile 19.2
percent, New Castile 16.2 percent, Leon 7.2 percent) than among the emigrants
overall (0ld Castile 15.4 percent, New Castile 14.4 percent, Ledn 6.2 percent),
This despite the fact that over half of the 72 femule servants were from the
province of Seville alone. The foregoing sfacistics, though of course not
conclusive, tend to indicate in a general way that the Andalusian emigrants,
always the most numerous, were in this period not inferior to those of other

‘l
regions even socially.“’
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SETTLEMENT IN THE NEW WORLD-1510-1557
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Perhaps the explanation may be either that proximity to the ports of
embarkation made it somewhat easier for Andalusians to emigrate on their
own, or that emigration was becoming more fashionable and was therefore
involving higher strata of society than it had earlier. Le6h, with 6.2
percent overall, furnished 7.2 percent of the servants (63), the Basquas
with 36 servants, are about average (4.1 percent vs. 4.4 percent), Valencia
sent 14 servants, Navarre 11, Galicia 9, Asturias 8, Aragon 4, Murcia 3,
Catalonia 2 and foreign countries 4 (2 Italians, 1 Fleming and 1 Greek).
Total: 880, The provinces sending the most servants were: Seville 206
(including the entire Andalusian contingent of women-servants), Badajoz 81,
Valladolid 67, Toledo 46, Ciceres 39, Cuenca 33, and Madrid 28.

Destinations in America 1340-1559

In the third period (1540-1559), Peru replaces Mexico as the most
popular destination, with 3248 new settlers identified as opposed to only
2057 for Mexico. Out of 8,786 new emigrants with specific destinations in
America, Peru claimed 3248 (37.0 percent), Mexico 2057 (23.4 percent), New
Granada 822 (10.2 percent), Chile 819 (9.0 percent),: the Plate Region 600
(6.8 percent), Tierra Firme 506 (5.8 percent), Santo Domingo 389 (4.4 per-
cent), all others combined only 255 (2. percent). Let us now examine each
of the major destinations in some detail.

Emigration to Peru

Among the 3248 nev ermigrants to Peru, the most popular third period
destination, we counted 1103 Andalusians (34.0 percent), 559 01d Castiliang
(17.2 percent), 505 Extremedos (15.5 percent), 430 New Castilians (13.5
percent), 218 Leonese (6.7 parcent), 186 Basques (5.7 percent), 24
Valencians (0.7 percent), 23 Navarros (0.7 percent), 21 Galicians (0.6 per-
cent), 20 Aragomese (0.6 percent), 19 Asturians (0.5 percent), 12 Murcians
(0.4 percent), 6 Catalans (0.2 percent), and 114 foreigners (3.5 percent),
The latter were composed of 62 Portuguese (3 of them from the Azores), 28
Italians (among them 10 Genoese, 1 Corsican and 1 Sardinian), 9 Flemish, 6

Greeks, 3 Frenchmen, 3 Hungarians and 3 from other countries.
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We noted with interest that of the 114 foreigners, 59 (or over half)
appeared for the first time in 1548, listed among the defeated followers of
Gonzalo Pizarro, That foreigners, feeling no particular loyalty to the
Spanish crown, would more readily participate in defying royal authority
than native-born Spaniards is suggested by the fact that foreigners repre-
sented only 3.5 percent of the third pericd emigrants to Peru, but an astonis-
ing 12.3 percent of those who rebellad with Pizarro against the Crown} 14

Among the Spanish provinces, the principal contributors to the settle-~
ment of Peru in this period were, in descending order: Seville (609), Badajoz
(284), Cdceres (215), Toledo (186), Valladolid (154), Salamanca (136), Huelva
(130), Avila (124), cddiz (106), cdrdoba (102).

Lima and Cuzco

Before passing on, let us look briefly at the composition of the early
settlers of Lima and Cuzco, for each of which we have totals large enough to
warrant analysis,

Lima, by 1540, had 247 inhabitants whom we were able to identify, and
of those, the Andalusians (with 28%) and the Extremefos (with 20.7%) account-
ed for almost half, The city also had an unusually large contingent of
Basques (10.17). But among 445 residents of Lima who emigrated between
1540 and 1559 we found that, due perhaps to the impact of the Pizarrist
rebellion in Peru, the proportion of Extremenos dropped conspicuously to
14.9% (a loss more thap made up by the increase in settlers from New Castile,
home of the new Viceroy Mendoza). The cumulative figures for Lima (up
through 1559) are as follows: Andalusians 186 (27%), Old Castilians 120
(17.4%), Extremenos 117 (17%), New Castilians 103 (15.6%), Basques 59
(8.6% - still very high), Leonese 33 (4,8%), foreigners 27 (3.9%), and all
other combined 40 (5.8%). Total: 690. The provinces best represonted in
Lima were Seville (90), Badajoz (60) and Céceres (54).

For Cuzco, the former Inca capital, we found 166 identified residents
from the second period and 101 from the third, giving us through 1559 a
cunulative total of 267. These included 74 Andalusians (27.77%.), 64 Extremenos
(24%), 37 01d Castilians (13.9%), 28 New Castilians and 23 Leonese (10.57%
each), and 13 Basques (4.9%). The Pizarros' home province of Cdcerecs was,
not surprisingly, the besi. represented (35), followed by Seville (34), Badajoz
(25), Toledo (21) and Huelva (17).
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New Spain

The most significant fact about the third period emigrants to Mexico
is that nearly one half of them were Andalusians. Of the 2057 new settlers,
276 (or 47.4 percent) claimed Andalusia as their region of origin, and of
these 976, 743 hailed from the pProvince (and most often the city) of Sevillel
Another 82 were from the province of Granada, home of the Viceroy Antonio
de Mendoza.ls

New Castile was a poor second with 302 settlers (14.7 percent), Old
Castile third with 262 (12.7 percent), Extremadura fourth with 2¢1 (12.7
percent). Then follow Ledn with 131 (6.4 percent), the Basque Provinccs
with 60 (2.9 percent), Asturias and Galicia with only 8 (C.4 percent)
apiece, Aragon and Valencia each with 6 (0.3 percent), Murcia with 5 (0.3
percent), Navarre and Catalonia with 4 each (0.2 percent) and the Baleariec
and Canary Islands each with 1 (0.0 percent). Lastly, there were 22
foreigners (1.1 perce;t) of vhom 11 were Genoese and other Italians, 7 were
Portuguese and 4 French.

The provinces contributing the largest contingents were: Seville 743,
Toledo 150, Badajoz 179, Salamanca 87, Granada 82, Ciceres 80, valladolid
74 and Burgos 62.

Mexico City

Among the 236 new residents of Mexico City, the imbalance was even
greater: 145 Andalusians (61.4 percent), 34 New Castilians (14.4 percent),
20 Extremenos (8.5 percent), 15 0ld Castilians (6.4 parcent), 10 Leonese
(4.2 percent), & Catalans (1.7 percent), of Basques, Galicians and Navarrese
2 each (0.8 percent), plus 1 Aragonese and 1 Genoese (0.4 percent each), 16

The principal provinces were Seville 83(!), Granada 28, Toledo 22,
Badajoz 17, Huelva 15, Jaén, 11, and Ciudad Real 10,

Cumulative data on the scttlers of Tenochtitlan: 1521~155

..... v —r———

By the end of our third period 1150 of our identified settlers had re~
sided, for varying periods of time, in Mexico City, Of these, 228 had
arrived in the New World bafora 1520, another 686 before 1540, and 236
between 1540 and 1559, Cumulatively, the breakdown is as follows:
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Andalusia 444 (38.6 percent), O1d Castile 184 (16.0 percent), New Castile
136 (11.9 percent), Extremadura 135 (11.7 percent), Ledn 100 (8.7 percent),
Basques 47 (4.1 percent), Portugal 23 (2.0 percent), Italy (including Genoa)
18 (1.6 percent), calicia 13 (1.1 percent), Aragon 12 (1.0 percent), Navarra
8 (0.7 percent), Catalonia 6 (0.5 percent).

Comparing these cumulative figures for Mexico City with the cumulative
regional contributions to America as a whole, we find that Extremadura's
share in the white pcopulation of Tenochtitlén was low (11.7 percent instead
of 15.8 percent), that of Andalusia larger by about the same number of per-
centage points, while those of the other regiorns were about normal.

Chile

e eresttere

S8ince Diego de Almagro's short-lived 1535 expedition to Chile resulted
in no actual settlement, our statistics disregard it. Instead, we begin
with that of Pedro de Valdivia, which, though composed of men who had all
emigrated prior to 1539, did not reach Chile until 1540, This puts the
conquest of Chile entirely within our present or third period (1540-59) and
it is here for the first time that wo propogse to treat it. Our principal
sources, beside Vols, II and III of the Catadlogo de pasajeros a Indias, were
Luis Roa y Ursua's monumental E1 Reyno de Chile (Valladolid, 1945), and
Tomas Thayer Djeda's Formacion de la sociedad chilena (3 vols., DPrensas de
la Universidad de Chile, 1939-1943), The latter's little volume entitled
Vglgigi@mgusugﬁgompaneros (Santiago de Chile, 1950), written in old age

shortly before his death, is marred by serious flaws which we must attribute
to an ailing scholar's declining years, {CE. our review of this work is
HAHR (1951), pp. 691-693&

We have made a statistical study of 999 Europeans who arrived in Chile
between the years 1540 and 1559. Of these, 116 came with Valdivia's original
expedition and 64 more were second period emigrants to America who entered
Chile later, mostly in 1549 and in 1557 (with Don Garc{a Hurtade de Mendoza).
Let us first examine the proportions of these 180 'veterans'. There were
49 Andalusians (27.2 percent), 32 Old Castilians (17.8 percencr), 30
Extremenos (16.7 percent), 28 New Castilians (15.6 percent), 13 Leonese
(7.2 percent), 12 Basques (6.7 percent), 3 from Galicia and Murcis (1.7 pexr«
cent cach), one each (0.5 percent) from Asturias, Navarre, Baleares and the
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Canaries. Also there were two Portuguese, one German, two Genoase and one
other Italian making a total of six identified foreigners (3.3 percent).
The ranking provinces were Seville 27, Badajoz 16, Valladolid 13, Madrid
and Toledo 11 each.

The proportion of Andalusians in the above tabulation, already quite
low, declines even further in that of the 819 settlers of Chile who left
Spain in 1540 or later. Among these we found 212 Andalusians (25.9 percent),
194 01d Castilians (24.2 percent), 148 Extremefos (18.1 percent), 115 New
Castilians (14.0 percent), 44 Basques (5.4 percent), 35 Leonesce (4.3 percent),
14 Galicians (1.7 percent), 5 Aragonese (0.6 percent), 4 Navarrose, 4
hsturians and 4 Murcians (0.5 percent cach), 3 Valencians (0.4 percent) and
37 foreigners (4,5 percent) of whom 16 were Italians and Genoese, 7 Portuguese,
6 Greek, 5 German and 3 Flemish.

