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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
emigration 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 SO percent of the emigrants. A chain of 4
provinces (Sevilla, Badajoz, Caceres, Toledo, Salamanca, and
Valladolid) accounted for slightly over half of all emigrants 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 emerging as almost
invariable destinations. Between 1560 and 1579, roughly three out of
every four emigrants came from the southern half of the Peninsula and
28.5 percent were women. (NQ)
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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

geobionrfifico de

pohladores

de America en el siglo XVI MB). Two of these
volumes have already appeared
(1964, 1968), the other two, 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as yet unpublished.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 completion
in 1974. Each of these reference
works spans a twenty-year period
of emigration and furnishes abbreviated biographical 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 MIS, and the
aesearch Foundation of State University
of New York, this and its related
research project LASCODOCS (linguistic
Analysis of Spanish Colonial Documents),
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 14M0D= is described briefly in the last of the
present articles, I
will not mention it further here.
Suffice it to say that both of these longrange projects are the fruit of several
years of patient and systematic gathering of both historical and linguistic
data from XVI Century archives, much of
it documented for the first time b,
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, historians, 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
SPANISH 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 theory of
Andalusian influence, based, as it is, largely upon seseo and zglelea, 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
America. 1 But though statistical counts tend to show that during the sixteenth
century as a whole no single region contributed an over-all majority of colonists to the Indies, claims are still made that individual parts of the New
World were first colonized chiefly by set:lers from this or that region of
Spain.

For example, Andalusians and Extremifios are generally credited with a
major part in the colonization of Peru, but so far actual figures argil lacking

either to confirm or refute this.2

Amado Alonso and Kaimu:J, Lida, while re-

jecting the theory of the Andalusian origin of New World dialects in general,
concede that Andalusians probably did predominate during the
.:st 30 years
3
in the Antilles.
But Tomas Navarro, in his study of the Snel'ic:h of Puerto
Rico, concurs with the belief of Jos13 Padin that that island's first settlers
'

were principally colonists from Old Castile:
4

again there have been no statis-

tics.

The striking phonetic contrast between the tierras sites and sierras aas
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 the 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 areas than they were to
their mountainous hinterlands. 5
Such interesting theories, plausible though they may be, cen never rise
above the level of ingenious speculation until we have gathered more accurate
statistical data not only on the regional origins of Spanish colonists of
every part of America, but also on the chronology of their migrations.
data, accounting for some though of course not all of the factors that

These
shaped

the New World Spanish dialects, can furnish a sound historical basis for

approaching numerous unsolved problems in the field of American Spanish linguistics, besides being of value to historians and sociologists in several
fielda.6
Data on regional origins are fortunately available to a surprising degree.
The patient efforts of the directors of the Archivo de Indies in Seville

in publishing extant passenger lists, and the studies of Rubio, Henriques.

Urea, Aubrey Neasham, and Rodilgues Arnie have yielded valuable results.7
However, none of the latter exhausted all available sources 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 Ureila, whose manuscript notes and files are in my possession,

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
each man, such as full name, parentage, place of origin, occupation, desti-

nation, marital status, year of passage, 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
t.ew colonists and of fresh cultural stimnli (books, plays, fashion's in

dress and behavior, social, religious, and philosophical ideas) continued
throughout most of the colonial period.

However, Amado Alorso believes

that Spain's linguistic influence on her American colonies, though it continued 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 ccnsciousness.1°

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 islalds of
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the 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 areas of the
mainland it had already passed through
an initial period of environmental acclimatization
and dialectal leveling
and was emerging as a distinctively New World
brand, susceptible to the continuing influence of the peninsula, but
distinctive nevertheless. Later
individual colonists arriving in any New World
colony probably tended to
conform, within one or two generations,
to the brand of Spanish they found
already established there.

Though data are: not nearly 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 luarcmiento
or Imgar de vecindad of 5,481 persons known
to be in the Indies prior to
1520.
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 the initial
or Antillean

nsjOyjekLtricsptjqtgstfartltleroujnev9szttdonallmajor
expeditions, were the Andalusians, of whom
over 78% came from the two single
rovinces of Sevilla (1259-58%) and Huelva
(439-20%).
In fact of the 49
provinces these two alone furnished over 30%
(30.9%) of the total number
of colonists for the entire period. If 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 Old Castilian
provinces of
Valladolid (224) and Burgos (213), the New
Castilian province of Toledo
(208) and the Andalusian province of COrdoba (180).
Then follow in order
adiz (122), Jan (120), Vizcaya (119), Avila (110), Segovia
(108), Madrid
(102), Palencia (100), Zamora (95), Santander (80),
then Ciudad Real (69),
Guadalajara (67), Guiptizcoa (64), Soria (58), LeOn
(56), LogrOtio (54), and
lastly, with between 30 and 50 each,Alava (40),
Asturias (36) and Cuenca
(33).

- 3 -

J

.

I

4

A

1
-Nt

Ii

41W4

mar

N...71111,1
\N.11
VY6698}0.6

itr.

tlt
,,,,,V0/111111,04!`:41111s0
WM1.111111111

11111--

\11?1111

Jot,
);111.

The rest of Spain, comprising Galicia,
Navarra, Aragon, Catalufia,
Valencia, Baleares, Murcia, the Canary Islands,
and the recently conquered
kingdom of Granada (Granada, Wilaga, and Almer(i)
contributed little or
nothing.
From outside of Spain came 141 foreigners!
44 Portuguese, 61 Italians
(mostly Genoese sailors and merchants)
and 36 from other countries. With
the possible exception of the
Portuguese, the linguistic influence of these
foreigners was nil. 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 150919, 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 made substantial
gains (Old 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 377. share of the total.
It is a most significant fiitct
tbet for the Antillean period as a whole

so_:lacsAtorrethtmotistinevettry:rendalusiarleinevefive
VS1fEMthg212XIDS914_gevilleAndoneARAMEXSMAlliTSIJASISI41
Sev ,lie ag his hove
tows.

In fact Seville with its suburb of Triana
contributed more identified colonists during this
time than the 14 next highest
ranking towns combined, which ate (in order):
Palos (illusive) 151, Toledo
101, Salamanca 88, Cordoba 84, Burgos
63, Badaioz 60, Moguer (Huelva) 56,
Madrid 53, Medina del Campo (Vail.) 46,
Jerez de la Frontera (Cad.) 45,
Segovia 42, aceres 41, Avila 40 and BeialcaZer
(Cord.) 40. Total: 910,
as compared with 958 for Seville and Triana.
Next in line come Valladolid 39, Ciudad Rodrigo
(Sal.) 38, CuSllar
(Seg.) 32, Las Garr'villas (Cti-C.) 31, Huelva 31, Jan
31, Saniticar la Mayor
o de Alpechfn (Sev.) 31, Sanitfcar de Barrameda (Cad.)
31, icija (Sev.) 30,

Zamora 28, Lope (Huelva) 27, Medellin (Bad.)
27, Wrida (Bad.) 27, Utrera
(Sev.) 26, Carmona (Sev.) 24, Alconchel (Dad.)
22, Jerez de Badajoz 22,
Palencia 22, ?lasencia (Cic.) 22, Toro (Zara.) 22,
Baeza (Jan) 21, Olmedo
(Vali.) 21, Trujillo (Czie.) 21, Llerena (W.)
20 and Soria 20.
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Fcrty-throa 'they 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 settled
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 island 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.13 Of these 109, 45 (41%)
wcre Andalusians (29
from Sevilla, 7 from Huelva). Then followed Old Castile
with 21 (19%) and,

curiously, the Basques, with 18 (16.5%), 10 of them from Guipacoa.
New
Castile (6), Extremadura (6), Leon (5) and the
peripheral regions (Galicia
4, Asturias 3, Valencia 1, Aragon 1) account for
the other 23.5%. In view
of these proportions the idea that Puerto Rico's
earliest settlers were
principally Castilian is now clearly untenable.

Cuba and the conquen of Mexico.

For Cuba and Santo Domingo I have no

separate figures, inasmuch 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 Cortes
and Narvgez I have identified
743, or roughly a third. Let us examine their
proportions. Once again
Andalusia leads with 227 (30%), Old Castile is second with
150 (20%),
Extremadura is third with 9/ (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 (10.57.),
but more amazing

yet is the unusually high proportion of Portuguese,
Galicians and Asturians
(58, or 87.), and of Basques (36, or 5%, mostly vizca(os).

Lastly there

were 23 Italians and 14 of other nationalities.
Some interesting conclusions can be drawn from this.

First, that the

two Castiles contributed only a quarter of the early
conquerors of Mexico,
secondly, that the proportion of speakers of Western
peninsular dialects

was exceedingly large
(31%), and thirdly, that when ships'
crews participated in a conquest, as
happened in this case after Coras scuttled
s'.ips, then the proportion
of Basques, Galicians, and foreigners
could be .mpected 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 carte of Eugenio de Salazar,
written around 1573,
described the jargon of those salty
veterans of ocean crossings and the
lasting linguistic and lexical effect
that 40 days of listening to it would
leave &A landlubbers.
from:the Castilian mesetad.15 Especially in the Antillean period, when all communications
,,re by sea, the sailor's koin4 must
have exerted a powerful i;:fluence
on the speech of the rest.
,Tho...skisynof Darien.

Let us now consider the case of the small colony

of Darien, on the Isthmus.

When Pedrarias Dgvila 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 metre 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,
Marten Pernd'ndez del Enciso, Kira;
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 Nunez himself was an extrema-0.
If however we study the origins of the 244 I 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 "la
mss lucida gente que de Espana ha salido,"
including a large contingent
from his native Segovia.

Though Andalusia still leads, as always, with

30% (74), Old Castile's share triples to 26% (63)
and New Castile and Leon
gain also, thanks in part to the prestige of
Pedrtrias at the Court. But
later in the century, when the trade route to Peru is well established,
we
shall find Panama's inhabitants composed
predominantly of sailors and

merchants from Seville fattening on the two-way trade with
Spain and Peru.17
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limlz.ration of women to the Indie:,(1509-19).

Though women did come to
the Indies in the first half of the Antillean period I have
no separate data
on female emigrants until 1509. Buy for the period 1509-19
I have made a
subtotal of the women appearing in the atiam:LdLumateripaosads
and
have reached the following conclusions:
The women tended to come from large cities and
all but a handful went
to Santo Domingo, 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, parents, or relatives.
A few single women,
mostly from Seville, went out as 'crime
a term which may have been a
cover for something else.

Of the 308 women counted in this decade the
town of Seville alone furnished over half. If 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 11.57., Toledo 5%,
Huelva and Salamanca 3%
each, all others together 10.5%.

By regions, the breakdown is as follows:

In the period 1509-19 Andalusia

contributed 37% of all colonists but a staggering 67% of the women,
Extremadura 16% of all colonisus but only 12.5% of the
women, Old Castile
19% but only 8% of the women, New Castile 9Z of all colonists
and 7% of the
women, Leon 8% of all colonists but only 37. of the women.
Except for a
woman from Guiptizcoa in 1512 and one Portuguese woman in 1511 the
Basques,
with 4.5% of 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 mist have exerted a linguistic
influence
far in excess of their numbers. Women have traditionally ten:ed
to plf.y a
conservative and stabilizing role in the history of a language.
Conversation
was no doubt even more 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 Antillean dialect,
envied and imitated as they were, both in speech and
in r-mduct, by the more
numerous Indian women of the island settlements.

-8-

Seville.

No other town in Spain
approached Seville in prestige or importance in the eyes of the colonists.
A busy inland port, seat of the
caudeCo.....2.....ltratacicin... and natural
center for recruiting 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, moneylenders, shipbuilders,
cosmologists, explorers, sailors and artisans
born in
other parts of Spain and
even abroad, who would eventually 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 fastliving, flamboyant,
cosmopolitan city bursting with color
and excitement, a
wide open door to news 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.
Each
ship returning 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
families from the outlying districts
of Andalusia. As fast as tpvillanos
left for the. Indies, other
Andalusians moved in to settle in the city.18
This dynamic 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 home and some had even married
Sevillan girls.39
There are in all this important
linguistic implications. In the sixteenth
century the model for those who
aspired to elegance of speech
was unquestionably the speech of the
aristocracy of Toledo; moreover, when the
vice-regal
courts of Mexico and Peru
were established it is certain that
these became
two more cultural and linguistic
foci propagating the language
and letters
of the Spanish court."
But what is true for the
sixteenth century as a whole is not
true for
the primitive Antillean period
in America (1493-1519).
Different circumstances call for different speech
standards. Just as the speech
of the

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
of new recruits anxious to win acceptance. 21

In the early days of the con-

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, where life to the new amval 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 preceded 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 Old or New Castile.
The difference may have been negligible.

My aim is rather to establish the

fact that as far as emigration to America was concerned, it was the speech
of Seville, not thatof Toledo or Madrid, which set the original standards.
How subsequent immigration and political or cultural developments
transformed this original state of affairs (as they apparently did), is
best discussed at the proper stige.

It would be imprudent to attempt to

predict the ultimate effect of linguistic conditions in the early sixteenth
century upon those of the twentieth century, even in the Antilles, without
considering factors that arose in the intervening period.