The provinces best represented were Valladolid 123, Badajoz 115 (this
was the native province of Pedro de Valdivia himself), Seville 107, Toledo
51, Cordoba 35, Ciudad Real and Cdceres (both 30), Burgos 26 and Huelva 25.
The majority of these 81€ colonists left Spain in 1554 and 1555 with the
new governor Jeréhimo de Alderete (who died en route to Chile), and arrived
after some delay with the military forces of Governor Mendoza in 1557.

Santiago de Chile

We liave identified 150 third period colonists who at one time or another
resided in this city, most of them in the second half of the XVIth Century.
These consisted of a mere 33 Andalusians (22.0 percent), 27 Extremenos
(18.0 percent), 26 New Castilians (17.3 percent), 25 01d Castilians (16.7
percent), 10 Leonese (6.7 percent), 5 Basques (3.3 percent), 4 Galicians
(2.7 percent), one each (0.6 percent) from Murcia, Catalonia, Baleares and
the Canaries, and no less than 16 forcigners (10.7 percent), which made
Santiago de Chile the city with the highest percentage of foreigners next
to Asuncién (Paraguay).

The New Kingdom of Granada

Between 1540 and 155¢ our third most frequently named destination was
the Nuevo Reino de Granada, under which heading we have also included

Cartagena, Santa Marta and Popayéh. Of the 822 new identified settlers of
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this area, 242 went specifically to Popayéh or the Caribbean coast, the other
650 prgéumébly to Bogotd and other regions of the interior. An unusually
high proportion of the new settlers (20.6%) were Extremeﬁbs‘(as opposed to
only 12.7% in tha preceding period). 1In fact, the South of Spain (Andalusia,
Extremadura, New Castile anc Murcia, contributed 72.67 of the new colonists.
There were few 0ld Castilians and very few foreigners. The actual figures
are: Andalusia 309 (34,.6%), Extremadura 34 (20.6%), New Castile 132 (14.8%),
0ld Castile 108 (12.1%), Ledn 48 (5.47), the Basque Provinces 37 (4.1%),
Murcia 23 (2.6%), Navarre 17 (1.9%), Galicia 10 (1.1%), Asturias 7 0.9%),
Valencia 4 (0.5%), Canarias 3 (0.4%), Catalonia 1 (0.1%). From other
countries came 7 Portuguese, 1 Fleming and 1 Moor for a total of 9 (1.07).
The individual provinces best represented were Seville 182 (1/5 of the
totall), Badajoz 124, Toledo 72, Caceres 59, Huelva 48 and Valladolid 45.

- e et o

The unique composition of the colonists who settled in the Plate region
prior to 1540 (e.g. 41.3% Andalusian, 11.,9% foreign (1), only 6.3%
Extremeno), continues to manifest itself in the two decades that follow,
though the initial flood of Andalusians accompanying the Andalusian
adelantado Don Pedro de Mendoza has largely subsided, However the percentage
of foreigners, already the highest in any of the colonies, rises still
further to an astonishing 13.2%, composed mostly of Portuguese and Italians.

fmong the 600 new settlers for whom we were able to find home towns in
Europe we counted 190 Andalusians (31.7%, 83 New Castilians (13.8%), 79
foreigners (13.2%), 72 Extremchos (12.0%), 68 014 Castilians (11,3%), 44
Basques (7.3%), 26 Leonesa (4.3%), 11 Galicians (1.2%), 7 Valencians (1.2%),
5 Aragonese (0.8%), & Navarrese (0,77%', 2 each (n.3%) from Catalonia and the
Balearic Islands, one Canary Islander (0.2%), and one Murcian, Of these
600 settlers, no less than 371 left Spain in 1540 with Alvar Nifez Cabeza
de Vaca, whose native province of Cédiz, not surprisingly, furnished the
largest single contingent. For the period 1540-1559 the prineipal contribut-~
ing provinces are Cadiz 58, Toledo 52, Seville 47, Badajoz and Caceres 34
each, Jaén 33 and Granada 31. As for the 79 foreigners, they were made up
of 29 Portuguesc, 26 Genoese and other Italians, 9 Greeks, 8 Flenings, 4
Frenchnmen, plus an Englishman, a Dutchman and a Sicilian.



It is worth noting how few Galicians came to the Plate region in the
early decades of the colony (1.7% in the period 1520-3¢, 1.8% in the period
1540-59). Not till considerably later did the emigration of gallegos to
the Place region reach such proportions that in modern Argentina the term
£§3l3§9 is often applied indiscriminately to immigrants from any part of
Spain,

q§unci6h (Paraguay)

Founded towards the very end of our second period, the city receivad
its first great impetus with the abandonment, in 1541, of the ill-fated city
of Buenos Aires and the emigration of its numercus inhabitants to the
interior. Of the original colenists who arrived with Pedro de Mendoza in
1536 and among the small reinforcements received before the arrival in 1541
of Cabeza de Vaca, we were able to identify only 145 who reappeared, . -
principally from 1541 on, as vecinos of Asuncion, Noteworthy among them
were the virtual absence of Leonese and Extremefios and the extraordinarily
high proportion of foreigners (almost 25%), half of whom were Port.iguese,

When to the above we add 244 third period emigrants who settled in
Asuncié& between 1541 and 1559, we get a total of 309 early residents of
Asunciéﬁ, among whom the largest group, next to the usual Andnlusians, were
the foreigners,who alone comprised almost a fifth of the total white
population] 01d Castile and Zxtremadura, on the other hand, were poorly
represented. Here are the figures, which make the composition of the city's
population unique among the major colonial centers: Andalusia 111 (28.5%),
foreigners 75 (1°.3%1), New Casitle 50 (12.8%), Extremadura and 0ld Castile
39 (only 10.0%) each, the Basques 28 (7.2%), Ledn 17 (4.4%), Galicia 10
(2.6%), Canarias & (1.07), Navarre, Aragon and Baleares 3 (0.8%) each,
Valencia 2 (0.5%) and Murcia 1 (0.37).

The 75 foreigners were made up of 36 Portuguese, 20 Italians (among
them 8 Genoese and 2 Sardinians), 7 Flemings, & Greeks, 3 Frenchmen, 3
Englishmen and 2 Germans!
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Tierra’ Pirme (Panama, Nowbre de Dios)

No other region of America shows such an overvhelming preponderance of
settlers from the south of Spain as Tierra Firme in this period. Among 506
new settlers identified we counted 244 Andalusians (48.27) and 136 Extremefios
(26.9%, who alome accounted for three quarters of the white population! The
remainder was made up of 37 0ld Castilians (7.3%), 35 New Castilians (6.9%),
17 Basques (3.4%7), 1¢& Leonese (3.27%), 5 Navarrese and 5 Valencians (1.0%
each), 4 Catalans (0.8%), 3 Murcians (C.0%), 2 Canary Islanders (0.4%), one
Galietfan and one Italian (0.2% each).17

Nearly two fifths of the new settlers came from just one province:
Sevillef

Some distance behind Seville, with its total of 191, trail the provinces
of Badajoz and Ciceres, with 71 and 64 respectively. Huelva is fourth with
26. Thus the southwest corner of Spain, contributing as it did almost 70%
of the settlers as well as the bulk of the merchants (see supra) was clearly
consolidating its position astride the isthmus that controlled the lucrative
trade between Europe and Peru.

Since Panama and Nombre de Dios were twin cities at either end of the
shuttle service across the narrow isthmus, it was probably not too signifi~
cant which of those two places the emigrant chose to name as his destination
at the time he left Spain. 1In practice, a larzer number tended to name
Nombre de Dios, bacause that was where they would actually disembark,
Because of the frequent lack of distinction anong the terms Tierra Firme,
Nombre de Dios and Panama (the latter refcrring sometimes to the city,
sometimes to the whole isthmus), we found it impossible to extract meaningful
figures for the city of Panama itself,

Nombre de Dios, howzver, was firmly controlled by the four Spanish
provinces mentioned above (Badajoz 54, Seville 39, Céceres 27 and Ruelva 22,
for a total of 142 out of 173). Since Extremelios actually outnumbrred the
Andalusians in Nombre de Dios, we are forced to conclude that the other city,
Panama, must have Lean made up overvhelmingly of Andalusians in order to
account for the relative contributions of the two regions to the Isthmus
as a whole,
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Tierra Firme was also at this time unique in being virtually free of
foreigners. Whereas the preceding period (1520-1539) had yielded no less
than 25 foreigners in the isthmus (18 of them German and Flemish) and, be
it added, 57 foreigners in Cartagena and Santa Marta, and yet another 43
in Venezuela, the pariod 1540-5¢ finds only one new identified foreigner in
Tierra Firme, in Venezuzla 11, and in Cartagena and Santa Marta, noneg,

Santo Domingo

Unable to compete with the lure of greater riches on the vast mainland,
the iglands of the Antilles :ontinued to lose favor among the emigrants of
this period as possible destinations. This is very apparent in the sharp
decline both in the number of emigrants to the Antilles and in the per-
centages they represent:

1520-153¢ 1540-1559
(out of 12,426 (out of 8,786
recorded destinations) recorded destinations)
Santo Domingo . . . . . . . . 1,372 (11.0%) 389 (4.4%)
Cuba e o o o o e o o o o o 195 ( 106%) 32 (003%)
merto Rico [ ] [ ] [ ] * [ ] [ ] [ ] » [ ] 108 ( 0. 975) 51 (0. 570)

The preponderance of Andalusians in Santo Domingo noted in the Antillean
period (493 Andalusians out of 1,145, or 43.5%) and in the following two
decades (626 out of a further 1,372 or 45.67), is even more marked in the
period 1540-52, though the total number of immigrants has dropped sharply,

0f the 389 noted above, no less than 105, or 47.5%, were Andalusians,
124 of them from Seville alone! Composing the rest were 67 Extremenos
(17.2%), 47 New Castilians (12,1%), 39 0ld Castilians (10.5%), 24 lLeonese
(6.1%), 4 Canary Islanders (1.0%), 3 Galicians and 3 Navarrese (0.0 each),
2 Basques (0.5%), 1 Asturian, 1 Catalan and 1 Murcian (0.3% each), and 12
foreigners (3.1%), half of them Portugzuese., As in the case of the Isthmus
the four southwestern provinces of Seville (124), Badajoz (23), Chceres (23)
and Huelva (26) led the field.
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Nicaragua

Very few emigrants of the period gave Nicaragua as their destination
at the time of departure. 1In an earlier study we reported having identified
only 137 settlers for the period 1520-39, among them 37 from Segovia, the
home province of Governor Rodrigo de Contreras. Based on a rather small
total, the statistical picture was quite unusual (37.4% Old Castilians,
20.47 New Castilians, 19.0% Andalusians, 8% Basques, 6.6% Extremenos, 2.2%
Leonese, all others combined 6.4%). For the third period we have found for
Nicaragua another 181 settlers of ident{fied origin, 123 of them so very
recently that we were unable to include them in our over-all statistics for
the Indies as a whole, 18

The new figures show 38 Andalusians (21,0%), 34 Extremenos (18.8%), 22
Old Castilians (12.2%), 19 New Castilians (10.5%), 11 Leonese (6.1%), 6
Basques (3.3%), 3 Valencians (1.7%), 2 Catalans and 2 Asturians (1.1% each),
and one each (0.5%) from Murcia, Galicia, Navarre and the Canaries. The
remaining 37 (20.47%) were foreigners, who could generally be counted on to
come to light wherever the authority of the Spanish Crown was being defied
or circumvented, particularly where piracy was involved, as it was in the
Nicaragua rebellion of 1550. A large number of the rebels appear to have
been sailors, among whom the proportion of foreigners was usually quite high
to begin with. The 37 foreigners were compesed of 18 Portuguese, 9 Genoese
and one other Italian, 4 Greeks, 2 Frenchmen, 2 Flemings and one Irishman.
Among Spanish provinces the largest contributors were Badajoz 27, Sevilla
17, Huelva and Salamanca 10 each, and Toledo 9.

Other destinations

For other destinations, such as Cuba, Puerto Rico, Venezuela, Guatemala,
Honduras, our data for this period are too scant to werrant analysis. All we
can safely say is that direct emigration to these places had slowed dowm to
a trickle.

Summagz

To sum up our study of the distribution of enigrants among the major
colonies in /America, we present the followinz comparative tables for the
period 1540~1559:
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3,2€9 Andalusians contributed:

48.27 of all new settlers of . .« Panama

47. 5% . . . . . . . . . . . . . Santo DOmingO
47.4% I L T ¢ ¢ & ¢ & e s+ o« Mexico
36.17% e o o ¢ e e e s o & & e !:heﬂ Indies
34,67 ® o e & s e & s+ e o e . New Granada
34,07 * ¢ s+ e o+ o e e o & o e+ o o Peru
3.7%2 . . o o . . . . . . . . Rfode la Plata
25.%% * e e s o e e ¢ & e & ¢ e e s .Chile

Note the high proportion of Andalusians in the Caribbean and the much
smaller proportions in the Southern Hemisphere,

1,416 Extremenos contributed:

26.9% of all new settlers of . .« Panams

20. 6% [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] * , » [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] New Granada
180 1% [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] * L] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] oChile
17. 2% L] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ 4 [ ] [ ] [ ] smto DODingo
15 . 770 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . m_
150 575 [ ] L] [ ] [ ] - L] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ 4 Pem
12 [ ] 770 [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] Mexico
120070 . . . . . . . . . . . . R{O de la Plata
1,390 01d Castilians contributed:
24,2% of all new settlers of . ., . . . . . . Chile
17 [ ] 2% [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] . [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] . Pem
15.47‘ [ ] [ ] [ ] . [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] th&__lndigg.
12. 770 L] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] MeXico
12 . 170 . . . . . . . . . . . . . New Gtanad&
11.3% . . . ¢ . . . ¢ . . +. . nfode 1aPlata
100 079 . . . . . . . . . . . . « Santo Domingo
7.3% [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] Ld [ ] [ 4 [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] Panm

Better represented in the Southernm Hemisphere than in the Northern.
Roughly speaking, the above pattern is the inverse of that of the Andalusians.

1,303 New Castilians contributed:

14.87 of all new settlers of New Granada

L e o+ o Mexico
1" 0479 [ ] . [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] . [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] Ehméigg
14 [ ] 07. [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] L[] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] Chi le
130870 . . . . . . . . . . . . R{O de 18 Plata
13 [ ] 5 [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] . [ ] [ ] [ 4 [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] ] [ ] [ ] Pem
12.3% 0 o e 6 e e v e 4 e e« « o Santo Domingo

6 [ ] 970 [ ] [ 4 . [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] L] [ ] [ ] [ ] Pma

Fairly evenly represented everywhere except in Panama.




559 leonese concributed:

6.7% of all new settlers of e« « o oPeru

6.4%2 . . . . . . . . . . .. . .« Mexico
6.27 ¢ . . . e e e e e e e e «+ othe Indies
6.12. . . . . . + + . . + . . .Santo Domingo
S [ ] 476 [ ] [ ] [ ] L[ ] L[] [ [ ] [ ] [ [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ) Nuevo Re ino
4 . 379 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Ch i le
/A . R{o de la Plata
3.2 . o o 0 e s e e e e e e o+ o Panama

396 Basques contributed:

R0 de la Plata
[ [ ] [ ) [ ] Pem

7.3% of all new settlers of the
5.7%

50479 [ ] L] [ ] [ ] [ ] L[ ] [ ] L[ ] [ ] [ [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [} [ Chile
bb% . o o o s . s s s e e e v . .the Indies
4% o o o e s e e e e e e e e . New Granada
304% . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Pananma
2. 9% [ ] L] [ [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] L[] [ ] [ [ ] L[ ] [ ] [ ] [] [} b!exico

0.5 . . . . . . .Santo Domingo
Also better represented in the Southern Hemisphere. Very few in the Antilles.

332 Foreigners contributed:

13.2% of all new settlers of the . . . . Rfo de la Plata
40 570 [} [} . [} [} . [] [} [ [ ] ] [ [} [} [] Chi le
3% .« « « ¢ v ¢ . v v v v 4 . . the Indies
3 [ ] 570 [ [ ] [ ] e [ ] [ [ ] e e [ [ ] [ ] [ [ ] [ [ [ Peru
3. 1% . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Santo DO!ningO
L1Z . o« o o v o . . s e e e v . . Mexico
LOZ . . « v o . . v . . e o . New Granada
oo 270 . . . . . . . » . . . . . . . . Panama

the Southern Hemisphere, and

%
3

Note the high proportion of foreigners
their virtual absence from Panama.

73 Galicians contributed:

1.8% of all new settlers of the R{o de la Plata

L7% ¢ v o v v e e e e e e e e e Chile
L New Granada
084. . . . . . . . . . « . . Santo Domingo
0.6% ¢ v o v v v e e e e e e .. .the Indies
0.6% . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Peru
0.8% « v v v v v e e e e e e e e Mexico
o. 2% * [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ) [ ] [ ] [ ] . [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] Panma

The Galicians, though better represented in the Rfo de 12 Plata and
Chile than elsewhere, ars statistically quitre insignificant even there, as
indeed they appear to be throughout the XVith century.




From the above tables we note that in this period:

1) Panama featured the highest pPercentage of new Andalusians and Ex-
tremedos, and the lowest of Castilians (both 01d and New), Leonese, foreigners
and Galicians.

2) The Rfo de la Plata had the highest percentage of new Basques, for-
eigners and Galicians, and the lowest of Extremefos.

3) Chile attracted the highest percentage of new 0ld Castilians, and
the lowest of Andalusians.

Except for the Galicians, whose contribution is too small to be repre~
scnted, we have rearranged the above tables in the form of a graph, entitled
"Settlement in the New World 1540-1559,"

Cumulative Data: 1493-1559

To summarize our statistical data on emigration to the Indies in all
three periods studied so far (I: 1493-1519; I1: 1520~1539; I1IX: 1540~
1559) we offer (i) a cumulative table of the regional contributions between
1493 and 1560, (1i) a cumulative ranking of the major contributing provinces
(together with the hithkerto unpublished maps for 1520-39 and 1540-5%), and
(111) a cumulative ranking of cities with totals of 100 or more identified
emigrants by 1560. Accompanying this last is a map on which the cities are
situated in relation to each other. 1t is significant that most of them
lie astride major routes taken by the flow of emigrants heading for Seville.
These highways we have attempted to ind{icate in a general way on our map in
the form of straight lines.
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CUlIUVLATIVE TOTA™ 3 BY REGIONS (14¢3-1560)

1403-1519 1520-1539 1540-~155¢ Cumulative
1 1X 111 Total percentage

1. Andalusia 2172 (39.7%) 4247 (32.0%) 3269 (36.1%) 0688 34,97

2. 01d Castile 007 (18.0%) 2337 (17.6%) 1350 (15.4%) 4714 17.90%

3. Extremadura 76% (14.1%) 2204 (16.6%) 1416 (15.7%) 4389 15.8%

4, New Castile 433 ( .8%) 1587 (12.0%) 1303 (14.4%) 3373 12.1%

5. Leén 406 ( 7.5%) 1004°( 7.6%Z) 559 ( 6.2%) 196¢ 7.1%

6. Basque Provinces 257 ( 4.4%) 600 ( 4.5%) 396 ( 4.4%) 1253 &,5%

7. Foreigners 141 ( 2.6%) 557 ( 4.2%) 332 ( 3.7%) 1030 3.7%

8. Calicia 111 ( 2.0%) 153 ( 1.4%) 73 ( 0.8%) 377 1.4%

9. Val, Cat, and Bal. 40 ( 0.7%) 131 ( 1.0%) 62 ( 0.7%) 233 0.8%
10. Murcia 2¢ ( 0.5%) 122 ( 0.9%) 50 ( 0.5%Z) 201 0.7%
11, Aragon 32 ( 2.6%) 101 ( 0.8%) 40 ( 0.4%2) 173 0.6%
12, Asturias 36 (C.7%) 77 ( 0.5%) 45 ( 0.5%) 162 0.6%
13. Navarra 10 ( 9.2%) 71 ( 0.5%) 81 ( 0.6%) 162 0.6%
14. Canarias 8 (0.17Z) 31 ( 0.2%) 246 ( 0.32) 63 3.2%

] 5481 13,262 5044 27,787 100,07,
Conelusions

By the middle of the XVIth Century a distinectly new pattern of emigration
had begun to form, one which was to become more and more pronounced as the century
progressed. Whereas the flow of emigration frow most parts of Spain tended to
be irregular, occurring mainly in connection with the passage of some high~ranking
governmental or ecclesiastical functionary and his entourage, emigration from
aAndalusia, particularly from the city of Saeville itself, went on year in and year
out without interruption. For the sevillano, living as he did at the very nerve
center of Spain's commerce with her American colonies, travel to and from the
Indias must have seemed a rather routine undertaking.

Overseas, meanwhile, the picture was emerging of a vast maritime empire the
ports of which were linked by sea to Seville (and to each other) along trade
routes controlled and maintained predominantly by Andalusian sailors and merchants.
It is our opinion that this fact will in the end prove to be an important clue
to the enigma that has long puzzled linguists, namely the phonetic division of
American Spanish into two broad varieties, coastal versus highland, and the
resemblance of the former, particularly in the Caribbean, to the phometic
features of andaluz.
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2,

3.

3.
6.

7.

8.