Mine is simply

a description of the linguistic state of affairs as I visualize it to have
been, in the light of known facts, in one restricted area (the Antilles)
during the period of history that preceded the large-scale settlement of
the mainland. 23

To sum up, we are justified in saying that no matter how the trend may
differ iu later periods, the first or Antillean 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 koin& developed at this
time, with its store of Antilleanisms, that was carried by island settlers
to the mainland.

The degree to which this pattern was altered by subsequent

waves of emigration will be the subject of further study.
- 10 -

FOOTNOTES
1.

Consult especially Tomes Navarro, Aurelio Espinosa (hijo), and L.
Rodriguez- Castellano, "La frontera dal andaluz," RFE, xx (1933),
225-378; Pedro Henridquez UreriajEl problema del andalucismo dialectal
de America (Buenos Aires, 1932),-Amado Alonso,'"Preblemes de dialectologfa
hispanoamericana," in Vol. 1 of the Biblioteca de DialectolWit
Ulammaagolsang(13DH), (Buenos Aires, 1930); and his Estudios
tames hispanoamericanos (Madrid, 1953). The latter volume
includes reprints of the following important studies: "La base
lingtifistica del espariol americano," "Origenes del seseo am ericano,"
"La 11 y sus alteraciones en Espafia y America," and "-r
y -1 en Espafia
y Assfrica."

2.

s

4.

See Pedro Benvenutto Murrieta, El lenguaje peruano (Lima, 1936),
pp, 118-119; also Juan de la ROtTairariTiTBEFBUtiction to Roberto
Levillier's Audiencia de Lima (1549-64), (Madrid, 1922), tomo 1.
"Andalucia y Extremadura plasmaron el Peru" (p. xvii), etc.
...si AndalucIa dio alguna vez predominio de conquistadores y
colonizadores, eso tuvo quo ser en los primeros ti.mpos, y justamente
la America de los primeros treinta alias so redujo al Caribe, y togs
concretamente, a las isles" (Alonso, Tomas hispanoamericanos, p. 327).

See Navarro's introduction to his El espegol en Puerto Rico (Univ. de
Puerto Rico, (1948). Says Pain, Te7Es.771173."17"Terra
tambien Mixer (en su libro Porto Rico, Nueva York, 1926) al hablar del
origen andaluz del gfbario (el campesino puertor-iquego). Cast todos
los primeros pobladores 4ue 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 Henriquez Urega,
consult Wagner, "El supuesto andalucismo de America y la teoria
climatologica," RFE, xiv (1927), 20.32, and IlenrAuez Uretia, Sobre
Alpsobleme del andalucismo dialectal do Am6rica (Buenos Aires,1132),
pp. 121 ff., 129 ff.

6.

The growth of the Spanish-American dialects has-varied in each region
with a number of factors, each cf them important but none in itself
decisive. These include:
(1) the dates of conquest 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, mestizajaj 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.

di

7.

Luis Rubio y Moreno, Pasajeros a Indians (Sevilla, 1917), published in
Col. does. ineds.
la hist. de Iberoamecica, Vols. VIII and XIII;
Pedro Henr quez Urena, pp. 1-1 0 ..ntit ed
Amrica); Juan Rodrfguez Arztla, "Las regiones W.41sULsuo&Lsa
espanolas y la poblacion
de America (1509-38)," Rev. Indies (Madrid, XXX (1947), 695-748;
V. Aubrey Neasham, "Spanish Emigrants to the New World: 1492-1592,"
HAHR (1950), pp. 147-160. See also the articles by Juan Frieda, "The
Catglo o de asaleros and Spanish Emigration to 1550," HAHR (1951),
pp. 3 , an
Algunas observaciones sobre la realidad de la
emigracan esptgola a America an la primera mitad del siglo X41"
(Rev. Indies, M4drid, CLIX (1952), 467-496). Miss Vivian M. Gruber,
apparently
with the study by Arzda, has in the Florida
State Univ. Stud., No. III (1951), 1-7,.a short note, "PeriT=
Origins of Spain's First American Colonists," which sums up the tabulated figures of Henrfuez Urena, Noasham, Icaza, and (for Chile)
Thayer Ojeda.

8.

Angel aosenblat's masterly study, La poblacion indi ena de America
desde 1492 hasty la actualidad (Buenos res ca cu ates t at
in 1570 there were 140,000 white persons living in the Spanish American
colonies. How many of these were native-born criollos it is hard to
estimate, but allowing for those on the one 11AT7g-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.

9.

For the Antillean period my chief sources of information were, besides
(Sevilla, 1940, Vol. I), the 67volume Coleccion de documentos ineditos de Indies (Pacheco, Ctirdenas,
Torres de Mendoza 1g al..) for which Ernesto Schifor has comp fled a
valuable indite alfabetico de personas (Indic° de la coleccion de/
doceciadpIrdim, Madrid, 1946, temp I); the Coleccian de
documentos ineditos pare la historia de Iberoam6rica, Vols. V,.X, XI,
XIV; Jose Toribio de Nedina4 4oacubrimiento cor-Mano Pacffico
(Vols. I and II, Santiago de Chile, 1913-14), which deals with Balboa
and Pedrarias; Francisco A. de Icaza, Diccionario autobio refico do
cmgeores_v oobladores de Nueva EUEli:7 vo s. MA
Alonso Dorantes do Carranza, Amaria relecion de las cases de la
Nueva Espana, (1604), Mexico, 1902; Agustin Rillares Carlo, ,Indiie
extractos de los Protocolos del Archivo de Notarilas do Mexico, D.F.,
Como I, 1924-28 (El Colegio do Nixie°, 1945); and the historians and
chroniclers Bernal D6az del
Historia verdadera de in
conquista de la Nuova Emma, Gonzalo WiTliezide Oviedo, Historia
1..........._2ralc.le2sileneraltidias, Fray BartolomS de las Cases, Historia
de las Indies, Juan de Castellanos, Elgs.fzi de_smones ilupeKes da
Indies, and Francisco Lopez do Gomara, Historia do la conquista do
5172Wa For identifying place names in Spain, I used principally
Pascual Madoz's mateo, numensutas 16-volume Dicciouilammulfico-estadfitico-

the ..,stiata

higthat;tr
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(Madrid 1845 50).

10.

See Alonso, Tema taspanomesicattos., "La base lingiiistica del esparto'
americano."

11.

I have chosen the year 1520 because with it starts
a new phase in the
Spanish colonization of the New World: the assault upon the mainland.
With the opening up for settlement of Mexico, Venezuela,
Central
America, New Galicia, Peru, the Plate region and the
New Kingdom of
Granada, a flow of emigration began to those places
that originated not
so much in the i.nrilles as in Spain itself. However, the initial
landings in Mexico by Cortes in 1519 and Narvgez in 1520 may still be
considered as terminating the preceding ( Antillean)
period, inasmuch
as the members of these two expeditions were recruited entirely
from
among the island settlers.

12.

The Kingdom of Granada, comprising the present-day Andalusian
provinces
of Almeria, Granada, and Malaga, had at the dawn of
the colonial period
only just been conquered and was in many 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
Cgdiz
122
5.6
Ja(n
120
5.5
Kingdom of Granada (Almer(a, Granada, Mglaga combined) 54
2.4
Total for Andalusia
2172
100
The province of Sevilla's 58% share 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
Th2 restief'theprovince
301
14.5

Total

1259

58

13.

Angel Rosenblat, p. 81, estimates that even as late as 1570 Puerto Rico's
towns boasted a total of only 200 vecinos or 1,000 whites.

14.

Not until a captain's fame had reached Spain did he attract to his
standard large numbers of his 2afrpanos. Later we may find an Harnando
Pizarro and an Hernando de Soto depleting the towns of Extremadura
with
their irresistible call to seek fame and fortune in the: Indies.
(Out
of 605 who followed de Soto on his ill-fated expedition to
Florida in
1538 no less than 269 (44%) were from his native Badajoz, with
50 of
these men fro© his native town alone!) But in the early period
I must
emphasize that this is not the case. Diego Veliftzquez/Ponce de Le6n,
Cortes, Ojeda, Balboa, Pedrarias, all commanded
expeditions in which
their compatriots were in the minority.
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IS.

Carl4e1 dp_Bpgenio de Salazar, vecino
y natural de 11441111, escritaa,0

muy gmiculares amigos

sums, publicadas por la Sociedad de Bibliofilos
Espanoles (Madrid, 1866), pp. 35-37.
See on this subject A. Alonso,
Temakcit., pp. 63-67; also Berta Elena Vidal de Battini,IAVoces
marinas
en el habla rural de Szn Lute,' in Eilokoea,
(Buenos Aires), 1, 105-149.
16.

17.

18.

19.

Histprlasgneral ..., ed. Amador de los Ri'os (Madrid,
1851-55), II,
473 ff.
M. M. de Peralta,
CostaRical_Nicaragua y Panamg en el siglo XVI, pp.
527-539, gives a "Sumaria dcscripci6n
del Reyna de Tierra Pirme,
llamado Castilla del Oro,
que estg subjeto a la Real Audiencia de
Panamt(, por el Dr. Alonso
cried° de Castilla, Oidor decano de la
mama.
Nodbre de Dios, 7 de mayo de 1575,"
which
reads
in
part:
"la
ciudad
de Penang
tendri quatrocientas cases
... en que habrg quinientos
vezinos, y de hordinario asisten
ochocientos
hombres poco mis o menos.
Es la gente muy polAica, todos espa5oles
y gran parte dellos originarios
de is ciudad de Sevilla.
Es gente de mucho entendimiento; su oficlo
es tratar y contratar, ecepto quince
o veynte vezinos que tratan los
campos y viven de los ganados y hacienda
que on silos tienen. Es por
la mayor parte gente rice ....
En este pueblo esti la gente con poeo
asiento y como de amino pare
passer al Peru o venir a Espdga. Es
=eh() el comercio y trato delta ciudad, ansede
las cosas de Espana
como del Peril por ester en nedio de
las dos mares del. Norte y del Sur,
y muy acomodada pare las contrataciones."
For a description of Seville in the
16th century, see the historical
work of Santiago Montoto, Sevilla
en
el I.Torio (Siglo. XVI) (Sevilla,
1938).
Interesting documentary evidence may also be
found in the
Archly° de Protocolos de Sevilla_(Vols.
V,
X,
XI,
and
XIV of the CDI)
and in the 3 volumes of the
CatalqaodtEA141=0....Aandiali.

Because some of the pasajeros a Indies
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 easier for rer.idents of Seville than for other
people, I have made every legitimate
effort to offset such statistical
advantages. In the first place, the
very incomplete Catalog° de pasajeros has
numerous other sources, mostly colonial, been supplemented with
in which Seville could not
conceivably enjoy any statistical advantage.
attempted to differentiate them statistically, Next, though I have not
my files observe the
following categories of identification:
natural, vecino, hip de
vecinos, and hijo de naturales,
identification; which sometimes by
implication involve the family accompanying
one so described. 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 de
Lebrija") would on principle be
decided in favor of the smaller town,
the latter being the more likely
origin in view of the general drift
towards the big cities.
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When in 1529 a royal decree authorized other
Spanish ports to traffic
with the Indies, it is probable that
many northern emigrants then found
it convenient to sail directly from Coruria
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 pasaieros 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 CuAlar, Alonso de Badajoz or Pedro Vizcaf6.
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 surname 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 resonguilta and
especially with the discovery of America the
direction of migration of
future colonists was almost invariably from north
to south and not the
other way. Discreet application of
this correlation has permitted identification, 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 in which the correlation
breaks down,
nearly half involve legitimate sevillanos with
surnames suggestive,
however, of places outside Andalusia.
This means then that in the few
cases where persons have been identified only by their
names, Seville
has suffered a slight statistical penalty.
But despite all these
penalties and safeguards, Seville still
emerges as incomparably the
heaviest single contributor to the initial phase of
Spanish colonial
effort. Weighing all factors
togethor I believe that ry ratio of
sevillanos to other colonists is, fur the Antillean
period, substantially correct.
20.

For documentations of the superior prestige in the
16th and early 17th
centuries of the courtly speech of Toledo,
see esp. Amado Alonso's
Castellano, espanol, idioma necional.
Historiawiritual de tres
nombrep (Buenos Aires: Instituto do
1938,aand 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 natAonal idiom, enjoyed considerably
less prestige north
of its own border than it does today.

21.

Though it is true that a person's speech 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 real or fancied prestige.
Americans returning
from England with acquired Oxford accents exemplify
this very well.

22.

Enterprising Andalusian pilots, captains, and seamen early transferred
their base of operations to Santo Domingo and
Havana in order to engage
in the inteoisland traffic and the ships needed
by the island colonists
for their expeditions ofdiscovary,'conquest and
trade.
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23.

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 Benriquez Ureaa, Arzaa,
and
others did seem to indicate that by the end of the 16th century the
accumulated contributions of the "North" and "South" of Spain were about
equal. My task was to reorganize and supplement
their work in such a
way that it could be used for regional and chronological linguistic
studies and would reveal definite migration 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 "American Spanish," at least as far as the Antilles
are concerned. But we must constantly bear
in mind that the numerical
preponderance of Andalusiana was only one of several factors that helped
shape the first Antillean dialect and only one of a great many more
that helped form the Antillean dialects of today. These statistics
are merely guides, pointing, in cases of substantial majorities
or of
group migrations in certain years, to regional speech trends which
may
either have been reinforced or neutralized, then or later, by other
developments. Taken by themselves, these
statistics have no linguistic
validity. But properly used as supporting evidence by hlorians of
language and society, they can be of nc little help in answering the
all - important questions of who, wheys, when, and horj

24.

When a colonist's home town was known but not the year of emigration,
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,
120, or even '21. However in order to have sailed
with Cora% they
must have been in Cuba in 151C, so this became the earliest positive
date I could employ.

16

REGIONAL EMIGRATION TO THE NEW WORLD 1520-1539

If we compare the flow of emigration between 1520 and 1539 with that
of the Antillean period (1493..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. 3

Therefore any comparison

between the two streams should be based on regional contributions expressed 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 91.7% in the second period and 92%
in the third. Though the percentages vary somewhat, the seven regions
still maintain their relative order of importance, as shown in the follow
ing table:
1493-1519

Identified
Colonists
Andalusia

1520-1539

Percentage

Identified
Colonists

aet

2,172

39.7%

4,247

Old Castile

987

18.0%

2,337

17.6%

Extremadura

769

14.1%

2,204

16.69.

New Castile

483

8.87.

1,587

12.0%

Le6n

406

7.5%

1,004

7.6%

Basque provinces

257

4.4%

600

4.5%

Galicia

111

2.0%

193

1.4%

5,185

94.57.

12,172

91.7%

TOTAL

Old 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
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as follows, based on a total of 13,262 emigrants identified: Andalusia
4,247 (32 %), Old Castile 2,337 (17.6%), Extremadura 2,204 (16.6%), New
Castile 1,587 (12%), 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%). 5 The 557 foreigners are made up of 192 Portuguese (1.4%, the bame 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.

If we examine the regional contribution by years (grouping together the

years 1520-24, 1525-26 and 1529-33 so as to enable us to base our percentages on totals of never less than 500), we find that the Andalusian contribution, which up to 1526 and again in 1536 represents over 40% of the total,
drops to 34% in 1528 and to less than 23.0% in 1538, the only year in whinh
the Andalusian contingent is exceeded by that of another region.

For the year 1533 and onwards, the Catglogodepasajfkros a Indies
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 Puerto Rico, 743 in the expeditions which, starting
from Cuba, undertook the conquest of Mexico, and 390 in the Isthmus of Panama.

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 emigrant could elect, Mexico, during the period 1520 - 1530, failed in only
one year (1527) to attract over 50% of the emigrants of known destinetie:.

This proportion diminished somewhat in subsequent years with the
conquest of Peru and the large expeditione, in certain years, to other
parts of America (e.g. Rio de la Plata 1535-6, Florida 1538).

But

whereas other regions received important contingents in certain years
only, l4exico received them year after year.

Among 12,426 destinations

recorded for the entire period, Mexico alone claims 4,022
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(32.4%) or

almost one third of the total).

To the island of Santo Domingo (Hispaniola)

there went 1,372 (11.0%), to Peru 1,342 (10.8%), to the Rilo de la Plata
1,088 (8.8%), to Tierra Firme* 957 (7.7%), to Nueva Granada** 90( (7.3%).
to Florida 701 (5.6%), to Guatemala 468 (3.7%), to Veragua (in 1535 only)

432 (3.5%), to Venezuela 350 (2.8%), to Yucatan 278 (2.2%), to Cuba 195
(1.67.), to Nicaragua 137 (1.1%),

to Puerto Rico 108 (0.9%) and to Honduras

70 0.6%).
In later periods (154059, 1560-79, etc.) we shall see a sharp reduction in the proportional emigration to Santo Domingo, Central Am rica and
the R(o de la Plata, 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 follows: 1. Sevilla (2,447), 2. Badajoz
(1,543), 3. Toledo (750), 4. Valladolid (730), 5. decree (648), 6. Sala-

manca (558), 7. Burgos (410), 8. Jadn (393), 9. ardoba (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. Cddiz
(214), 19. LetIn (210), 20. Granada (201), 21. Mgliaga (181), 22. Guiptizcoa

(175), 23. Santander (173), 24. Guadalajara (145), 25. Cuenca (132),
26. Alava (117), 27. LogralO (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. Corura (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. Almeria (8),
46-47. !Arida and Tarragona (7 each), 48. Gerona (5), 49. Castell6n 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, aceres, Badajoz and Huelva) faces Portugal and the prongs
of which are £vila, Valladolid and Burgos in the north, Toledo in the center,

and Sevilla, ardoba, and Ja61 in the south.

A chain of only six provinces

geviadaozcjifceresuagmancaandValladolidaccount
sli htl

for

over half of all who emi rated to the New World between 1520 and

15391
** Tierra Firma, Nombre de Dios, Panama, and the RIO 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 its
sailors' quarter of TriAna 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 period 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, Cdrdoba 242, Salamanca 229, Valladolid 200,
Badajoa 196, Guadalcanal (Seville) 166, Trujillo (CSceres) 164, Burgos 143
and Granada 142.

Next in descending order follow Madrid 140, Segovia 131,
Medina del Campo (Valladolid) 135, Medellin (Badajos) 112, Xvila 107, C(ceres
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 Medellin.

The heavy contributions

of Medellin and Trujillo, the birthplaces of Pedro de Alvarado and of the
Pizarros, respectively, requires no explanation, but the case of Guadalcanal
is rather curious. This little town in the Sierra Morena was in former

centuries noted for its silver mines, but by the 'With century these may
well have begun to decline, because Xadoz in 1846 describes them as long

since abandoned (Diccionario geogthiso de_paplia, s.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 Munoz

Rico (No. 8459 in our Volume II), who, in the company of Garcia Nunez and
eight others, all from Guadalcanal, left for Mexico in 1527. In 1535 Garda

Nunez and Francisco Maim Rico appear as miners residing in Zuuipango and
Taxco respectively. Back in Spain un a brief visit, Francisco MUWoz 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 la Reins (Toledo) 91, Ciudad Real 90, icija (Sevilla) 87, Baeza
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(Ja4n) and Jerez de la Prontera (awe) 86, Triana (Sevilla) 80, Zafra
(Badajoz) 78, Llerona (Badajoz)

76, Palos (Huelva) 70, Jerez (Badajoz) 69,

Jaffn 68, Alburquerque (Badajoz) 61, Medina de R(oseco (Valladolid) and

tarida (Badajoz) 63, Villanueva de Barcarrota (Badajoz) 60, Plasencia

(deeree) 59, MAlaga 55, Le61 53, Guadalajara 50, Ubeda (Jan) and Utrera
(Sevilla) 49, Curran (Palencia) 48, Olmedo (Valladolid) and Ronda (Maimp)
45, Argvalo (Avila) and Bilbao (Vizcaya) 44, Almod6var 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:
cu4llar (Segovia) and °ca.& (Toledo) 39, Marchena (Seville) 38, Astorga
(Le6n) and Fregenal (Badajoz) 37, Illescas (Toledo) and Segura de Lan
(Badajoz) 37, Alcaraz (Albacete) and Coria de Galisteo (Caceres) 36, Ledesma

(Salamanca) 36, Alcala de Henares (Madrid) and Puente de Cantos (Badajoz) 35,
Cazalla de la Sierra (Seville) 34, Almagro (Ciudad Real) and Cuenca 33,
Sanlucar de Barrameda ( Cadiz) 33, Alanes (Seville) and Carmona (Seville) 31,

Puente del Maestre (Badajoz) 31, Bejar del Castaar (Salamanca) and Orduna
(Vizcaya) 30, Tordesillas (Valladolid) and Torrijos (Toledo) 30, Usagre
(Badajoz) 30, Vergara (Guip4zcoa) 29, Lepe (Huelva) and Lucena (Cgrdoba) 28,
Soria and Zaragoza 28, Murcia and Ontiveros (Avila) 27, Loja (Granada) 27,
Sanliicar la Mayor (Seville) and Trigueros (Huelva)

27, Alantara (Cgceres)

and Benaldzar (ardoba) 25, Fuente del Arco (Badajoz) and Santaolalla
(Toledo) 25, Duenas (Palencia) and Sahagri (Leon) 24, Almonte (Huelva) and
Marbella (Mgiaga) 23, Niebla (Huelva) and Puerto de Santa Marta (adiz) 23,

Oliva (Badajoz) and Santos de Maimona (Badajoz) 22, Andtar (Ja46) and
Benavente (Zamora) 21, Valencia de le Torre (Badajoz) and Villanueva de la
Serena (Badajoz) 21, Alba de Tormes (Salamanca) and Antequera (Malaga) 20,

Cezorla (JaA) and Jaraiz (Caceres) 20, Orense and Torrejgn de Velasco
(Madrid) 20, Valverde (Dadajoz) and Villanueva del Fresno (Fsdajoz) 20.
And finally we counted 75 communities that sent from 10-19 settlers
apiece. Of these 75, 22 are located in Old Castile, 16 in Andalusia, 15
in Extremadura, 10 in New Castile, 5 in Le6n, 3 in Galicia, 2 in the Basque
provinces, I in Navarre and 1 in Murcia,

ntsfAuatAmilltAmong 2,445 emigrants from the province of Seville we counted 1,721
from the capital itself 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 Contratacan and the city where at times emigrants
resided for several months while arranging or waiting for passage to America, the suspicion existed in 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 891 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 CatSlogo de pasajeros a
Indies 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 none 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. In 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 in the Antillean period, PMLA,
December, 1956, pp. 1159.1160).
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 adiz, share their importance in the second
period with Guipdzcoa and the Portuguese. Out of 255 identified as sailors
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we counted 132 Andalusians (Seville 59, Huelva 48, Cidiz 10, ardoba 2,

Jaen 1, Maw

1, plus one other Andalusian), or 47.8%; 44 Basques (Vizcaya

22, Guipiszcoa 16, plus 6 other Basques), or 17.2%; 30 Portuguese (11.8%); 13
Italians (5.17.); 10 Galici...as (4.07.); 9 Old Castilians (Burgos 3, Santander

2, Valladolid 2, Avila and Soria 1 each), or 3.5%; 6 ExtremeVos (Badajoz 3,

aceres 3), 2.4%; 5 Catalans (2.0%); 4 Asturians (1.6%); 3 New Castilians
(Ciudad 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
(O.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 (7.8% 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 sur-

names reveals a lower correspondence between place of residence and place of

birth than for the population as a whole.

For example there appear described

as vecinos of the city of Seville, which alone accounts for 64 of the merchanta, or over one third, merchants like Rodrigo NUEez de Illescas, Lope

SAchez de Uclds, SimA de Burgos, Diego de Toledo, Pedro de Soria, amez
de Llerena, Francisco de Plasencia, Pernandv Navarro or Martin Alemin, whose
surnames clearly betray their non-Andalusian origin, and others like Fran-

cisco and Gonzalo de Baena, Antonio de ardoba, Pedro Fernindez de Carmona
and Pedro Fernilndez de Utrera who very probably hailed from other parts of
*
Andalusia.
That many resident merchants were, however, also native-born

we can infer not only from names like Rodrigo Lopez de Sevilla, Fernando de

Sevilla or Juan thez 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, Sanldcar and other

souther-a party in ardor to

engage in transporting passengers and merchandise between Spain and the New
10
World.
It is worth noting that the Basques, although they represent
only 4.5% of all the colonists of the period, contributed 14% of the merchants, 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 NicolAs anchez de Aramburu and his son Juan,. or Martin de
Ordah and Domingo de Zornosa, were clearly stated to be Basques domiciled
in Seville.

.Following our usual practice we have classified such individuals as Basques and not as sevillanos.

Until 1529 the trading centers in America appear to have been Santo
Domingo and Mexico City, to judge by the statistical evidence of the destination 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 Spain but it is not certain where they settled), 8 in
Cuba, 6 in Puerto Rico and only 3 in Tierra Firma, 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 merchants 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

Rio de in Plata in 1530.

But Mexico is now clearly in the lead with 40 new
merchants, of whom at least 30 settled in the new viceregal capital from
1535 on.

Of the 179 merchants, 09 (49.7%) were born or domiciled in Andalusia
(especially Saville, 60 of wliose 73 merchants appeared in the Indies before
1530), 25 Basques (14%), 25 Old Castilians (14%), 8 New Castilians (4.5%),
9 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), Cuiptizcoa (6), and Segovia (7).

The Genoese trading houses established

in Seville, like the Catagni, Grimaldi, Centurioni, Vivaldi, Spindole, Salvagi, Basignane and Pineli, who helped equip 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 Benito (3enedetto) Centurion, Jacoma Espindola, and Juan
Bautista Pinelo, plus several others who were probably merchants although
we are not certain, like Esteban de Basinana, Juan Pedro de Vicaldo (for
Vivaldo?), Bernardo and Melchor Centuric;n, and Esteban Salvago.