FOOTINOTES

Peter Boyd-Bowman, "Regional Origins of the Earliast Spanish Colonists
of America," FPMLA, Dac. 1956, pp. 1157-1172,

Pater Boyd-Bowman, "La emigracién peninsular a América: 1520~1539,"
Historia Mexicana, X111, octubre~-diciembre, 1963, pp. 165-192,

Peter Boyd-Bowman, iéggggmgquxggggfico de 40,000 pobladores espanoles
de America en el siglo XVI, Vol. I.La poca antillana: 1403-1519,
Instituto Caro y Cuervo, Bogotd, 1964. (In 1956 end 1957 the Guggenheim
Foundation supported two periods of research in the Archivo de Indias,
in Seville, which yielded copious materials for this study. )

The publication of Vol. II of the iégiggk. « o with biographical and
statistical data on 13,262 individuals who emigrated between 1520 and
1539, is nearing completion in Mexico. Published by the Academia
Mexicana de Genealogfa with the aid of a genarous subsidy from UB's
Faculty Committea on Publications, this volume will be available no
later than July 1968,

Volumes IV and V, still on cards, will bring the total of identified
origins to well over 50,000 for the XVIth Century alone. In addition
to indices of surnames, occupations, marital and social status, and
place-names in America (the arrangement of data by town and province
makes an index of place-names in Europe unnacessary), each volume
includes maps, graphs, and statistical studies of annual emigration from
each region and province in Spain, of urban vs. rural emigration, of
the percentages among the emigrants of hidalgos, captains, merchants,
miners, sailors, serventg women, and clergy, of the fluctuating popularity
of certain New World destinations, and of the regional composition of
the early settlers of each reggpn of the New World, even of Mexico City,
Puebla, Lima, Cuzco and Asunciédn.

Sevilla, Badajoz, Toledg Caceres, Salamancs, and Valladolid.

For the years 1542 to 1552 the principal sources of data, the extant
passenger raegistries in the Archivo de Indias, are now fragmentary, and

we had to rely mostly on information from colonial sources, Therafore

our total figures of 13,262 for the second period versus 9.044 for the
third period tell us nothing about the relative number of colonists

who emigrated in the two pericds, but simply reflect the greater abundance,
for the second period, of available scurces.

Here is the breakdown: Portuguese 151 (seven of them from the Azores),
Italians (including Genoese, Corsicans, Sardinians, Sicilians and
Maltese) 91, Flemish and Dutch 37, Greeks 21, Germans 13, French 12,
English 2, and 5 from other countries. Total: 332.

With the inclusion of 40 from Triana, the sailors' quarter located
directly across the river, Seville's total rises to 1790.
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Id
9. For earlggr discussions of the same subject, see Boyd-ngyman, Indice
geoblografico . . . Vol. I, xxii-xxiv, and "La emigracidn peninsular a
América: 1520-1539," Hist. Mex., XIII, 171-172,

10. Only merchants were exempted from this regulation and aven they had to
post bond that they would return within a reasonable time, usually set
at two or three years,

11. "... la ciudad de Panami ... tendrd quatrocientas casas ... en que habra
quinientos vezinos, y de hordinario asisten ochocientos hombres poco
mds 0 menos, Es la gente muy politica, todos espafioles y gran parte
dellos originarios de la ciudad de Sevilla. Es gente de mucho entendi~
miento; su oficio es tratar y contratar, acepto quince o veynte vezinos
que tratan los campos y viven de los ganados y hacienda que en ellos
tienen. Es por la mayor parte gente rica ...

En este pueblo esta la gente con poco asiento y como de camino para
passar al Perl1 o venir a Espana. Es mucho el comercio y trato desta
ciudad, ans{ de las cosas de Espafia como del Perv por estar en medio
de las dos mares del Norte y del Sur, y muy acomodada para las
contratataciones.” M. M. de Peralta, Costa Rica, Nicaragua y Panama
en el siglo XVI, pp. 527-539. ‘

12. 1In the Antillean period it was 4.2 percent versus 4.4 percent,

13. For statistical purposes we counted only those explicitly described
as "eriados" and not, for example, their accompanying wives, children,
or cousing, even though these may by implication also be ranked in the
servant class,

14. For purposes of comparison with regional emigration to Peru as a whole,
we offer a breakdown by region of origin of 406 identified 'pizarristas':
Andalusia 26,6 percent (vs., 34.0 percent overall), Old Castile 13.3
percent (vs. 17.2 percent overall), Extremadura 19.4 percent (vs. 15.5
percent overall), New Castile 10.5 percent (vs. 13.5 percent), Ledn
8.6 percent (vs. 6.7 percent), the Basques 4,2 percent (vs. 5.7 per-
cent), Valencia 1.0 percent (vs. 0.7 percent), Navarra 1.0 percent
(vs. 0.7 percent), Galicia 0.7 percent (vs.0.6 percent), Aragon 0,5
percent (vs, 0.6 percent), Asturias 0.3 percent (vs. 0.5 percent),
Murcia 0.3 percent (vs. 0.4 percent), Catalufia 0.7 percent (vs. 0.2
percent), foreigners 12.3 percent (vs. 3.5 percent), Proportionately,
the two most disloyal groups were first the foreigners and secondly
Pizarro's fellow ExtremeRios.

Among those who emigrated in the preceding period (1520-39), we counted
an additional (09 rebellious plzarristas. Following our practice of not
basing percentages on totals of less than 100, we limit ourselves to
giving the regional totals: There were 20 ExtremeRos (14 of them from
Pizarro's home province of Ciceres), 19 Old Castilisns, 18 Andalusians
(12 of these from Seville), 13 New Castilians (¢ of them from Toledo),
10 Leonese, 2 Galicians, 1 Asturian, 1 Basque, 1 Canary Islander, 1
Murecian, 1 German, 1 Genoese and 1 Greek. Total: 89.
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15,

16.

17.

18.

The proportion of Andalusians among the second period emigrants to
Mexico was 35.0 percent, that among first period emigrants 30.0 per-
cent.A steady rise is discernible, therefore.

This picture is strikingly different from that prasentad by the 914
settlers of Mexico City who had emigrated prior to 1540. Among the
latter, for example, Andalusians represented only 32.7 percent, 01d
Castilians 18.5 percent, ExtremeRos 12.6 percent, New Castilians 11,2
percent, Lecnese 2.9 percent, Basques 4.9 percent and foreigners 5.5
percent,

That this was a new trend can be seen by comparing the above figures
with our earlier ones for the period 1493-1539. Then a total of 958
identified settlers yielded only 33% Andalusians, 22% Extremenos,
14.87% 01d castilians, 11.3% New Castilians, 6% Basques, 5.1% leonese,
1.5% Galicians, all other-combined 7.6%.

Our source is Vol, XVII of the Documentos inéditos para la historia

de Nicaragua (Coleccidn Somoza, Madrid 1957), which presents testimony
relating to the short-lived rebellion (1550) of Hernando and Pedro de
Contreras, the governor's two sons. See especially pp. 181-184,
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SPANISH EMIGRATION TO THE NEW WORLD: 1560-1579

In probing the origing of the present~day American Spanish dislects,
much basic research has been necessary in the area of pure demography.

Who were the ones who brought the Spanish language to the New World?
From what diglect reglons of the Peninsula did they come? What was their
social and occupational composition? How many of them were women? Where
did they settle in the Americas? How did they interact linguistically with
each other and with the native Indian populations? .

In a continuing effort to shed fresh iight on these bread questions,
two major prodfectt are peing conducted at the State University of New York
«t Buffalo by the author and a small group of his research assistants. One,
the more recent one, is entitled LASCODOCS (Linguistic Analysis of Spanish
Colonial Documents) and is a computer-assisted analysis of linguistic data
contained in & broad sampling of non-literary dated colonial documents that
represent every region of the New World. Based upon this goldmine of basic
data, the gathering of which was initiated at Buffalo in 1967 with generous
financial assistance, local, state and natioral, a numbexr of important
studies are now developing, including some doctoral dissertations. A large
lexical and syntacticsl reference work,the Léxico hispanoamerfcano del sizlo
XVI, already in the hands of the publisher (Tamesis Books Ltd,) will provide
the reader with a rich, carefully arranged sampling of the recorded speech,
often coarse and earthy, of the conquistadoraes and settlers of America.

The other project, begun many years ago (in 1950), is a giant demo~
graphic study of the varied patterns of emigration to the New World, chron-
ological and geographical, that were major contributors to aarly dialect
differentiation,

Research from our earlier studies has already demonstrated rather con-
clusively the demographically and perhaps linguistically decisive role played
by Extremadura and Andalusia, particularly Seville, in the settlement of
several of the New World colonies. While our biographical data files are
still far from complete (only 27,787 individual settlers of known birthe
place sut of the much larger number who had left Spain by 1560), the sample
was certainly large enough to ensure a very high degree of reliability.

Since our conclusions so far, both sociological and linguistic, are
fully stated in tvo books as well as several articles (1956, 1957, 1963,

- 71 -



1964, 1967, 1968),1 we will limit ourselves to presenting here for the first
time the results of our tallies for the years 1560-79, These, together with
the accompanying tables and maps, should be of value to linguists and his-
torians alike.

Information on the flow of emigration is more abundant for the period
1560~79 than for any two previous decedes.18 For each of the earlier periods
the passenger registries extant in the Archive of the Indies contained serious
Iacunggz which made it necessary to rely for certain years primarily upon
colonial sources (wills, gencalogies, chronicles, probanaas, interrogatorios,
and so on)., By contrast the passenger lists for 1560-79 are reasonably well
preserved, which accounts for the apparent increase in the tide of emigration,
Once again it must be emphasized that our statistics do not purport to compare
the volume of emigration in one time period with that of any other, but ave
instead designed to reveal patterns of emigration , in any given year, from
different places in Spain to different regions in Amexrica.

General Observations.

The most striking facts about Spanish emigration to America between 1560
and 1579 are that roughly three out of every four emigrants hailed from the
Southern half of the Peninsula and that 28.5% of all emigrants were women,
What 4s more, over half of all the emigrants came from just four adjacent
Provinces: Seville, Badajoz, Toledo and Ciceres! Ti:e period is also charsce
terized by an increasing variety of destinations and by a large number of
returnees (who as such are not included in our statistics). As In the pre-
ceding period (1540-59), ever fewer persons gailed for the New World as lone
adventurers, while more and more went out as professional men, government or
ecclesiastical functionaries (or as part of the latters' elaborate retinues),
as gkilled craftsmen, or as members or servants of large houreholds. As for
destinations, though the number of possibilities had by this time risen
considerably, by far the favorite goal was New Spain, which attracted two

out of every five new emigrants, thereby easily recapturing the first place

it had yielded to Peru in the period immediately preceding.
Ranking of regions 1560-1579.

As in all previous periocds, Andalusia leads the f£ield. Of a total of
17,587 regionally identified emigrants between the years 1560-79, Andalusia
contributed 6547 (37.2%), a proportion almost as high as in the original
Antillean period. New Castile came next with 343 (19.7%), for the first time
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overtaking Extremadura, which sent 3,295 (18.7%). Old Castile ranked a
poor fourth with 1,984 (11.3%), while ledn and the Basque provinces, though
still in tifth and sixth place respectively, lost ground: Leén 675 (5.0%),
Vascongadas 515 (2.9%).