TheemAarationofwamen.
In the Antillean period (1493-1519), out of a total of 5,401 identified colonists we counted 308 women (5.67), of whom two thirds (6Th) 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 (E.3%), the majority of them headed for Mexico
and Santo Domingo. Of these, 252 (30%) were married women emigrating with
their husbands, 85 (10%) were married women going out to join their husbands, 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%); Extremeas 98 (10.4%);
Old Castilians 98 also (10.4%); New Castilians 76 (9.2%); Leonese 36 (4.3%);
Basques 12 (1.4%), Portuguese 8 (0.97,); Catalans and Valencians 6 (0.77);

Flemith 5 (0.6%); plus 3 Aragonese, 2 Murcians, 2 Canary Islanders, 2

Galicians, 1 Navarrese, 2 Greeks and 1 Italian.

In 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 Old Castilians, 98 women
are 4.2%. Among 2,204 ExtremeiTos, 98 women are 4.4%. Of the 1,587 New
Castilians, 76 were women (4.8%).

But of the 4,247 Andalusians 493 women

constitute 11.6%oof the 2,445 sevillanos (city and province), 391 women
represent 16%, while of the 1721 emigrants from the city of Seville itself
287 (16.6%) were women, in other words, one out 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 67%
to 58.3%, that of the province of Seville from 57.5% to 45.3%, and that of
the city itself from 50% ( =-1 /2) to 34% 01/3)

Santo Domingo.

The preponderance of Andalusians in Santo Domingo noted in the Antillean

period (498 Andalusia= out of 1,145 or 43.57x) continues ui4iminished 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 (45.6%) many
of them women, making Santo Domingo the most heavily 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 flared
in the Catillogo de pasaleros between the years 1520 and 1539.
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Consequently,

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 edeticada, y en este
ciudad sole hay muchos vezinos e hombres ricos, que ninguna nescessidad

tienen de la Nueva Rape& ni de Tierra Firme, antes desde aqui se han sostenido o sostienen essos principios e fundaciones de fuera." (Oviedo, III,
473).

In addition to the Andalusians, already counted, we identified 184

Old Castilians (13.4%), 175 Extreme's (12.8%), 146 New Castilians (10.8%),
97 Laonese (7%), 46 Basques (3.4%), 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
(0.37.), 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,
Caceres 67, Salamanca 61, Ciudad Real 55, Toledo 50, Huelva 48, Cordoba
and Valladolid 40 each, Paiencia 37, Burgos 36 and CAdiz 33.
Cuba and Puerto Rico.

Unlike Santo Domingo, seat of the Real Audiencia, a flourishing commercial 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 adventures, 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
1,088 for the Rio de la Plata.

Cuba, with 195 new settlers identified,

shows more Andalusians, while Puerto Rico, with 108, features more Old
Castilians. Eere are the figures: Cuba. 80 Anclaluniana (41%), 34 Old
Cnatilianc (17.4%), 31 l'atrsmenos (15.9%), 14 New Castilians (7.2%), 11
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Leonese (5.6%), 6 Basques (3.1%), 5 Galicians (2.6%), 4 Portuguese (2.1%),
3 Italians (1.5%), 2 Navarrese (1.07.), 2 Aragonese (1.0%), 1
Murcian, 1
Catalan or Valencian, and 1 Frenchman (0.5%) each. Puerto Rico. 33 Old
Castilians (30.67.), 29 Andalusians (26.9%), 16 ExtremailOs (14.8%), and 16
Leonese (14.8%), 6 Basques (5.6%), only 2 New Castilians (1.9%), 2 Flemings
(1.9%), 2 Italians (1.9%), plus 1 Navaresse and 1 Galician (0.9%
each).
8----1-..--2--"aistRmiratior

In Volume I we were able to identify 743 of the original conquistndores
who in 1518 and 1519 left Cuba and landed in Mexico. Of these 743, 227
(30%) were Andalusians; 150 (20%) were Old Castilians; 97
(13%) were Extremenos; 77 (10.5%) were Leonese; 38 (87.) were Portuguese, Galicians or Asturians; 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 Tenochtitltgn. 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. In the period 1520-39
there arrived in Mexico, or were located there for the first 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 find 1,412
Andalusians (35%), 693 Old Castilians (17.3%), 598 Extremgos (14.8%), 507
New Castilians (12.6%), 290 Leonese (7.2%), 177 Basques (4.4%), 63 Portuguese (1.6%), 48 Italians (1.2%), 37 Catalans and Valencians (0.9%), 32
Aragonese (0.8 %), 32 Galicians (0.8%), 31 Murcians (0.8%), 23 Flemings

(0.6%),

21 Asturians (0.5%), 17 Frenchmen (0.4%), 15 Navarrese (0.4%), 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 1i7, CgCeres 171, Huelva 155, Burgos 151 and ardoba 111.
than 170 (4.3%) were foreigners.
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No less

The first white settlers of Tenochtitlan.
What was the regional composition of the earliest vecinos of
Tenochtita.
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 inhabitants, all of whom emigrated to America prior to 1540, 299
were Ands*
lusians (32.7%), 169 were Old Castilians
(18.57.), 115 were Extreme5as (12.6%),
102 were New Castilians (11.2%), 90 were Leonese
(9.9%), 45 Basques (4.9%),
23 Portuguese (2.57), 17 Italians (1.9%), 11
Aragonese (1.2%), 11 Galician
(1.2%), 6 Nevarrese (0.7%), 5 Flemish (0.51),
4 Murcians (0.4%), 4 Valencians
(0.4%), 3 Canary Islanders (0.3) ,3 Frenchmen (0.3%),
2 Asturians (0.21),
2 Catalans (0.2X), 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%, is normal also), but the
contingent from Extremadura
to be rather lower than average despite its being the native
region of
Fernen Cortes. The provinces best
represented, in addition to Seville (171),
are Badajoz (64), Huelva and Salamanca (58 each), Toledo (51), CiCeres
(46),
Burgos (38), Valladolid (37), Vizcaya (28), Segovia (26),
Zamora (21) and

ardoba (20).
Puebla.

For Puebla de los Angeles, founded by the Franciscans in
1532, the
proportions are noticeably different. The earliest inhabitants of
this
city were, in the majority, Andalusians and Extreme&s.
Here are the
figures: Out of a total of 168 identified
residents we counted 65 Andalui.
sians (38.7%) and 39 ExtremeWoo (23.2%). These alone account for 61.9%
of
the total. Then follow at a distance
the Old Castilians with only 16 (9.5%),
the Leonese with another 16 (9.5%), the New Castilians
with 13 (7.7%),the
Basques with 5 (3.01), 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),
Caceres (18) and Huelva (15).

11.2201142.
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 panetrated this western part of Mexico under the command of the New Castilian
_
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don NUZ6 Beltrit de Guzmgt.

There were 28 Old Castilians (24.6%), 26
Andalusians (22.8%), 20 ExtremeitOs (17.5%), 11 New Castilians, (9.670, 9
Basques (7.9%), and 8 Leonese (7.0%). 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 Old Castilians (23.6%), 70
Andalusians (21.9%), 59
Extremeitios (15.4%), 43 New Castilians
(13.5%), 20 Leonese (6.3%), and 19
Basques (6.2%).

The principal provinces are Badajoz 39, Seville 39, Burgos

25, Cdceres 20, Toledo 19 and Valladolid 15.11

The peninsula of Yucatan.
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 in Mexico, appear in Yucatan before
1540. Of this total of 278, almost all of whom arrived
in 1527, we counted
64 Andalusians (23.0%), 58 Leonese (20.8%), 48
Old Castilians (17.2%), 46
Extremaos (16.57,), 29 New Castilians (10.4%),
9 Basques (3.2%), 4 Asturians (1.47.), 4 Galicians (1.47,), 4 Flemings (1.4%), 3
Murciano (1.1%),
2 Valencians (0.7%), 2 Germans (0.7%), plus 1 Catalan,
1 Canary Islander,
1 Navarrese, 1 Portuguese and 1 Dutchman (0.47. each).
Salamanca heads the
list of provinces with 39 conquistadores, followed
by Seville 35, Badajoz

31, Toledo 16, Zamora 15, aceres 14 and Valladolid 14.
Guatemala and Chiapas.
Until 1539 we identified 467 settlers, 372 of whom emigrated
fmm
Spain in 1538 with the famed conqueror from Extremadura don Pedro de
Alvarado. The total is composed of
119 Andalusians (25.5%), 106 Extremaos
(22.7%), 101 Old Castilians (21.7%), 52 Leonese (11.1%), 35 New Castilians
(7.5%), 18 Basques (3.97,), 15 Aragonese (3.2%), 5 Galicians
(1.1%), 3
Wrcians (0.67.), 2 Asturians (0.4%), 2 Frenchmen (0.4%), 2 Portuguese
(0.4%), 2 Italians (0.47,), plus 1 Catalan, 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, Jaen
53 (51 of them in
1538 alone), Seville 40, Valladolid 35, Salamanca 30,

and aceres 24.

141ECaalEt

Colonized principally from Panama, the region yielded very few
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documents that we could use.
as a destination.
earliest settlers.

The Catglogo de pasajeros scarcely mentions it

Consequently we were able to identify only 137 of its

Here one can clearly discern the influence of the two

Segovian governors, Pedrarias Dgvila and his son-in-law Rodrigo de Contreras,
whose kinsmen and followers dominated the political life of that region for
so 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: Old Castile 51 (37.4%), New Castile 28 (20.4%),
Andalusia 26 (19.074, the Basques 11 (8%), Extremadura 9 (6.6%), Lean 3
(2.2%), Italy 2 (1.57), France 2 (1.5%), plus 1 Galician, 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 identified 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 Extremeilbs (22%), 142 Old Castilians

(14.8%),

10P New Castilians (11.3%), 57 Basques (674, 49 Leonese (5.1%), and 14
Galicians (1.5%). The rest of Spain and the foreigners furnished only 73,
or 7.67,. 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, aceres 40, C6rdoba 36. The single province of
Seville contributed 20%, that of Badajoz another 17.8%.
Cartasena, Santa Marta, and the New Kingdom of.Granada.

The conquerors of the territory of present-day Colombia and Venezuela
were unusual in that they featured a higher proportion of Castilians than
of Andalusians and Extremeabs.

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: Cartagena 524, Santa Marta 277, and the New Kingdom of Granada 105, although
it must be pointed out that of the 257 who in 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 ftgures include the 20 identified companions of Pancual de Andagoya (17 Basques, 2 Galicians and 1 Aragonese),

whose expedition in 1539 from Tierre Firma to the Rio de 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 Indies was cc 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 settlers of Cartegena of certain origin there are 17 from Albacete, only one from the province of Murcia, and from the port of Cartagena itself none at all. Heredia
himself was a madrileao.

The following regional contributions chow, 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 18%,
New Castilians 125 (25-90-10), or 13.8%, 115 Extremabs (35-73-7), or 12.7%;
04 Leonese (21-52-11), or 9.3%; 52 Basques (24-22-6), or 5.7%, 27 Murcians
(0-10-1), or 3.0%; 22 Asturians (1-19-2), or 2.4%, 16 Catalans and Valencians
(2-13-1), or 1.7%; 15 Aragonese (6-7-2), 1.7%; 14 Galicians (10-3-1), 1.5%;
13 Navarrese (2-9-2), 1.4%; 3 Canary Islanders (3-0-0), 0.67.; in addition,
the following foreigners: 29 Portuguese (14-213), 3.2%; 17 Flemings (6 -8 -3),

1.9%; 16 Frenchman (3-13-0), 0.6%; plus 1 Znglishman and 1 Dutchman (both
to Cartagena), 0.2% each.

The foreigners total 73, or 0.1%.

YO:IzMPla.

Few regions of America reveal in the origins of their earliest settlers
as strange a distribution as Venezuela.

We succeeded in identifying 3137

(of whom 27 came to the Indies before 1520), but only 69 of them were in

Venezuela before 1534, the year in which there arrived, "con los alemanes,"
an expedition of whose members we have identified 269.
Let us examine the regional proportions.

number of Andalusians and Old Castilians.

There is an almost equal

Unlike the usual pattern in

America, Lecin takes precedence over New Castile and New Castile in turn

over Extremadura.

Of all the regions of America Venezuela is the one with

the smallest proportion of Extremelios and the highest of Galicians, Nav-

arrese, Catalans and Balearic Islanders.

It is moreover, if we except the

To Venezuela we have added the islands of Trinidad and Cubagua, the island
of Margarita and the This of Pearls,Paria, and the expedition of Diego de
Orals to the nfo Maranon, although we located very few people in these places.
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R6 de la Plata, the region with the highest percentage of
foreigners (11.0%),
most of them commissioned by the banking house of the
Welsers.
Here are the figures: Andalusia 86 (22.27.), Old Castile 85

(22.0%),

Leon 44 (11.4%), New Castile 38 (9.8%), Extremadura 24
(6.2%), Baaque
provinces 21 (5.4%), Catalonia and the Balearic Islands 16

(4.17.), Germany

15 (3.8%) , Galicia 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
(0.8%) 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 numerical
advantage, however small, over the Andalusians and ExtremegOs.
The conquest of Peru.

In the early years, the numerical preponderance of Andalusians and
Extremegos in Peru does not appear to have been very marked.
Andalusia
(297 colonists) and Old Castile (298)
are tied for first place with 22.2%
each.

Extremadura is close behind with 274 (20.4%). New Castile has 186
(13.9%), Le6n 105 (7.8%), the Basques 74 (5.5%), Galicia 26 (1.9%),
Italy
16 (1.2%), Murcia 11 (0.87), Portugal 11 (0.8%),
Valencia 8 (0.6%), Asturias
7 (0.57.), Catalonia 6 (0.4%), Navarre 6
(0.4%), Aragon 5 (0.4%), 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.

12

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

Madrid (43) and Huelva (40).

DILSALREIima.
Though founded in the latter half of our second period, Lima by the
end of 1539 already has 247 identified residents, almost half
of them (48.7%)
Andalusians and Extremcgos. Here are the percentages:
Andalusia 69 (28.0%),
Extremadura 51 (20.77.), Old Castile 42 (17%), New Castile 28
(11.37.), the
Basque provinces 25 (10.1%), Lef5n 9 (3.67.), Italy 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, C'ceres 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
Cgceres was the home province of the Pizarros
end Cuzco the stronghold of
their cause in Peru, we find the largest single group to be the caceraos
(26), who formed a nucleus even more powerful than
their number would in»
dicate. Then follow Seville (22),
Toledo (16), Badajos (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
Old Castile, with 23 (13.9%) and New Castile, with 21 (12.77.).
Lean, 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 (4.8%), the Galicians 5 (3.0%), the
Valencians 3 (1.8%), the Italians 2
(1.2%), the Portuguese another 2 (1.2%) and the
Greeks one (captain Pedro
de Candia, 0.6%) .
The Rio de is Plata.

Of all the regions in America perhaps the one with the most unusual
composition of its earliest settlers was the Rio de is Plata.
Like Florida,
the Plate region in its early years was not populated by individual emigrants 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 contribution to this expedition, not only of Granada (69), but also
of the neighboring provinces of Millaga (78), Jan (64), Cordoba (61)
and Seville (96).
There were unusually few Extremaos, but an unusually large percentage of

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

Through 1539 the regional contributions ale as follows:
Andalusia 449
(41.3%), Old Castile 160 (14.7%), New Castile 107 (9.9%),
Extremadura 69
(only 6.37.), Portugal 59 (5.4%), the Basque provinces 53
(4.97.), LeSn 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 (0.67.), France 7 (0.6%), Aragon 6 (0.57.), Catalonia 6 (0.5%),

Germany 6 (0.5%10 the Canaries 4 (0.4%), England 4 (0.4%), Greece 2 (0.2%)

and Corsica 1 (0.1%).

Total: 1,082, of whom 130 (or 11.9%) were foreigners!

The best represented provinces are Seville 110, Milaga Cl, 3ranada 71,

Jan 70, COrdoba 69, Toledo 50, Valladolid 42, Badajoz 39, Caceres 29, Burgos
and Salamanca 27 each, Avila 25, ddiz 24 and Cuenca 21. 13
Asuncion (JtEraratly) .

On the first inhabitants of this remote and isolated center of colonial
activity we have at this time comparatively little data. Founded towards the
end of the period under consideration, the city received its 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 1536 and among the small reinforcements received bnfrye the arrival in 1541 of Cabeza de Vaca, we have
been able to identify oily 145 who reappear, principally from 1541 on, as

vecinos of Asuacan.

The following calculations, based as they are on a
rather small total, should be used with reservations: Andalusians 49 (33.9%),
Old Castile 19 (13.1%), Portuguese 18 (12.4%0, Basques 14 (9.7Z), New Castile
13 (9.0%), Le6n 5 (3.490), Flanders 5 (3.4%), Galicia 4 (2.7%), Italy 4 (2.7%),

England 3 (2%), Lztremadura 2 (1.4%), Germany 2 (1.4%), France 2 (1.4%), plus
1 each (0.7%) from Aragon,, Navarre, Valencia, Murcia and the Canaries.
What was unique was the heterogenous, almost cosmopolitan nature of the
population.

Almost one quarter of the inhabitants were foreigners, and one
in every eight was a Portuguese! Extremadura, Lan, 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 Indica goobiov4fico

44p4wpobladoresengaltpja

Am4rica en el sielo XVI.

It does not reproduce the maps, charts and statistical tables indicating the origin,
direction and volume of the flow of

emigration in each year.

In the body of the work itself there appear listed

by province and town, and within each town in alphabetical order, the colonists 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.- euigrant's social and marital status, his profession or

occupation, his kinship with other emigrants, his principal voyages and
- 35 -

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, sociologists and linguists interested in the peninsular
origins of American-Spanish
society.
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NOTES

1.

The Institute Caro y Cuervo had had the manuscripts since 1959, together 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 (144229Aantillana 1493-1519) did not appear until 1964.
2.

For the statistics on 5,481 colonists of the Antillean period (14931519) see our article "Regional Origins of the Earliest Spanish

3.

Colonists of America," FKLA, December 1956, pp. 1152-1172.
In 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 regions of America we were obliged to count as legitimate 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 lacunae corresponding to these years in the registries of passeng gers to the Indies, lacunae which we were able to fill only in part
by consulting colonial and other sources.

5.

The insignificant contribution from the Canary Islands (0.1%) 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. Rodriguez Arzica, basing
his study entirely on the first two volumes of the COtAbsindepasejeros,a Indies (1509-38) found only 14 Canary Islanders among 13,388
passengers (0.1%) . We, supplementing the Cstlosto with all kinds of
colonial documents, were harqly 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 Arzile remarks (p. 704), "zone de escala, reparaciein
y apro-

41sionamiento"

(Revista de Indies (Madrid), XXX (1947), pp. 695-748).
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6.

7.

8.

9.

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 could be asaigned 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 occasionally found vecinos of Seville who
were actually born elsewhere, as for example Juan de Iranza
vecApos de Azpeitia, a Indies 12), Juan Vela Chilo de
vecinos de
Palatial, a Indies 12), Antonio Ponce (catalin,
a Plata 27), fray
Francisco de Andrade (portuguee, a Plata 35), or Olonso Delgado (natural
de Madrid, r Indies 39). Pedro Manso,
a nephew of the bishop of Puerto
Rico, in 1522 describes 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 Sevilla."
Naturally none of these
individuals were counted as sevillanos.
Pp,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" (catalofto de
.pasalgros a Indies, II, 55
and III, 952).

10.

11.

12.

"los vizcaynos (mas que otras naciones) son ejercitados
en las cocas de
la mar..." (Oviedo,Ilistoria paturaWeneral de las Indies,
IV,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 Old Castilians, 25
Andalusians,23 Extremenos,22 New Castilians, 8 Leonese and 4 Basques,

If we include 92 additional conquistadores of Peru who had
emigrated to
America prior to 1520, Andalusia gains 36, Extremadura
16, Old Castile
15, New Castile 10, Leon 10, and Galicia,the Basque
region, Asturia,
the Canaries and Italy one each.

The new percentages, now based on

a total of 1,434, are Andalusia 23.2%, Old Castile 21.87,
Extremadura

20.2%, New Castile 13.7%, Le6n 8.0%, the Basque provinces 5.2%, Galicia
1.9%, Asturias 0.6%, the Canaries 0.1%, and Italy 1.2%.
13. Discussing the first expeditionaries to the Reo de la Plata General

Bartolome Uitre (glptoria de Belem, I, 14) called them "procedentes
en eu mayor parte de las provincias de Vizcaya y Andalucfa," and went
on to say that "Nacidos y criados una gran parte de silos en comarcas
laboriosas, en puertos del mar como

Sevilla y Sanlacar, en

ciudades como Madrid, Toledo, Valladold(', ardoba, Zaragoza y Salamanca:,

trai6

en su manta otras nociones prilictivcs y otras luces que faltaban

a los habitantes de Jos valles y aldeas de Extremadura, de Galicia, o de
Castilla la Vieja, quo dieron su contingente a in colonizacan del
Peril,

en in que su mss grande caudillo no sable 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
adiz and Sanlilcar, which he mentions, together with the ports of Ruelva,
Lope, I1oguer 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
Nor was Mitre right about Madrid and Zaragoza.

de in Plata.

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 R/6 de la Plata.
say, such statements are histe,rically quite unjustified.
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Needless to

mcmpa. ORIGINS OF THE SPANISH COLONISTS.OFAMERICA:
1541-1559
As part of a long-range study of XVIth
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
5,481 settlers who had emigrated to America
by 1520. Its findings revealed
the prominent role played by the "Fertile
Crescent," that small chain of
just five southwestern provinces (Sevilla, Huelva,

Badajos, aceres and

Salanance) which accounted for over half the
earliest settlers. They indicated 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 firm. It was this insular Spanish koinii,
with its
store of Antilleaniems, 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
Institute Caro y Cuervo in Bogoti
with financial support from the John Simon
Guggenheim Foundation.3 As for
the manuscripts of Volumes II (1520-1539) and III (1540-1559),
both finished
but as yet unpublished, they furnish biographical
data on an additional
22,533 men, women and children who arrived in the New World between 1520
and
1559.4

* 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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Aegional_pmisration 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 Rio de la Plata,
our "Fertile Crescent" of emigration

expanded to include the provinces of Toledo
and Valladolid. Huelva, so
prominent in the beginning, lost some ground, but Extremadura, especially
Badajoz, made substantial gains, thanks in part to the
influence of important
native sons like Cort4s, Pizarro and de Soto.
Just six provinces5 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, 50 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 lio 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 lico, and 0.6 percent to Honduras.

Among other interesting details that came to light were the continued
heavy concentration oi 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
Nexico and rename.
Contrary to frequent claims, the preponderance of Andalusians and Extremens
in Perd does not appear to have been very marked, at least
not in the early
years. The Rfo 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 AsunciOn, the proportion of foreigners was one in
every four!
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15,10 - 1559

EMIGRATION T° AMERICA

Ipplgration 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, aceres, Toledo, Salamanca
and Valladolid) which we have
already dubbed the "Fertile Crescent."6
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(See map)

RankingkEsgions 1540-1559
The Andalusian contribution, down to 32.0 percent in the period immediately preceding, has climbed again to 36.1 percent with 3269 identified
out of 9044. Extremadura takes second place with 1416 (15.7
percent), Old
Castile ranks third with 1390 (15.4 percent), New Castile fourth with 1303
(14.4 percent), Led6 fifth with 559 (6.2 percent), Vascongadas sixth with
396 (4.4 percent).

Foreigners rank seventh with 332 (3.7 percent),7 Galicia

eighth with 73 (0.8 percent), Valencia ninth with 62 (0.7 percent), Navarra
tenth with 55 (0.6 percent), Murcia eleventh with 50 (0.5 percent), Asturias

twelfth with 49 (^.5 percent), Arks& 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).

gankitmlay provinces 1540-1559
Once again the province of Seville heads the list, this time with 2036
identified emigrants. Next, in descending order, follow 2. Badajoz (889),
3. Toledo (724), 4. dceres (507), 5. Valladolid (484), 6. Salamanca (334),
7. Huelva (333), C. Cgdiz (255), 9. Burgos (208), 10. Avila (203), 11.
Granada (187), 12. COrdoba (133), 13. Madrid (174), 14. Jagit (169), 15.
Vizcaya (159), 16. Ciudad Real (149), 17. Guadalajara (142), 18. Segovia
(139), 19. Zamora (126), 20. Palencia (118), 21. GuiptiZcoa (117), 22. LeO6 (98)
and Cuenca (9C); 24. Malaga 01), 25. Aliva.(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
Whereas 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

suggests that emigration was becoming increasingly urban. The ten cities
were:
1) Sevilla-Triana 1790, 2) Toledo 170, 3) Vallodolid 169, 4) Trujillo

(deems) 154, 5) Granada 152, 6) Salamanca 141, 7) Talavera (Toledo) 129,
8) Palos-Moguer 108, 9) COrdoba 101, 10) Madrid 93.
9,044).
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Total:

3,007 (out of

Next came 11) Medina del Clmpo (Valladolid) 92, 12) Medellin (Badajoz)
91, 13) Plasencia (Caceres) 87, 14) Ciudad Rodrigo (Salamanca) 77, 15) Jerez

de la Prontera (adiz) 71, 16) Olnedo (Valladolid) 70, 17) Burgos 67, 13)
Cgceres 64, 19) Segovia and San1U.car de Barrameda (Cgdiz) 62 each, 21) Avila
61, 22) Guadalcanal (Sevilla) 53, 23) Merida (Badajoz) 51, 24) Guadalajara

and Mlaga 49 each, 26) Lope (Huelva) 47, 28) Badajoz 45, 29) Azuaga (Badajoz)
44, Jagn 44, Valencia 44 and Valverde (Badajoz) 44, 33) Puerto de Santa
Marfa (Cgdiz) 41, 34) Bilbao (Vizcaya) and Ontiveros (Avila) 40 each, 36)
Leoin and Medina de RfOseco (Valladolid) 39 each, 38) Aralo (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, Icija (Sevilla) 34 and Niebla (Huelva) 34, Cuenca
33 and Zalamea (Badajoz) 33, Fregenal (Badajoz) 32, °ea-ail (Toledo) and

Ayamonte (Huelva) 31 each, Soria 30, Baeza (Jaeil) 29, Antequera (Mglaga) 28,
Alanle (Badajoz), Huelva and Palencia all with 27, Bgjar (Salamanca, Jaraicejo
(Cgceres) and Lucena (Cgrdoba) 26 each, Villanueva de la Serena (Badajoz) 25,

Almendralejo (Badajoz) 24 and Villanueva del. Fresno (Badajoz) 24, Utrera
(Sevilla), Burguillos (Barlajoz), Puente co Cantos (Badajoz), AznalcgZar

(Sevilla) and LogroWO all with 23, Santa Olalla (Toledo) 22, Carrign (Palencia)

Cuellar (Segovia) and Puebla de NontalbAn (Toledo) each with 21, and AlcAntara
(Cdceres) and Almagro (Ciudad Real) each with 20.