Emigration from all other regions combined ({ncluding other countries
of Europe) did not even reach 6%. Foreigners, though still in seventh
place, dropped from 3.7% in the preceding period to an all-time low of 1.5%
(263).* Galicia placed eighth with only 179 (1.0%). Catalonia, Valencia,
and the Balearic Islands together placed ninth with 113 (0.6%). Navarre con-
tributed 112 (0.6%), Aragon 99 (0.6%), Murcia 96 (0.5%), Asturias 90 (0.5%)
and che Canary Islands 75 (0.4%).

Ranking by provinces.

Almost one quarter of all the new emigrants to America between 1560 and
1579 came from the single province of Seville. With a total of 4,112 (23.4%)
the contribution of this leading province is proportionately about the same
as for the period 1540~59 (22.5%). Badajoz, with 2297 (13.1%), is firmly in
second place. These two provinces, together with Toledo 1695 (9.6%) and
Caceres 968 (5.5%), form a compact area that alone accounts for over half
of all new European settlers for the pericd. Other Spanish provinces rank
as follows: (5) Madrid 617, (6) Salamanca 561, (7) Cadiz 558, (8) Huelva
542, (9) Ciudad Real 509, (10) Valladolid 467, (11) Cdrdoba 448, (12) Burgos
384, (13) Guadalajara 343, (14) Granada 331, (15) Jaén 276, (16) Segovia
252, (17) Palencia 249, (18) Avila 227, (19) Milaga 226, (20) Guipizcoa 183,
(21) Vizcaya 182, (22) Zamora 171, (23) Cuenca 156, (24) Logromo 144, (25)
Santander 143 , (26) Leén 142, (27) Alava 125, (28) Navarra 112, (29) Astur-
ias 90, (30) Soria 81, (31) Canarias 75, (32) Zaragoza 60, (33) Albacete 50,
(34) Murcia 46, (35) Valencia 43, (36) Orense 42, (37) Pontevedra 41, (38)
Lugo 39, (39) Barcelona 33, (40) Corufia 26. The remaining provinces each
contributed under 20.

Emigration from the eities 1560-1579.

Once again the city of Seville, seat of the Casa de Contratacidn and
the port city that dominated all commerce with the New World, maintains

*This trend, which may be symptomatic of Spain's incipient xenophobia and
self-luposed cultural fsolation from the rest of Europe, was to be tempo-
rarily arrested in the following decades due to the annaxation of Fortugal
(1580-1640), which for a short time orened the Spanish colonies to a sig-
nificant influx of Portuguese,



its overvhelming ascendancy. With 3,831 emigrants (including the sailor's
quarter of Triana located on the opposite bank of the CGuadalquivir), the
city had the distinction of furnishing over one out of every five nev emi-
grants to America as well as a third of all the women (1,708 or 347.). It
sent considerably more new colonists than the next eleven top-ranking
cities combined, which were: (2) Toledo 537, (3) Trujillo (Caceres) 344,
(4) Madrid 333, (5) Salamanca 304, (6) Granada 296, (7) Jerez de la from-
texa (Cadiz) 246, (8) Cordoba 237, (9) Zafra (Badajoz) 231, (10) Talavera
(Toledo) 204, (11) Medelifn (Badajoz) 160, and (12) Segovia 143. These
twelve cities alone accounted for over a third of all new emigrants.
Next came (13) Llerenma (Badajoz) 131, (14) Ciudad Real 129 » (15) Medina
del Campo (Valladolid) 128, (16) Cdceres and Palos-Moguer 127 each, (18)
Fregenal (Badajoz) 125, (19) Guadaleanal (Sevilla) 115, (20) Mérida
(Badajoz) 106, (21) Almodavar del Campo (Ciudad Read), Ecija (Sevilla) and
Burgos 102 each, (24) Valladolid 98, (25) Ciudad Rodrigo (Salamanca) and
Torrijos (Toledo) 97 each, (27) Badajoz 95, (28) Carmona (Sevilla) 93, (29)
Utrera (Sevilla) and Guadalajara 91 each, (31) Plasencia (Caceres) and Bir-
huega (Guadalajara) €0 each, (33) Santa Olalla (Toledo) 89, (34) Avila 88,
(35) Sanlicar de Barrameda (Cidiz) 87, (36) Cazalla de la Sierra (Sevilla)
84, (37) Azuaga (Badajoz) and Milaga 83, (39) Segura de Ledn (Badajoz) 79.
Ihe 39 cities and towns {ust listed accounted for 8,828 or over 50
ercent of all emigrants to the New World in this period. Next follow in
descending order Alcald de Henares (Madrid) 78, Oropesa (Toledo) 77, Osuna
(Sevilla) and Zamoxra 75 each, Baeza (Jaen) 73, Antequera (Malaga) 71, Puebla
de Sancho Pérez and Villanueva de la Serena (both in Badajoz) 69 each,
Medina Sidonia (C&diz) 65, lMarchena (Sevilla) 62, Huelva 61, Jerez de los
Caballeros and Palomas (both in Badajoz) and Jadn,all three with 59, Garro-
villas (Ciceres) 58, Montijo (Badajoz) and Almsgro (Ciudad Real) with 55
each, Zalamea de la Serena (Badajoz) 52, Fuente del Maestre (Badajoz) and
Puerto de Santa Marfa cddiz) 50, Ayamonte (Huelva) 49, Ronda (Mglaga) 47,
los Santos de Maimona (Badajoz) and Bilbao (Vizcaya) both with 46, Almendra-
lejo (Badajoz) and Toro (Zamora) both with 45, Alanje (Badajoz), Ocafia
" (Toledo) and Valverde (Badajoz) with 43 each, Cerridn de los Condes, Palen-
cia and Vitoria (Alava) with 42 each, Leon and Trigueros (Huelva), both with
41, Puebla de la Calzada (Badajoz) 38, Fuente de Cantos (Badajoz), Logroio
and Sanldcar la Mayor (Sevilla) with 37 each, Ribera (Badajoz) and Valencia
each with 36, Berlangé (Badajoz) 35, Fuensalida (Toleao) 34, Burguillos

« 75 -




(Badajoz), Jaraicejo (Cdceres) and Calera and Escalona (Toledo) with 33
each, liontilla (Cérdoba) and ﬁ%eda (Jaén) with 32 each, Alburquerque (Ba-
dajoz) and Cidiz with 31 each and Constantina (Sevilla) and Tllescas
(Toledo) each with 30.

0f the 90 cities and towns mentioned so far, no less than 25 are loca-
ted in the single province of Badajoz. Forty-four other towns sent 20-29
colonists apiece and another 113 each sent from 10-19.

The City of Seville.

The dominant role played by the city of Seville in colonial affairs
throughout the century continued to manifest itself in the astounding fact
that between 1560 and 1579 gver one emigrant in every five (21.7%) emigrated
from the city of Seville itself! Moreover, of this human tide of 3,831

regaxded as native to the city. The statistics made this abundantly clear:
Native-born (Certain or near certain)

A. natural y vecino 59
natural 2,551
hijo - (’) de vecines 60
hijo ~ (a) de natural(es) 791
hijo - (a) de natural y vecino 23
hermano - (a) de natural(es) 33
esposa de natural y vecino 2

Subtotal: 3,519

Possibly Mative-born

B. wvecino - (a) 111
esposa de natural 99
esposa de veeino 5
pariente o madre de vecino(s) 3
pariente de naturales 26
nieto de natural(es) ¢
casos irclertos 5¢

Subtotal: 312
TOTAL: 3,831

Seville's favored geographical position and its virtual monopoly of
trade with the New World continued to give it an unbeatable advantage
throughout the century.

Merchants.

In the period 1560-72 almost one out of every sixteen male emigrants
was either a merchant or 2 factor (agent). Merchants, though exempted from
the regulation forbidding married men to sail without their wives, had to
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post bond, if crossing alone, to ensure that they would return within a
specified length of time, sometimes with the same fleet. Many of thenm
crossed repeatedly on these terms. It is highly significant that of 6355 new
merchants and 100 factores of known origin, ovar 60% were Andalusians and
most of these from Seville, while the most frequently named destination
was the Isthmus of Panama., Indeed of the 665 who fdentified themselves as
merchants, 348, or well over half, gave as their New World destination
either Tierra Firme alone (132) or Tierra Firme and Peru (216). Mexico
attracted less than half this number (147), while Peru alone was the des-
tination of only 77. Other merchants went to New Granada* (22), Santo
Domingo (16), Honduras (16), Cartagena* (11), Cabo de Vela (6), Cuba (6),
only 2 each to Puerto Rico and Chile, and one each to Venezueia, Isla Max-
garita, Jamaica, Santa Mar:a*, and Nicaragua. One merchant sailled merely
'to the Indies.'

Though 32 Spanish provinces sent merchants to the New World in this
period, Seville alone accounted for 362, or eisht times as many as any
other province! Far behind came Badajoz with 45, Burgos with 34, Huelva
with 31, Toledo with 20, Cidiz with 25, and Guipizeoa with 20. A clear
majority of all new merchants were Andalusians: 422, or 60.5%. Eighty-
eight othexs came from Old Castile, 63 from Extremadura, 53 from New Castile,
no less than 40 were Basques, while Ledn contributed 16, Galicia 8, Valencla
5, Murcia and Cataluha 3 each, Navarra and Asturias 2 each, and Aragon
and Canaries one apiece. There were 17 foreigners.

- In addition we found a few individuals, descendants of Genoese mer-
chants prominent in New World trade since the early days of the Conquest,
who sailed to America without explicitly calling themselves merchants but
vho were probably such. For example, Lucfan de Espinlola, a native of
Granada, salled for Mexico in 15613 in 1567 one Lucién gggjﬁdola de leédn,

a citizen of Seville, accomponied the new governor to Soconusce in Guate~
mala; Agustin Egpfndola, married, aged 26, and a native of the Canary
Islands, headed for Mexico in the same year, while Luis Esg{hdqlg, a native
of Genoa, also sailed for llexico in 1567, but posted bond saying that he
would return in the same fleet (usually an indication of merchant status).

o
If we include Cartagena, Cabo de Vela and Santa Marta with New Granada,
we get a total of 40.




Representing another family of distinguished Genoese merchants was Juan
Bautista Pinelo, born in Genoa, married, who pledged himself to return from
Mexico within three years.