Sixty-one other towns each furnished 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.
emigrants from Seville

8

alone.

8

We counted 1750

Once again, in order to allay the suspicion

that many of these might not be authentic sevillanos, we re-examined each
.ase and tabulated the results:

A.

'natural y vecino'

346

'natural'

372

'hijo (-a) de vecinos'

153

'hijo (-a) ee natural (es)'

63

'hijo (-a) de natural y vecino'

45

'hermano (-a) de natural (es)'

13

'esposa de natural y vecino'

25
Subtotal:

B

'vecino (-a)'

1017

337

'esposa de natural'

36

'esposa de vicino'

48

'pariente o madre de vecino(s)'

8

'pariente de naturales'

5

inlet() (-a) de vecino(s)'

6

other categories ('sevillano', 'de Sevilla',
household servants, probables, unspecified)

293
Subtotal:

733

Total:

1750

Even discounting the emigrants listed under B
as less positively identified (though in XVIth-century Spain a vecino who
was not also a 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 do Contratacion 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. 9

Overall remarks ab

L_

I

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 vide maridablei
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 government and ecclesiastical officials.
The free-lance adventurer was no longer
encouraged to emigrate; 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
10
without his wife.
Other regulations, aimed at preventing the poorer
colonies from losing their settlers to.richer
ones like New Spain and Peru,
required some 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
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 following 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

- 47 -

233.

The rest were made up of 45 Old Castilians (9.9 percent), 35 New

Castilians (7.7 percent), 19 Basques (4.2 percent), 17 Extremegos (3.7 percent), 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 prtncipal provinces were Sevilla 233, Huelva 29,

Burgos 18, Cildiz 17, and Valladolid and Toledo 15 each.

cant change in destinations:

There is a signifi-

Peru now comes first with 179 new merchants,

Mexico attracts 108, Panama 96, Nueva Granada 25, the Antilles only 17,
Child'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 (1540-15591
Only 104 new sailors were identified as such.

The figures show the

same three groups as before monopolizing the trade (Andalusians, 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 preceding 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 Lvenda_Negal. itself,4about 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 emigrant's social rank too sporadically
to permit any valid conclusions to be drawn.
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As we pointed out in NiAls

Mex. XIII (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 numerous

other cases a man's distinguished office or military rank, or else his pro-

fession and social prestige, 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 hidalgu6t of
the Basques, that of missionaries and other clergy, and the status of family

members and relatives accompanying a known hidsiga to America.
disqualifying all but

Ruthles4v

hidalgos specifically described as such, our statistics

(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

minimal 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, our unsubstantiated impression is that the proportion of tiid ajgcm.

and of educated men was probably no lower among those who emigrated than
among those who stayed behind.

Emigres of

women 1540-1559

In the period 1493-1519 women accounted for only 5.6 percent of all
emigrants and from 1520-39 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 sending
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 women or girls.

Of these, 675 (45.6 percent) were either

married (599) or -widowed (76), the remaining 805 (54.4 percent) being single.

By regions, the breakdown 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), Lean 70 (4.7 percent), the Basque Provinces 21 (1.4 percent), 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), Galicia
3 (0.2 percent), foreigners 10 (0.3 percent).

Though the ratio of waxen to men emigrants has risen overall,
statistical evidence points to a positive correlation between
this ratio and proximity to southern ports, especially Seville.
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 astonishing 30.3 percent), they represented only 16.3
percent and 15.4 percent
respectively of the contingents from New Castile and
Extremadura, 12.5 percent and 12.4 percent of the emigrants from
more distant Lecie and Old Castile
and a mere 5.4 percent and 4.1 percent from the
Basque country and Galicia
in the extreme North. 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 overemphasized.

Captains

Of the 214 emigrants of this period who gained
or held the rank of
capitan, 76 were Andalusians (35.6 percent), 36 were Old Castilians

(18.6

percent), 30 were Extrameaos (14.0 percent), 25 were New Castilians (11.7
percent), 18 were Basques (8.4 percent),)17
were Leonese (7.9 percent),
4 Catalans (1.9 percent), 4 foreigners (1.9 percent),
and 1 Navarro (0.5
percent).
In view of the overall figures for msle emigration during
this period
2527 Andalusians (33.4 percent), 1218 Old Castilians (16.1
percent), 1198
Extremeados (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, Old Castile, Len and the
Basques are a trifle above
average, Extremadura, New Castile and the foreigners below it.
In absolute
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terms, however, Andalusia and Extremadura furnished
almost exactly one half
of all military commanders.

Missionaries and
Since members of the clergy were not required
to furnish information
about their birthplace and parentage, the
372 whom I have identified represent only r portion of the number who
actually sailed. Of these 372, Old
Castile claimed 1j.1 (28.8 percent),
Andalusia 98 (26.6 percent), LeSn 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 contributed about one half of the clergy who
migrated between 1540 and 1560,
the North sent somewhat a higher
proportion of clergy relative to other
emigrants from the same area.

Servants
N.1.1e

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 Lei'm and the
two Castiles show higher proportions among the
servants (Old Castile 19.2
percent, New Castile 16.2 percent, Leon 7.2 percent)
than among the emigrants
overall (Old Castile 15.4 percent, New
Castile 14.4 percent, Lecin 6.2 percent).
This despite the fact that over half of the
72 female servants were from the
province of Seville alone. The foregoing statistics,
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
vas
regions even socially.-
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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.
Leon, with 6.2
percent overall, furnished 7.2 percent of the
servants (63), the Basques
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, aceres 39, Cuenca 33, and Madrid 28.
Destinations in America 1540-1559
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 892 (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 percent), all others combined only 255 (2.9
percent). Let us now examine each
of the major destinations in some detail.

Emigration to Peru

Among the 3248 new emigrants to Peru, the
most popular third period
destination, we counted 1103 Anda1usians (34.0
percent), 559 Old Castilians
(17.2 percent), 505 Extremeifos (15.5 percent), 430
New Castilians (13.5
percent), 218 Leonese (6.7 percent), 186
Basques (5.7 percent), 24
Valencians (0.7 percent), 23 Navarros (0.7 percent),
21 Galicians (0.6 percent), 20 Aragonese (0.6 percent), 19
Asturians (0.5 percent), 12 Murciano

(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 Lhe
Spanish crown, would more readily participate in
defying royal authority
than native-born Spaniards is suggested by
the fact that foreigners represented only 3.5 percent of the third period
emigrants to Peru, but an astonising 12.3 percent of those who rebelled with
Pizarro against the CrownI14
Among the Spanish provinces, the principal
contributors to the settlement of Peru in this period were, in descending
order:
Seville (609), Badajoz
(284), CaCeres (215), Toledo (186), Valladolid
(154), Salamanca (136), Huelva

(130), Avila (124), adiz (106), CSrdoba (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 Extremerios (with 20.7%) accounted for almost half. The city also had
an unusually large contingent of
Basques (10.1%).

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 Extremeabs dropped
conspicuously to
14.9% (a loss more than 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%), ExtremeROs 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 represented
in

Lima were Seville (90), Badajoz (60) and dceres (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
emulative total of 267. These included 74 Andalusians

(27.7%), 64 Extremdlios

(24%), 37 Old Castilians (13.9 %), 28 New Castilians
and 23 Leonese (10.5%
each), and 13 Basques (4.9%). The Pizarross home
province of Ciceres was,
not surprisingly, the best represented (35), followed by
Seville (34), Badajoz
(25), Toledo (21) and Huelva (17).

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,
976 (or 47.4 percent) claimed
Andalusia as their region of origin, and of
these 976, 743 hailed from the
province (and most often the city) of Seville!
Another 82 were from the province
of Granada, home of the Viceroy Antonio
de Mendoza. 15
New Castile was a poor second with
302 settlers (14.7 percent), Old
Castile third with 262 (12.7 percent),
Extremadura fourth with 2C1 (12.7
percent).

Then follow Le&I with 131 (6.4 percent),
the Basque Provinces
with 60 (2.9 percent), Asturias and Galicia
with only 8 (0.4 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 Balearic
and Canary Islands each with 1 (0.0
percent). Lastly, there were 22
foreigners (1.1 percent) of whom 11
were Genoese and other Italians, 7 were
Portuguese and 4 French.

The provinces contributing the largest
contingents were: Seville 743,
Toledo 190, Badajoz 179, Salamanca 87,
Granada 82, dceres 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 ExtremeB"os (8.5 percent), 15 Old
Castilians (6.4 percent), 10 Leonese
(4.2 percent), 4 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(t), Granada 28, Toledo 22,
Badajoz 17, Huelva 15, Jaen, 11, and Ciudad seal
10.
Cumulative data on the settlers of Telochtitlgn:

1521-1559

By the end of our third period 1150 of
our identified settlers had resided, for varying periods of time, in Mexico
City.
Of these, 228 had
arrived in the New World before 1520, another
606 before 1540, and 236
between 1540 and 1559. Cumulatively, the breakdown
is as follows:

-55-

Andalusia 444 (38.6 percent), Old Castile 184 (16.0 percent), New Castile
136 (11.9 percent), Extremadura 135 (11.7 percent), Leclit 100 (3.7 percent),
Basques 47 (4.1 percent), Portugal 23 (2.0 percent), Italy (including Genoa)
18 (1.6 percent), Galicia 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 population of Tenochtitlin vas low (11.7 percent instead
of 15.8 percent), that of Andalusia larger by about the
same number of percentage points, while those of the other regions were about normal.
Chile

Since 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 we propose to treat it. Our principal
sources, beside Vols. II and III of the Catitlogo_de pasajeros a Indies., were
Luis :toe y Ursua's monumental El Reno de Chile (Valladolid, 1945), and

Tomas Thayer Ojeda's FormaciSn de la sociedad chilena (3 vols., Prensas de
la Universida.-1 de Chile, 1939-1943).

The latter's little volume entitled

Valdivia y sus companeros (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.
Cf. our review of this work is
HARK (1951), pp. 691-693i)

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 Hurtado de Mendoza).
Let us first examine the proportions of these 180 'veterans'.

There were

49 Andalusians (27.2 percent), 32 Old Castilians (17.8 percent:), 30
Extremaiios (16.7 percent), 28 New Castilians (15.6 percent), 13 Leonese
(7.2 percent), 12 Basques (6.7 percent), 3 from Galicia and Murcia (1.7

per..

cent each), one each (0.5 percent) from Asturias, Navarre, Baleares and the
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Canaries.

Also there were two Portuguese, one German, two Genoese 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 Old Castilians (24.2 percent), 148 Extremaos (18.1 percent), 115 New
Castilians (14.0 percent), 44 Basques (5.4 percent), 35 Leonese (4.3 percent),
14 Galicians (1.7 percent), 5 Aragonesa (0.6 percent), 4 Navarrese, 4

Asturians and 4 Murcians (0.5 percent each), 3 Valoncians (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 aceres (both 30), Burgos 26 and Huelva 25.
The majority of these 819 colonists left Spain in 1554 and 1555 with the
new governor Jeronimo 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 have 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 Extremigos
(18.0 percent), 26 New Castilians (17.3 percent), 25 Old Castilians (16.7
percent), 10 Laonuse (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 foreigners (10.7 percent), which made
Santiago de Chile the city with the highest percentage of foreigners next
to AsunciOn (Paraguay).

The New Kincidom of Granada

Between 1540 and 1559 our third most frequently named destination was
the Nuevo Roino de Granada, under which heading we have also included

Cartagena, Santa Marta and Popayn.

Of the 892 new identified settlers of
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this area, 242 went specifically to Popayin
or the Caribbean coast, the other
650 presumably to Bogota` and other regions of the
interior. An unusually
high proportion of the new settlers (20.67.)
were ExtremeKos (as opposed to
only 12.77. in the preceding period).
In fact, the South of Spain (Andalusia,

Extremadura, New Castile and Murcia, contributed 72.6% of the new colonists.
There were few Old Castilians and very few foreigners.
The actual figures
are: Andalusia 309 (34.6%),
Extremadura 34 (20.6%), New Castile 132 (14.8 %),
Old Castile 108 (12.17.), Lean 48 (5.47.), the Basque
Provinces 37 (4.1%),
Murcia 23 (2.6%), Navarre 17 (1.9%), Galicia 10 (1.17.),
Asturias 7 (0.9%),
Valencia 4 (0.5%), Canaries 3 (0.4%), Catalonia 1 (0.1%).
From other
countries came 7 Portuguese, 1 Fleming and 1 Moor for a total of 9 (1.0%).
The individual provinces best represented were Seville 182 (1/5
of the
total!), Badajoz 124, Toledo 72, Cceres 59, Huelva
48 and Valladolid 45.

The R6 de1421111:11540455.9
The unique composition of the colonists who settled in
the Plate region
prior to 1540 (e.g. 41.3% Andalusian, 11.9% foreign (!), only
6.3%
Extremeno), continues to manifest itself in the two decades that follow,
though the initial floofi 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 13.27., composed mostly of
Portuguese and Italians.
Among the 600 new settlers for whom we were able to find home
towns in
Europe we counted 190 Andalusians (31.7 %, 03 New Castilians (13.8%),

79
foreigners (13.2%), 72 ExtremeriOs (12.0%), 63 Old Castilians (11.37.), 44
Basques (7.3%), 26 Leonesa (4.37), 11 Galicians (1.C%), 7
Valencians (1.2%),
5 Aragonese (0.07.), 4 Navarrese (0.7%:, 2 each (n.3%) from
Catalonia and the
Balearic Islands, one Canary Islander (0.2%), and one Mercian. Of these

600 settlers, no less than 371 left Spain in 1540 with Alvar Nunez
Cabeza
de Vaca, whose native province of Cadiz, not surprisingly,furnished
the
largest single contingent.

For the period 1540-1559 the principal contribut-

ing provinces are Cildiz 58, Toledo 52, Seville 47, Badajoz
and aceres 34
each, Jaen 33 and Granada 31. As for the 79 foreigners, they

were made up
of 29 Portuguese, 26 Genoese and other Italians, 9 Greeks,
8 Flemings, 4
Frenchmen, plus an Englishman, a Dutchman and a Sicilian.
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It is worth noting how few Galicians came to the Plate region in the
early decades of the colony (1.7% in the
period 1520-39, 1.870 in the period
1540-59). Not till considerably
later did the emigration of

&Algas to

the Place region reach such proportions
that in modern Argentina the term
gallego is often applied indiscriminately
to immigrants from any part of
Spain.

Asuncion (Paraguay)
Founded towards the very end of our second period, the city
received
its first great impetus with the abandonment,
in 1541, of the ill-fated city
of Buenos Aires and the emigration of its
numerous inhabitants to the
interior. Of the original
colonists 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 AsunciOil.
Noteworthy among them
were the virtual absence of Leonese and Extremeaos and the
extraordinarily
high proportion of foreigners (almost 25%), half of whom were Portuguese.

When to the above we add 244 third period emigrants who
settled in
Asuncion between 1541 and 1559, we get a total of 339 early residents of
AsunciOil, among whom the largest
group, next to the usual Andnlusians, were

the foreigners,who alone comprised almost a fifth of the
total white
population! Old Castile and Extremadura, 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 (2C.5%),
foreigners 75 (19.3%!), New Castile 50 (12.C%), Extremadura
and Old Castile
39 (only 10.0%) each, the Basques 23 (7.2%), Ledn
17 (4.4%), Galicia 10
(2.6%), Canaries 4 (1.07.), Navarre, Aragon and Baleares 3
(0.8%) each,

Valencia 2 (0.5%) and Murcia 1 (0.3%).
The 75 foreigners were made up of 36 Portuguese, 20
Italians (among
them 8 Genoese and 2 Sardinians), 7 Flemings, 4 Greeks, 3
Frenchmen, 3
Englishmen and 2 Germans!
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Tierra' Firme (Panama. Nombre de Dios

No other region of America shows such an overwhelming
preponderance of
settlers from the south of Spain as Tierra Firme in this period.
Among 506
new settlers identified
we counted 244 Andalusians (48.2%) and 136 Extremerios
(26.9%, who alone accounted for three quarters of the white population!
The
remainder was made up of 37 Old Castilians (7.3%), 35
New Castilians (6.) %),
17 Basques (3.47), 16 Leonese (3.2%), 5
Nevarrese and 5 Valencians (1.0%
each), 4 Catalans (0.8%), 3 Murcians (0.6%),
2 Canary Islanders (0.4%), one
Galician and one Italian (0.21. each).17
Nearly two fifths of the new
Seville!

settlerssTE5isonLITILSTUTTd&ALL

Some distance behind Seville, with its total of 191, trail the provinces
of Badajoz and aceres, 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 significant which of those two places the emigrant chose to name as his destination
at the time he left Spain.

In practice, a larger number tended to name

Nombre de Dios, because that was where they would actually disembark.
Because of the frequent lack of distinction
among the terms Tierra Firme,
Nombre de Dios and Panama (the latter referring 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, however, was firmly controlled by the four Spanish
provinces mentioned above (Badajoz 54, Seville 39, dceres 27 and Huelva 22,
for a total of 142 out of 170). Since Extremdiios actually
outnumbrred the
Andalusians in Nombre de Dios, we are forced to conclude that the other

city,

Panama, must have bean made up overwhelmingly 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 Finns 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 (13 of them German and Flemish) And, be
it added, 57 foreigners in Cartagena and Santa Marta, and yet another 43
in Venezuela, the psriod 1540-59 finds only one new identified foreigner in
Tierra Firma, in Venezuela 11, and in Cartagena and Santa Marta, none.

Santo Domingo

Unable to compete with the lure of greater riches on the vast mainland,
the islands 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 percentages they represent:
1520-1539
(out of 12,426
recorded destinations)

Santo Domingo

1,372 (11.0%)

1540-1559
(out of 8,736
recorded destinations)
339 (4.4%)

Cuba

195

(

1.6%)

32 (0.3%)

Puerto Rico

108

(

0.9%)

51 (0.5%)

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 45.6%), is even more marked in the
period 1540-59, though the total number of immigrants has dropped sharply.
Of the 389 noted above, no less than 105, or 47.5%, were Andalusians,
124 of them from Seville alone!

Composing the rest were 67 Extremelrios

(17.2%), 47 New Castilians (12.1%), 39 Old Castilians (10.57), 24 Leonese
(6.1%), 4 Canary Islanders (1.e%), 3 Galicians and 3 Navarrese (0.8% each),

2 Basques (0.5%), 1 Asturian, 1 Catalan and 1 Murcian (0.3% each), and 12
foreigners (3.1%), half of them Portuguese.

As in the case of the Isthmus

the four southwestern provinces of Seville (124), Badajoz (33), dceres (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. In 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,
20.4%, New Castilians, 19.0% Andalusians, 8% Basques, 6.6% Extremeabs, 2.2%
Leonese, all others combined 6.4%).

For the third period we have found for

Nicaragua another 181 settlers of identified 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 Extremeiros (18.8%), 22
Old Castilians (12.2%), 19 New Castilians (10.57,), 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 composed 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 down to
a trickle.

Ltimasca
To sum up our study of the distribution of emigrants among the major
colonies in America, we present the followin3 comparative tables for the
period 1540-1559:
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3,2E9 Andalusians contributed:

48.2% of all new settlers of
47.5%
.
.
47.4%
.
.
36.19
.
.
34.6%
.
.
34.0%
.
.
.
31.7%
.
.
.
25.9%
.
.

.
.
Panama
Santo Domingo
.
.
Mexico
.
the Indies
New Granada
Peru
R :Co de la Plata
.
.
.
.Chile

.

.

.

.

.
.

.

Note the high proportion of Andalusians in the
Caribbean and the much
smaller proportions in the Southern Hemisphere.
1,416 Extremeries contributed:

26.9% of all new settlers of
20.6%
.
18.1%
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
17.2%
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
15.7%
.
15.5%
.
.
12.7%
.
12.0%
.

.

.
.

.

I

.

I

.

Panama
New Granada
.
.Chile
. Santo Domingo
.
. the Indtes
.
.
.
Peru
Mexico
Rio de la Plata

a

.

I

I

.

.

a

1,390 Old Castilians contributed:

24.2% of all new settlers of
17.2%
.
15.47.

.

12.7%

.

12.17.

.

11.3%
10.0%
7.3%

.

.
.

.
.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

Chile
Peru

.

.

.

. th...kgifte.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.
Mexico
New Granada
Ito de laPlata
. Santo Domingo
.
Panama

.

.

.

.

Better represented in the Southern Hemisphere than in the Northern.
Roughly speaking, the above pattern is the inverse of that of the
Andalusians.
1,303 New Castilians contributed:
14.8% of all new settlers of
14.7%
.
.
14.4%
.
14.0%
.
13.8%
.
.
.
13.5
.
.
.
.
12.1%
.
.
.
.
.
6.99,

.

.

.

a

.

.

.
0

.

.

.

.
.

.

New Granada
Mexico
. the ladiea
.
.
Chile
de la Plata
Peru
. Santo Domingo
.
Panama
.

Fairly evenly represented everywhere except in Panama.
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559 Leonese contributed:

6.7% of all new settlers of
6.4% .
.
.
.
6.2% .
.
.
.
6.1% . .
.
.
5.4% .
4.3% .
4.3 %.
3.27.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.
.

.

.

.

.Peru
. Mexico
the Indies
.Santo Domingo
.
Nuevo Reino
.
.
Chile
.

.

Rif() de la Plata

.

Panama

396 Basques contributed:
7.37. of all new settlers of the

5.7%

.

.

5.47.
4.47.

.

.

.

.

.

1161 de la Plata
I
.Peru

Chile
.the Indies
4.1% .
.
New Granada
3.4% .
.
.
.
.
Panama
2.9% .
.
.
.
.
. Mexico
0.5% .
.
.
.
.Santo Domingo
Also better represented in the Southern Hemisphere.
Vary few in the Antilles.
.

.

.

.

.

.

332 Foreigners contributed:
13.27. of all new settlers of the
4.57.

.

.

.

3.7%
3.5%
3.1%

.

1.17.

.

.

s

.

.

.

.
I

.

1.0%
0.27.

o

.

ato de la Plata
Chile
.
the Indies
.Peru
.Santo Domingo
.
.
. Mexico
.
New Granada
.
. Panama

Note the high proportion of foreigners in the Southern Hemisphere, and
their virtual absence from Panama.
73 Galicians contributed:

1.8% of all new settlers of the

1.7%.

.

1.17.

.

0.8%
0.6%

.

.

.

.

0.6%.

.

0.47.

.

0.27.

.

1d6 de la Plata
Chile
New Grenade
Santo Domingo
.
.the Indies
.

.

.

.

.

.

.
.

.

.
.

.

.

.

.

.

.Peru
. Mexico
Panama

The Galicians, though better represented in the aro de In Plata and
Chile than elsewhere, are statistically qu;re insignificant
even there, as
indeed they appear to be throughout the XV1th century.
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From the above tables we note that in this period:
1)

Panama featured the highest percentage of new Andalusians and Ex-

tremaos, and the lowest of Castilians (both Old and New), Leonese, foreigners
and Calicians.
2)

The R6 de la Plata had the highest percentage of new Basques, foreigners and Galicians, and the lowest of Extremaos.
3)

Chile attracted the highest percentage of new Old Castilians, and
the lowest of Andalusians.
Except for the Galicians, whose contribution is too small to be represented, 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; II:
1520-1539; III:
15401559) we offer (i) a cumulative table of the regional
contributions between
1493 and 1560, (ii) a cumulative ranking of the major
contributing provinces
(together with the hitherto unpublished maps for 1520-39 and 1540-59), and
(iii) 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. It 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 indicate in a general way on our map in
the form of straight lines.
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OR MORE IDENTIFiED EMIGRANTS

CITIES WITH TOTAL. OF 100

CMIULATIVE TOTA-1 BY :LEGIONS (143 -1560)

1493-1519

1520-1539

I

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
3.
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.

Andalusia
2172
Old Castile
907
Extremadura
769
New Castile
433
Le6n
406
Basque Provinces 257
Foreigners
141
Galicia
111
Val, Cat. and Bal. 40
Murcia
29
Aragon
32
Asturias
36
Navarra
10
Canaries
8
5481

11

(39.7%)
(18.0%)
(14.1%)
( 8.8%)
( 7.5%)
( 4.4%)
( 2.6%)
( 2.0%)
( 0.7%)
( 0.5%)
( 0.6%)
( 0.7%)
( 0.2%)
( 0.1%)

4247
2337
2204
1537

(32.0%)
(17.6%)
(16.6%)
(12.0%)
1004'. (.7.6%)
600 ( 4.5%)
557 ( 4.2%)
193 ( 1.4%)
131 ( 1.0%)
122 ( 0.9%)
101 ( 0.8%)
77 ( 0.6%)
71 ( 0.5%)
31 ( 0.2%)
13,262

1540.1559
III
3269
1390
1416
1303
559
396
332
73
62
50

40
49
81
24
9044

Total

(36.1%) 9688
(15.4%) 4714
(15.7%) 4389
(14.4%) 3373
( 6.2%) 1969
( 4.4%) 1253
( 3.7%) 1030
( 0.8%)
377
( 0.7%)
233
( 0.5%)
201
( 0.4%)
173
( 0.5%)
162
( 0.6%)
162
( 0.3%)
63
27,787

Cumulative
percentage
34.9%
17.0%
15.8%
12.1%
7.1%

4.5%
3.7%
1.4%
0.8%
0.7%
0.6%
0.6%
0.6%
0.2%
100.0%

Conclusions

By the middle of the With Century a distinctly 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 frog,, 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
Andalusia, particularly from the city of Seville 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
Indies 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 phmetic
features of andaluz.
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FOOTNOTES
1.