Ships* captains, pilots and sailors (1560-7¢)

Only 144 of our 17, 507 new emigrants listed these categories as occu-
pations, This unusually low figure reflects the fact that sailors did not
appear as such in the passenger registries, and that it was no longer commeon
for sailors to take part in land expeditions, once they arrived in the Mew
World. The transatlantic convoy system devised by the Spaniards as a pro-
tection against pirates, being as it was under military rather than civilian
control, undoubtedly inhibited such freedom of action on the part of sailors
not already domiciled in Amexica,

Of these 144 new sailors the largest contingent was, as we might expect,
the Andalusians, with 55, or 38.2%. But what is surprising is the very
high proportion (30.6%) of foreigners, particularly Portuguese., The 44

foreign sailors were made up as follows: 24 Portuguese from the mainland
and £ more from the Azores, Plus 3 Dutchmen and 2 Vlemings, 2 Frenchmen,
2 Genoese, 1 Sicilian, 1 Corcican and 1 Creek,

By regions we have 55 Andalusians (38.2%), 44 foreigners (30.6%), 12
Basques (£.3%), and 7 Galicians (4.8%). 0ld Castile, New Castile and Asturias
each contributed 5 (3.5%), the Canaries & (2.€%), all others 7.

Hidalgos,

In the period 1540-59 we arrived at a figure of roughly 4.2% for just those
male emigrants whom the passenger registries or other sources consulted
clearly designated as hidalaos. The exact tctal was 31¢ out of 7,564. Ap-
plying the same criteria for the period 1500-79 vielded 516 hidalsos, which
out of ow total of 12,567 male emigrants produces for us a startlingly sim-
ilar result: &.17) Indeed the constancy of these two percentages in two suc-
cessive and rather large samples of the emigrant population {totalling over
20,000 males) leads us to supgest that for hidalros, & ratio of 1:24 ig
probably a reliable one to use in any overall demographic comparison with the
social composicicn of those who remained in Spain,

lowever, if we reexamine the statistics by regions, a very different
picture emerges. Andalusia, with 161 nddalaos among 3747 m2les, is exactly
average with 4,2%. BRut ilew Castile with 68 hidalgos among 3343 males, has
only 2,7%, while Extremadura'’s percentage of hidalnos (66 out of 2627) is



8 mere 2.1% The north of Spain, by contrast, sent a noticeably higher pro-
portion of hidalgos. 01d Castile (95 out of 1600 males) 6.0%, Leon (48 out
of 703) 6.8%, and the Basque Provi..es (42 out of 463) a record 9.0%. The
conclusion is inescapable that between 1560 and 1579 tue pattern of emigra-
tion to the New World was definitely more aristocratic from the North than
from the South.

Emigration of women 1560-1579

The proportion of female emigrants shows a steady rise as the century
rrogresses, Whereas in the Antillean period (1493-1519) women accounted for
only 5.6% of ail emigrants and in the period 1520-39 the percentage was gtill
only 6.3%, the proportion more than doubled to 16.4% in the years 1540-59 ag
royal edicts made it harder if not impossible for a married man to emigrate
without his wife, or to remain in the New World without sending for her. But
economic distress at home and the increasing security and comfort of urban
life in the colonies attracted an even greater proportion of women in the
period 1560-79. Of our 17,580 identified erigrants, fully 5,013 or (28.5%)
were women or girls. Of these female emigrants (at least one for every three
males), 1,989 (roughly 407) wer . either married (1,904) or widowed (85), the
remaining 3,024 (60%) being si igle. By regions the breakdown is as follows:
Andalusia 2,780 (55.4%), New Castile 872 (17.4%), Extremadura 668 (13.3%),
Old Castile 384 (7.5%), Leon 172 (3.4%), the Basque Provinces only 45
(0.9%), the Cinaries 13 (0.3%), Gaiicia, Navarre, Murcia and Catalonia 10
each (0.2%), Valencia 9, Asturias 8, Aragon 8, and foreigners (chiefly
Portuguese) 14 (0.3%).

If wa compare female emigration with total emigration from the same
region, we find that women and girls accounted in this period for less than
6% of the Galicians, roughly 9% of the Basques, 20% of both Old Castilians
and Leonese, 20.3% of the Extremenios, 25% of the New Castilians, 42.4% of
the Andalusians, exactly 50% of those from the province of Seville, while
from the city of Seville itselr, the women -actually outnumbered the men!

Individual proviners each contributing more than 100 women or girls were:

1. Seville ® 1 2 Toledo 516 3. Ciceres 256 4. Huelva 187

5, Mzdrid 176 ¢, cadiz 156 7, Valladolid 130 8, CSrdoba 126

9. Salamanca 123 10. Granada 1i% 11. Ciudad Real 109

It will be noted that, as always, Andalusia alone continues to claim
well over half of all women who emigrated to the New World, and that the
majority of these came from the sirgle city of Seville. Here are the com-
paruilve percentagss among female & ..grants:

I



1493-1519 5,481 308 5.6% 67.0%
1520-1539 13,262 845 6.3% 58.3%
1540-1559 9,044 1,480 16.47% 50.4%
1560-1579 55.4%

17,587 5,013 28.5%
Missionaries and Clergy '

Once again it must be pointed out that membexrs of the clergy were not
required to furnish information about their birthplace and parentage. Con-
sequently *he 458 whom I have identified represent only a portion of those
who actually sailed. O1d Castile, which in the period preceding furnished
15.47% of all emigrants to the New World but an astonishing 28.8% of the cler-
gY, has dropped back to normal (11.3% of all emigrants vs. 12.4% of the
clergy), while Andalusia's contribution has risen but is still below average.
(32.5% of the clergy vs. 37.2% of all emigrants). It must be noted, however,
that the presence among the Anddlusian emigrants of 2,780 women, whose sex
disqualified them es missionaries, would account for much of the. discrepancy.
Here are the figures on the emigration, by regions, of missionaries and
clergy between 1560 and 1579: 1. Andalusia 149 (32.5%), 2. New Castile 102
(22.3%), 3. Extremadura 86 (18.8%), 4. Old Castile 57 (12.4%), 5. Leén
24 (5.2%), 6. The Basque Provinces 18 (4.0%),all others 22(4.8%). There
were no Asturians and no foreigners. The five most important provinces wexe
Seville 86, Ciceres 44,Badajoz 40, and Ciudad Réal and Toledo with 36 each.

The changing pattern of emigration to the New World in the second half
of the XVIth Century is marked by a steady increase in the number of persons
emigrating not as independents but as servants in the retinue of some high-
ranking official of Church or State. Already by the period immediately pre-
ceding (1540-59), almost one emigrant in ten was a servent. Among our present
emigrants (1560-79) the proportion rises even higher, to 13.6% (2,390 out of
17,587). Curiously, the percentage of Andalusians among the gervants (885
out of 2,390) is absolutely fdentical with that among emigrants as & whole:’
37.2%1 New Castile, with 19,0% of all emigrants, has 20.2% of the servants.
Old Castile, with 11.3% of all emigrants, has a significantly higher propor-
tion of servants (15.8%7), while the percentage of servants from Extremadura
1s very low: only 9.3% (vs. 18.7% of emiprants as a whole). Ledn and the



Basque Provinces both have a relatively high share of servants (ledn 6.6%
and the Bagques 4.3%). The leading provinces are Seville (677 sexrvants),
Toledo (289), Valladolid (152), Badajoz (139), and Madrid (107).
Destinations in Amexrica 1560-1579.

After briefly yielding first place to Peru between 1540 and 1559, Mex-
ico once again becomes the most popular destination. Out of a total of 18,575
indications of destination mentionedf Mexico claimed 7,209 (39.8%), Peru
3,513 (21.5%), New Granada 1,586 (8.7%), Santo Domingo 1,115 (6.1%), Tierra
“irme or Panama 928 (5.1%), the Plate region (including Paraguay) 733 (4.0%),
Chile only 488 (2.7%), Guatemala 478 (2.6%), Quito 291 (1.6%), llicaragua 250
(1.4%), Florida 239 (1.3%), Costa Rica 226 (1.2%), Cuba 191 (1.17%), Venezuela
167 (0.9%), Puerto Rico 152 (0.8%), Yucatdn 120 (0.7%), Trinidad and Tobago
46 (0.3%) and Tucumdn 35 (0.2%).

We will now examine in turn each of the major destinations.
Emigration to New Spain (including New Galicia).

Over. four-fifths (81%) of a1l fourth period emigrants to Mexico came
£rom the Southern half of the Peninsula: Apdalusia, Extremadura and New
Cagstile. Among 7,218 new settlers identified, 3,174 (or 44.0%) were Andal-
usians, and of these Andalusians 2,209 or roughly 70% hailed from the
province  (and most often the city) of Seville. This high percentage of
Andalusians among the settlers of Mexico continues a pattern established from

the outset:

1520-39 1540-59 1560-79
35.0% 47.47% 44, 0%

Extremadura and New Castile ranked second and third with 1,370 (19.0%)
and 1,296 (18.0%) respectively. 0ld Castile, with only 690 (S.5%) was a
poor fourth. Leén was a digtant Fifth with 244 (3.4%) followed by the Basque
provinces with only 153 (2.1%).nmigration to Merico from all other regions
combined (Galicia 3¢, Asturias 30, Navarra 53, Aragon 38, Cataluiia 19,
Valencia 17, Murcia 30, the Canary Islands 23,and all foreigners 40), ac-
counted for the remaining 4.C%.

The preponderance of Andalusians and Extremchos among emigrants to
New Spain between 1560 and 1579 is one of the most striking features to
emerge from the present study. Among the individual pr--inces Seville
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This figure, larger by 640 thau the total number of emigrants counted, re-
flects the fact that some colonists settled first in one ecolony, then in
another.
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naturally stands above all the rest with 2,209, Badajoz is second with 1,066,
Toledo third with 704, Caceres fourth with 206, Cadiz fifth with 283, and
Cérdoba sixth with 205. Other important contributions were made by Huelva
(196), Guadalajera (185), Ciudad Real (181), Madrid (174), and Valladolid
(163).

Mexico City.

Old Castilians, who in the period 1560-79 constituted a mere 9.4% of the
fresh emigrants to New Spain, comprised no less than 19.3% of the 342 new
settlers identified for the viceregal capital itself. Andalusians, on the
other hand, were much more poorly represented in the capital than in New
Spain as a whole (26.7% vs. 44.0%). The same is true of the Extremefos
(8.4% va. 19.0%). Here 18 the hreakdown: Andalusians 90 (26.7%), 01d Cas-
tilians 66 (19.3%), New Castilians 63 (18.1%), Extremehos 29 (8.4%), Basques
24 (7.0%), Leonese and Navarrese 2i each (6.6%), all others together 28. It
will be noted that the proportions of Leonese, Navarrese and Basques are all
higher than for New Spain as a whole.

Among the individual provinces, Seville came first with 57, followed by
Toledo with 31 and, curiously, Navarre with 21.

Emigration to Peru

Among 3,682 new emigrants to Peru during the period 1560-79, there were
1,339 Andalusians (34.5%), 751 New Castilians (19.3%), 684 Extremefios (17.6%),
598 Old Castilians (15.4%), 171 Leonese (4.4%), 167 Basques (4.3%), and 38
foreigners (1.0%). In addition we counted 28 Galicians, 24 Aragonese, 20
Navarrese, 20 Murcians, 13 Asturians, 13 Catalans, 10 Valencians, 5 Canary

Islanders and 1 from the Balearics,

Foremost among the individual provinces were Sevilla 931, Toledo, 394,
Badajoz 339, Caceres 336, Valladolid 182, Madrid 167, and Burgos 114.

Lima 1560-79.

Up through 1559 Lima, the City of Kings, had had 690 inhabitants whom
we were able to identify. Of these, a mere 27% were Audalusians, 17.4% were
Old-Castilians, 17% Extremenos, 15.6% New Castilians, a record 8.6% Basques,
4.8% Leonese, 3.97 foreigners, and all other combined 5.8%. For our fourth
period (1560-79) we have identified the birthplace of another 497 emigrants
who resided in Lima for varying lengths of time. For these the regional
percentages are markedly different:. While the proportion of Andalusians
slowly climbs back to a more normal level, that of the Extremenos continues
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to drop sharply in the aftermath of the civil wars and that of the New Cas-
tilians jumps spectacularly, perhaps due to the influence of the viceroy
Toledo himself.

Here are the figures: Andalusians 149 (29,.9%), New Castilians 128
(25.8%3, Ol1d Castilians 85 (17.1%), Extremehos 66 (13.2%), Leonese 29 (5.9%),
Basques 17 (3.47), foreigners 8 (1.6%), all other combined 15 (3.1%).

Foremost among the individual provinces is Toledo with 89 new residents,

followed closely by Seville with 87. Other provinces with sizeable contin-
gents are Caceres 37, Cordoba 33, Badajoz 27, Madrid 22, and Burgos 21.
Emfgration to New Granada.

The third most popular destination in America between 1560 and 1579
was the New Kingdom of Granada, under which heading we have ineluded also
Pbpayéh, Cartagena, Santa Marta and Cabo de 1la Vela.

Among 1,577 new emigrants we identified 539 Andalusians (34.27%), 366
New Castilians .(23.2%), 327 Extremenos (20.7%), and only 153 Old Castilians
(9.7%), 43 Basques (2.7%), and 36 Leonese (2.3%). There were also 27
Galicians (1.7%) and 20 foreigners (1.3%), all but one of them Portugnese.
Valencia contributed 18 emigrants, Asturias 15, Navarre, Murcia and the Can-
aries 9 apiece, Aragon 4 and Cataionia Just 2.

The leading provinces are Seville 306, Badajoz 223, Toledo 188, Huelva
104 and Caceres 102.

Bogoté. ,

For Sante Fe de Bogocg, the capital of Nueva Granada, I could determine
the provinclal origin in Spain of only 101 new residents during this period,
among them 39 Andalusians (38.6%), 16 New Castilians (15.8%), 15 01d Castil-
ians (14.87), 13 Extremenos (12.9%), 9 Basques (8.9%), and 5 Leonese (5.0%).
Foremost among the individual provinces were, surprisingly, Huelva with 15 and
Granada with 9. Next followed Valladolid with 8 and Cééeres, cérdoba and
Sevilla with 7 each.

Cartagena.

In this period the flourishing port of Cartagena begins rather s idenly
to attract large numbers of settlers. Between 1560 and 1579 no less than 300
new identified emigrants gave Cartagena as their destination, the overwhelm-
ing majority of them hailing from the southern half of Spain. There were 125
Andalusians (41.67 , vs. 37.2% for the New World as a vhole), another 72
(24.0%) from New Castile,and another 4% (16.3%)from Extremadura for a combined




81.9%. There were only 23 0ld Castilians (7.6%), 9 Leonese (3.0%), 8
Basques (2.7%), 6 foreigners (2.0%) of whom 5 were Portuguese and one a Cor-
sican, 3 Galicians (1.0%), and only 5 from all other regions combined: Canrary
Islands 2;Asturias, Catalufa and Navarre 1 each,

One third of all the new settlers (96 of them) came from the single
province of Seville, with Toledo furnishing another 40, and Ciceres and
Badajoz 26 and 20 respectively, The key port of Cartagena, like that of
Panama (q.v.) was, with its large population of sevillanos, well on its way
to becoming an overseas extension of the great Andalusian metropolis,
Emigration to the Antilles.

Vulnerable as they were to repeated attacks by foreign pirates, the
Antilles had early lost their appeal to prospective settlers, all but
8% of whom preferred in this period the relative security of the mainland.
The passenger registries in Seville are filled with references to bonds
which some of the emigrants were required to post to ensure that they would
settle in one or the other of the islands without abandoning 1t soon after-
wards for the greater attractions of New Spain or Peru.

Of the mere 1,458 fdentified emigrants to the Antilles (Santo Domingo,
Puerto Rico, and Cuba) between 1560-79, three-fourths (1,115) went to Santo
DPomingo, Spain's oldest and best~established colony in the area., Here are
comparative figures for tF ixty-year period since 1520:

1520 1540-59 1560-79
out of 12,425 re- out of 8,786 re- out of 18,575 re-
corded destinations corded destinations corded destinations
Santo Domingo 1,372 (11.0%) 389 (4.47%) 1,115 (6.0%)
Cuba 195 ( 1.6%) 32 (0.37%) A (L.0%)
Puerto Rico 108 ( 0.9%) 51 (0.5%) 152 (0.8%)

As in previous periods, the islands' statiscics reveal, next to Panama,
the highest concentration of Andalusians anywhere in the New World. The
trend is dramatic in both areas:

Immigration into Panama (Tierra Firme)

1520-39 1540-59 156C-79
% Andalusians 33.0% 48,27 59.9%
Immigration into Santo Domingo
% Andalusians 45 . 6% 47.5% S35.0%

For Cuba the figures are not as startling but still very high:
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Immigration into Cuba

% Andalusians 41.07% (-=)* 46.77%
For Puerto Rico the pattern is somewhat different:

Immigration into Puerto Rico

% 0ld Castilians 30.6% (-=)* 12.5%
% Andalusians 26.9% (--) 39.2%
% Extrerehos 14.87% (~~) 17.8%

Though the proportion of Andalusians (3%.2%) going to Puerto Ricc has s
finally risen above that of Andalusians to the Indivs as a whole (37.2%) it
still falls well short of those recorded for the other two islands. Puerto
Rico was, between 1520-39, the only colony in the entire New World in which
Andalusians did not predominate, but this pattern was quickly submerged by
the one prevailing elsewhere.

The City of Santo Domingo

The port of Santo Domingo, as America's earliest Spanish city and the
seat of its first Real Audiencia, was still attracting a large number of new
settlers between 1560-79 despite the growing threat of pirate attacks. We
counted 868, of vhom well over half were Andalusians and roughly one third
were from the single city of Seville! By regions we found 477 Andalusians
(54.9%) easily the highest conecentration of Andalusians anywhere in the New
World, versus only 111 ExtremeRos (12.8%), 105 0l1d Castilians (12.1%), 92
New Castilians (10.6%) and 42 lLeonese (4.8%). There were & Catalans, 7
Basques, 6 Gallegoes, 5 from Murcia, 5 from the Canary Islands, 3 each from
Asturias and Navarra, 2 Valencians and 2 Portuguese. Among the provinces
Seville easily leads with 324 (37.3%), versus 74 for Badajoz, 49 for Huelva,
40 for Madrid, 37 for Ciceres, 35 for Salamanca, 30 for Toledo, 28 for Valla-
dolid and 26 for Jaén.

By 1575 Panama, the crossroads of commerce between Spain and Peru, had
grown into a eity of about 400 houses and some 500 veciros, almost all of
them wealthy merchants from Saville. /fcf. M.M. de Peral :a, Costa Rica,
Nicaragua y Panamd en el siglo XVI, pp. 527-539, who cites the testimony
of Dr. Alonso Criado de Castilla, an eidor of the Royal Audiencia in Panama
at that time./

*0verall figures on emigration to Cuba and Puerto Rico during the years
1540-59 wore teo low to warrant a percentage analysis.
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This fact is well supported by our statistics. Out of 927 identified
emigrants who gave Tierra Firme or Panama as their destination in this per-
iod, 555 (or an astonishing 59.9%) were Andalusianms, with Extremadura con-
tributing only 97 (10.5%), New Castile 89 (9.6%), Old Castile 88 (9.5%),
Vascongadas 30 (3.2%), Leén 29 (3.1%), all other regions combined only 39
(4.2%). Of the only seven foreigners, five were Portuguese.

Among the provinces, only four are worth mentioning: Seville, with 413
settlers, Badajoz with 64, Huelva with 54, and Caceres with 32. If we com-
pare the figures for Tierra Firme with those of the two earlier periods the
trend toward Andalusian domination ig clearly apparent:

Settlers of Tierra Firme: 1520-39 1540~-59 1560-79

Andalusians: 316 ( 33%) 244 (48.2%) 555 (59.9%)
Extremenos : 211 ( 22%) 136 (26.9%) 97 (10.5%)
All others combined: 430 ( 45%) 126 (24.9%) 275 729.6%)

957 (100%) 506 (1C0%) 928 (100%)
Ihe River Plate Region (including Parzsuay)

Only 736 emigrants gave the Rio de la Plata as their destination be-
tween 1560 and 1579, Of these 255 (34.6%) were Andalusians, 98 (13.3%)
Extremenos, 81 (11.0%) New Castilians, and 79 (10.7%) 01d Castilians.

Right behind came the foreigners (always numerous in this region) with 78
(10.6%).* There were 52 Basques (7.1%), 31 Leonese (4.2%) and 27 Galicians
(3.72). The provinces rank as follows: 1. Seville (141) 2. Badajoz (62)
3. Toledo (35) 4. Caceres and Cddiz (34 each), and Madrid (28).

Actually, all but 14 of our total of 736 emigrated from Spain in 1572 as
members of a single expedition commanded by Juan Ortiz da Zavate, clear evi-

dence that the Plate ragion was not naturally attractive to colonists at that
time, On the contrary, it shared with Florida a reputation for being the
graveyard of disastrous expeditions,** remote, inhospitable, full of warlike
Irdian tribes, and, worst of all, lacking in mineral wealth.
Chile

Another remote and highly unpopular region at this time was Chile. José

f[The 76 new foreign settlers were composed of 45 Portuguese, 12 Azorean3s,
7 Plemings, 4 Italians, 3_Dutchmen, 2 Genoese, 2 Greeks, 1 Sardinian, 1
Sicilian and 1 levantine,/

#%/Magellan (1519), Cabot (1527), Alcazaba (1534), Mendoza (1536), Cabeza
de Vaca (1541),/
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Toribio de Medina's Coleceién de documentos inéditos pecs la historia de
ghi}p;.§egggga“§g539_11§§§;15§§1 is full of official complaints to the

inable war with the Araucanian Indians, the expense and hazards of the long
Journey by land or sea, the exorbitant cost of living, the lack of effective
legal recourse (because of the enormous distances involved) against unjust
or partisan decisions by high-placed officials, and many other factors,

In view of its bad reputation it is small wonder that Chile was in
this period the destination of only 488 new settlers of known origin. Among
these are counted 152 Andalusians (31.1%), 111 New Castilians (22.77), 95
Extremefios (19.5%), 63 o01d Castilians (12.9%), 21 foreigners (4.3%),% 17
Leonese (3.5%), 10 Basques (2.0%) and ¢ Galiciane (1.6%). Murcia and the
Canaries sent 4 each, Asturias 2 and Aragén 1.

The principal provinces axe: Badajoz (68), Ciudad Real (40), Toledo
(29), Cdceres and Valladolid (23 each), and Granada (22).

Guatemala

Identified new settlers of Guatemala during the years 1560-79 number
478, of whom 197 (41.2%) were Andalusiana, 97 (20.37%) New Castiliang, 87
(18.2%) n1d Castilians, and only 20 Extremeiios (6.1%, an exceptionally low
figure). We counted in addition 22 Basques (4.67%), 19 Leonese (4.0%), 6
Galicians, 6 foreigners, ¢4 Aragonese, 3 each from Navarre, Asturias and
the Canaries, and 2 from Valencia, There were no Catglans at all. More
than one new colonist in every five was a native of the province (and in
most cases the city) of Seville (106 out of 478)! Other Provinces were
Toledo 62, Prlencia 28 (21 of whom emigrated in 1569), Ciudad Real 25, and
Valladolid and Malaga 20 each.

Surmary
To sum up our distribution of emigrants among the major colonies in

America, we present the following comparative tables for the years 1560-
1579:

6,547 Andalusians distributad as follows:

. — t—

* -
/8 Portuzuese, 6 Creeks, 2 Genoese, 2 other Italians, 2 Flemings and }
Frenchman, /
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59.9% of the total of the new colonists of Panama

55.0%
44,07
41.27
37.2%
34.6%
34.5%
34.27
31.1%

Sante Domingo has risen sharply.
significantly higher proportion of Andalusians in
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1,984 014 Castilians distributed as follows:
18.27% of the total of the new colonists of Guatemala
15.4% ®eisesse sessssssscssesssscassssssss Peru
120 e iiitittitieitnntnncnnsnnennsn.. Chile
Y ey Domingo
11.3% ®e0seesscssseessssssesssssssssanssss the Indies
10077 tuieiiiiiiieiiiiiiiiietiiensenasenes R0 do la Plata
L Nueva Granada
T Panama
9.5% ®e0cssessssecsctstsssssessnsscssnsss Mexico

875 leonese distributed as follows:
4.5% of the total of the new colonists of the Indfes
4.47, I T S P T o 11
4e2% tieiiiiitiiiiiiiiiiiiiinieseiensesss R{O de 18 Plata
4.0% ®escesrsscssesassesscsnssssssnsessss Cuateomala
T Chile
Bl ittt tietntenesaese e, Mexico
3.1% ®eecssestssssessssssnsssssssscasesss Panama
T Santo Domingo
2.3% ®esccsseserscrsisssssssasnesnnssssss leva Cranada

515 Basques distributed ag follows:
7.1% df the total of the pew colonists of Rfo de la Plata
4.6% ®eecssssesessstsasenscsnnssssnnssnses Quatemala
&, 3% #es0scsssnsstsesnssessssnsnssssesess Peru
Y Panama
2.9% R T T T the Indies
L Nueva Granada
T Mexdco
2.0% ootetieciitttiotnnnntesacennnsennns.s Chile
1.2% Sececssscsittitcsissitiitnnnnnenss..Santo Domingo

263 foreigners distributed as follows:
10.6% of the total of tha new colonists of Rfo de 1a Plata

&.3% ............!...........l........... Cl‘ile
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Y 17 Indies

L3 ceeeiiiiiiineieintiitionnnesensnssss Nueva Granada

Le3% tentineneeinsintenrennnnsansannsesss Cuatemala

L0k teteteeeiuneressnnensanssnsnsennasss Poru

0.7 tiitieetitittiteetistssessnnnsnesss. Panama
U v 2evs P

L DY ey o Domingo
Once again we see that the proportion of foreigners is significant only

in the southern half of South America, particularly in the Plate region.

179 Galiclans distributed as follows:
3.7% of the total of the new colonists of Rfo de la Plata
U | P Granada
] Chile
13 eeeiiiiitiitiriiitenrisnnnnnnsessss Cuatemala
Y SR Indies
L Peru
O Santo Domingo
0.6% ®seresssrscssssressssessssnnssassess Maxico
0.5 cieiieiitiiieettterstisesesnnencsss. Panama

From all the above tables it may be seen that in this period:
1) Panama featured the highest percentage of new Andalusians and the lowest
of New Castilians,
2) New Granada had the highest percentage of fresh New Castilfans and Extre.
meiios, and the lowest of Leonese.
3) Guatemala attracted the highest percentage of new O1d Castilians, the
lowest of Extremenos.
4) The Rfo de 1a Mffa continuc. to show the highest concentration of Gallegos,
foreigners, and ques,
Cumulative Data: 1493-1579

To summarize our statistical data on emigration to the Indies in all
four periods studied so far (I: 1403-1519; 1I: 1520~1539; YIIX: 1540-1559;
IV: 1560-1579) we offer (1) a cumulative table of the regional con:jﬁbutions

between 1493 and 1579 (Chart 1), (if) a cumulative ranking of the
tributing provinces, and ({i1) a cumulative ranking of cities which by 157¢
had each contributed 200 or more identified emigrants, '

Jor con-
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Conclusions

The appendixed tables ruveal among other things that by 1579 (i) the
Southern half of the Paninsula had, not surprisingly, contributed over twice
as many colonists as the Northern half, (i11) well over a third of all colon-
ists had been Andalusians, (111) the contributions of Old and New Castile
had been roughly equal, (iv) the Basques and Navarrese together had furnished
less than 5%, the Galiclans barely 1%, and the entire kingdom of Aragon
(Aragon, Valencia, Baleares and Catalonia) together with Murcia barely 2%,
(v) though the percentage of Canary Islanders had increased in esch of the
four pericds (from 0.1% to 0.4%), the cumulative percentage continued to be
inrignificant not only in the registros de pasajeros but in the colonial
sourcas also, and (vi) the percentage of foreigners, highest just before the
middle of the century, had by 1579 dropped considerably but was still cumu~
lateiy higher than that of the kingdom of Aragon.

Chart 1, Cumilstive Totals by Province 1499-1579

1. Sevilla 9852
2. Badajoz 5168
3. Toledo 3377
4, Chceras 2918
5. Valladolid 1905
6. Salamanca 1704
7. Huelva 1701
8. Burgos 1215
9. Cérdobda 1201
10. Madrid 1166
11. Cddiz 1149
12. Ciudad Real 087
13. Jaén 958
14. fvila 840
15, Granada 764
16. Segovia 745
17. Palencia 728
18. Guadg}ajara 697
19. Guipizcoa 539
20, Malaga 514

Although we have not yet statisticelly analysed the patterns of emi-
gration that developed during the XVIIth, XVIIX, and later centuries, there
is considerable evidence to suggest that eventually the flood of emigration
from Andalusia and Extremadura subsided somewhat in favor of inereased emi-
gration from language and dialect areas of the North (Galicia, Asturias,
Navarra, Aragon, CataluBa).
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However the statistics for the XVIth Century leave little doubt that in
the formation of the earliest Spanish dialect 4n the Ant{lles, which in turn
formed the base for most of the early ones on the mainland, a8 decisive role
was played by the Andalusian dialect of Castilian spoken by over half of all
the Spanish-born women, over a third of all the men, and by the great majority
of sailors and merchants who linked the Old World with the New.
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1. Boyd-Bowman, Peter: Indice geobiografice de 40,000 pobladores_espanoles
de Amexics en el siglo XVI . Vol. I (1493-1519) Instituto Caro y Cuervo.
Bogota, 1964. Vol. IX (1520-1539). Editorial Jus, Mexico D.F,, 1968. (Both
volumes may be ordered from the Editorial Jus, Plaza de Abasolo N2 14, Col.
Guerrero, Mexico 3, D,F.) Vols. IIX (1540-59) and IV (1560-79) are type-
scxipts ready for publication. Ths individual conquistadores and other
colonists listed in the four volumes completed so far number over 45,000,
“tere 1s also in preparation a £ifth and £inal volume, covering the years
1580-99, which will conclude our systematic study of XVIith Century emigration
to the New World. 1In addition we have published several articles on the same
subject, both in English and in Spanish: "Regionsal Origins of the Earliest
Spanish Colonists of America,' PMIA (Dec. 1956), 1152-1163; "La procedencia
regional de los primeros colonizadores espanoles de America," Mundo Hispanico.
Madrid (Oct. 1957); "La emigracion peninsular a America: 1520-39," Historica
Mexicana, (Dec. 1963), 165-92; "La procedencia de los espanoles de America:
1540-59," Historica Mexicana (Sept. 1967), 37-71, and others.
2. Records for the Antillean peried (1493~1519) begin only in 1509 and even
then are fragmentary in most years. 1In the next period (1520-39) the pas-
senger lists for 1520-25 are totally missing and those for 1529-33 frag-
mentary also. The period 1540-59 is strangely lacking in passenger 1lists
for virtually the entire period prior to 1554 (i.e. for the important years
corresponding to the civil wars in Peru),

Cf. the three published volumes of the Catdlego de pasajeros a Indias
(Vol. X: 1509-1534, Vvol. II: 1535-1538, Vol. IXI: 1539-1559) c.s.I1.C.
Sevilla, 1940-46,
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CITIES WHICH BY 1579 HAD EACH SENT 200 OR MORE IDENTIFIED JEITLERS

1. Sevilla 6,380
2 Toledo 1,110
3. Salamanca 762
4. Trujillo (Ciceres) 683
5. Cérdoba 673
6. Madr.id 619
7. Granada 607
8. Palos-Moguer (Huelva) 563
9. Valiadolid 506
10, Jerez de la Frontera (Cidiz) 448
11. Talavera (Toledo) 457
12, Madina del Campo (Valladolid) 4ul
13, Medellfn (Badajoz) 390
14. Segovia "3
15. Burgos 3.
16. Zafra (Badajoz) 35
17. Guadalcanal (Sevilla) 35.
18. ceres 328
19. Ciudad Rodrigo (Salamanca) ouy
20. Avila 296
21, Badajoz 296
22. Ciudad Real 273
23, Plasencia 258
24, Llerena (Badajoz) 255
25. Ecija (Sevilla) 253
26. Mérid,a (Badajoz) 247
27. Sanldcar de Barrameda (Cadiz) 213
28, Fregenal (Badajoz) 208
29, Milaga 206
30. Jaén 202
31. Guadalajara 200

TOTAL: 20,50

(L.e., 45.47 of the
total number of all
emigrants.?
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