Peter Boyd-Bowman, "Regional Origins of the Earliest Spanish Colonists
of America," PMLA, Dec. 1956, pp. 1157-1172.

2.

Peter Boyd-Bowman, "La emigraci46 peninsular a Amdrica: 1520-1539,"
Historia Mexicanat XIII, octubre-diciembre, 1963, pp. 165-192.

3.

Peter Boyd-Bowman, Indicegeobiografico de 40,000 pob
de America en el sitif° WI, Vol. I..la epoca antillana: 1493-1519.
Institute Caro y diiervo, Bogoti, 1964.
(In 1956 and 1957 the Guggenheim
Foundation supported two periods of research in the Archivo de Indies,
in Seville, which yielded copious materials for this study.)

The publication of Vol. II of the indica... . . with biographical and
statistical data on 13,262 individuals who emigrated between 1520 and
1539, is nearing completion in Mexico. Published by the Academia
Mexicans de GenealogIa with the aid of a generous subsidy from US's
Faculty Committee on Publications, this volume will be available no
later than July 1960.
4.

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 unnecessary), 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 oflialsab
captains, merchants,
miners, sailors servant; women, and clergy, of the fluctuating
popularity
of certain New World destinations, and of the regional
composition of
the early settlers of each region of the New World, even of Mexico City,
Puebla, Lima, Cuzco and Asuncion.

5.

Sevilla, Badajoz, Toledo CaceresiSalamancitoand Valladolid,

6.

For the years 1542 to 1552 the principal sources of data,
the extant

passenger registries in theArchtypdgIROAb are now fragmentary, and

we had to rely mostly on information from colonial sources.
Therefore
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 periods, but simply reflect the
greater abundance,
for the second period, of available sources.
7.

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.

8.

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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9.

For earlier discussions of the same subject, see BoydBowman, Indice
geobiografico . . . Vol. I, xxii-xxiv, and "La emigracion peninsular a
Am4rica: 15201539," lAst. Mex., XIII, 171-172.

10.

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

11.

"... la ciudad de Panama
tendril quatrocientas cases ... en que habrA
quinientos vezinos, y de hordinario asisten ochocientos hombres poco
ads o menos. Es la gente muy poltica, todos espaables y gran parte
dellos originarios de la ciudad de Sevilla. Es gente de mucho entendimiento; su oficio es tratar y contratar, ecepto quince o veynte vezinos
quo tratan los campos y viven de los ganados y hacienda que en ellos
tienen.
Es por la mayor parte gents rice ...
En este pueblo, eats la gente con poco asiento y como de camino pare
passer al Peril o venir a EspAna. Es mucho el comercio y trato desta
ciudad, ansilde las cosas de Espana como del Peri por ester en medio

de las dos mares del Norte y del Sur, y muy acomodada pare las
contratataciones." M. M. de Peralta, Costa Rica, Nicaragua y Panama
en el siglo XVI, pp. 527-539.
12.

In the Antillean period it was 4.2 percent versus 4.4 percent.

13.

For statistical purposes we counted only those explicitly described
as "criados" and not, for example, their accompanying wives, children,
or cousins, 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), Led6
8.6 percent (vs. 6.7 percent), the Basques 4.2 percent (vs. 5.7 percent), 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), Cataluna 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 Extremaios.

Among those who emigrated in the preceding period (1520-39), we counted
an additional 39 rebellious pizarristas. Following our practice of not
basing percentages on totals of less than 100, we limit ourselves to
giving the regional totals: There were 20 Extromeiros (14 of them from
Pizarro's home province of Caceres), 19 Old Castilians, 18 Andalusians
(12 of these from Seville), 13 New Castilians (9 of them from
Toledo),
10 Leonese, 2 Galicians, 1 Asturian, 1 Basque, 1 Canary Islander, 1
Murcian, 1 German, 1 Genoese and 1 Greek. Total: 89.
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15.

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

16.

This picture is strikingly different from that presented by the 914
settlers of Mexico City who had emigrated prior to 1540. Among the
latter, for example, Andalusians represented only 32.7 percent, Old
Castilians 18.5 percent, Extremdabs 12.6 percent, New Castilians 11.2
percent, Leonese 9.9 percent, Basques 4.9 percent and foreigners 5.5
percent.

17.

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% Extremiabs,
14.8% Old Castilians, 11.3% New Castilians, 67 Basques, 5.1% Leonese,
1.5% Galicians, all otherk.coMbined 7.6%.

18.

Our source is Vol. XVII of the Documentos ineditmparqIAILEMil
de Nicaragua (Coleccion Somoza, Madrid 1957), which presents testimony
relating to the short-lived rebellion (1.55 of Hernando and Pedro de
Contreras, the governor's two sons. See especially pp. 181-184.

SPANISH ENIGRATION TO THE NEW WORLD: 1560-1579
In probing the origins of the present-day American Spanish
dialects,
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 dialect regions 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
light on these broad questions,
two major proiectl are being conducted at the State
University of New York
4C Buffalo by the author and a small group of his research assistants.
One,
the more recent one, is entitled LASCODOCS (Linguistic
Analysis of Spanish
2glonial Documents) and is a computer-assisted
analysis of linguistic data
contained in a 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 national,
a number of important
studies are now developing, including
some doctoral dissertations. A large
lexical and syntectIcel

reference work,the LiXico hispanoamericano_dgsiglo
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 conagstadores
and settlers of America.
The other project, begun many years
ago (in 1950), is a giant demographic study of the varied patterns of emigration to the
New World, chronological and geographical, that were major contributors
to early dialect
differentiation.

Research from our earlier studies has already demonstrated
rather conclusively 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 birthplace ;..ut 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 two 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 historians alike.

Information on the flow of emigration is more abundant for the period
1560-79 than for any two previous decades. la
For each of the earlier periods
the passenger registries extant in the Archive
of the Indies contained serious
2
lacunae which made it necessary to rely for certain years primarily
upon
colonial sources (wills, genealogies,
chronicles, probanzas, 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 are
instead designed to reveal pyicasgatterlmiration,
in any given year, from
different places in Spain to different regions in America.
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 is more, over half of all the emigrants
came from just four adjacent
provinces: Seville. Badeljoz) Toledo and acerest

Tke period is also charac.
terized by an increasing variety of destinations and by
a large number of
returnees (who as such are not included in our statistics). As $n the preceding period (1540-59), ever fewer persons sailed 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 Letters' elaborate retinues),
as skilled craftsmen, or as members or servants of large households.

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

jtav_mtiecietasirants, thereby

easily recapturing the first place

it had yielded to Peru in the period immediately preceding.

Rankin, o£ regions
As in all previous periods, Andalusia leads the field.
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.n%), for the
first time
- 72 -
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overtaking Extremadura, which sent 3,295 (18.7%).

Old Castile ranked a

poor fourth with 1,984 (11.3%), while Leon and the Basque provinces, though
still in fifth and sixth place respectively, lost ground: LeOn 675 (5.0%),
Vascongadas 515 (2.9%).

Emigration from all other regions combined (including other countries
of Europe) did not even reach 67.. Foreigners, though still in seventh

place, dropped from 3.7% in the preceding period to an all-time low of 1.57.
*
(263).
Galicia placed eighth with only 179 (1.07,).
Catalonia, Valencia,
and the Balearic Islands together placed ninth with 113 (0.6%). Navarre contributed 112 (0.6%), Aragon 99 (0.6%), Murcia 96 (0.5%)

,

Asturias 90 (0.57.)

and the Canary Islands 75 (0.4%).

Ranking b provinces.
Almost one quarter of all the new emigrants to America between 1560 and
1579 came from the single province of Seville.
the contribution of this leading province is
as for the period 1540-59 (22.5%).
second place.

With a total of 4,112 (23.4%)
prorortionately about the same

Badajoz, with 2297 (13.1%), is firmly in

These two provinces, together with Toledo 1695 (9.6%) and

aceres 968 (5.5%), form a compact area that alone accounts for over half
of all new European settlers for the period.

Other Spanish provinces rank

as follows: (5) Madrid 617, (6) Salamanca 551, (7) adiz 558, (8) Huelva
542, (9) Ciudad Real 509, (10) Valladolid 467, (11) COrdoba 448, (12) Burgos
384, (13) Guadalajara 343, (14) Granada 331, (15) Jdn 276, (16) Segovia
252, (17) Palencia 249, (18) Avila 227, (19) MSlaga 226, (20) Guiptizcoa 183,
(21) Vizcaya 182, (22) Zamora 171, (23) Cuenca 156, (24) Lograo 144, (25)

Santander 143

,

(26) Leln 142, (27)

lava 125, (28) Navarra 112, (29) Astur-

ias 90, (30) Soria 81, (31) Canarias 75, (32) Zaragoa 60, (33) Albacete 50,
(34) Murcia 46, (35) Valencia 43, (36) Orense 42, (37) Pontevedra 41, (38)
Lugo 39, (39) Barcelona 33, (40)CoruiTa 26.

The remaining provinces each

contributed under 20.

Emigration from the cities 1560-1579.
Once again the city of Seville, seat of the Casa de ContrataciOn 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-lauposed cultural isolation from the rest of Europe, was to be temporarily arrested in the following decades due to the annexation of Portugal
(1580-1640), which for a short time o ?ened the Spanish colonies to a significant influx of Portuguese.
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its overwhelming ascendancy.

With 3,831 emigrants (including the sailor's

quarter of Triana located on the opposite bank of the Guadalquivir), the

city had the distinction of furnishing over one out of every five new emigrants 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 frontera (Cadiz) 246, (8) COrdoba 237, (9) Zafra (Badajoz) 231, (10) Talavera
(Toledo) 204, (11) Medellfe (Badajoz) 160, and (12) Segovia 143. These
twelve cities alone accounted for over a third of all new emigrants.

Next came (13) Llerena (Badajoz) 131, (14) Ciudad Real 129 , (15) Medina
del Campo (Valladolid) 128, (16) Caceres and Palos-Moguer 127 each, (18)
Pregenal (Badajoz) 125, (19) Guadalcanal (Sevilla) 115, (20) Merida
(Badajoz) 106, (21) Almodgvar 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 Birhuega (Guadalajara) 90 each, (33) Santa Olalla (Toledo) 89, (34) Avila 88,
(35) Sanl4car de Barrameda (ddiz) 87, (36) Cazalla de la Sierra (Sevilla)
84, (37) Azuaga (Badajoz) and Wilaga 83, (39) Segura de Lean (Badajoz) 79.

a!TI2115110s9JUMUU45151-11EtattatLIMMUWIIIEAIZEJIEJVIE12

e............,............tot...2......eentofallemirpporldinthiseriod.

Next follow in

descending order Alcal& de Renares (Madrid) 78, Oropesa (Toledo) 77, Osuna
(Sevilla) and Zamora 75 each, Basta (Jaen) 73, Antequera (gilaga) 71, Puebla
de Sancho Perez and Villanueva de In Serena (both in Badajoz) 69 each,
Medina Sidonia (Gediz) 65, I4archena (Sevilla) 62, Huelva 61, Jerez de los

Caballeros and Palomas (both in Badajoz) and Jaele,all three with 59, Garrovillas (Caceres) 58, Montijo (Badajoz) and Almagro (Ciudad Real) with 55
each, Zalamea de la Serena (Badajoz) 52, Puente del Maestro (Badajoz) and
Puerto de Santa Marta (2Sdiz) 50, Ayamonte (Huelva) 49, Ronda (Malaga) 47,
los Santos de Maimona (Badajoz) and Bilbao (Vizcaya) both with 46, Almendralejo (Badajoz) and Toro (Zamora) both with 45, Alanje (Badajoz), Ceara
(Toledo) and Valverde (Badajoz) with 43 each, Carric;e de los Condes, Palencia and Vitoria (Alava) with 42 each, Leon and Trigueros (Huelva), both with

41, Puebla de la Calzada (Badajoz) 38, Puente de Cantos (Badajoz), LogroW6
and Sanl4car la Mayor (Sevilla) with 37 each, Ribera (Badajoz) and Valencia
each with 36, Berlanga (Badajoz) 35, Fuensalida (Toledo) 34, Burguillos
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(Badajoz),

Jaraicejo (Cliceres) and Calera and Escalona (Toledo) with 33

each, Montilla (CeIrdoba) and &de (Jaen) with 32 each, Alburquerque (Badajoz) and Cidiz with 31 each and Constantine (Sevilla) and Illes:as
(Toledo) each with 30.
Of the 90 cities and towns mentioned so far, no less than 25 are located 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

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 over one emluggLlmAIRELIkgq_gl.774 emigrated

from the sityALSeville itself:

Moreover

of this human tide of _gal

SevillAnsfjoyer half of themlemaktLAILbut a cty_fractiorafel.te.
regarded as native to the city. The statistics made this abundantly clear:

Native-batain or near certaial
A.

natural y vecino
natural
hijo - (a) de vecinos
hijo - (a) de natural(es)
hijo - (a) de natural y vecino
hermano - (a) de natural(ea)
esposa de natural y vecino
Subtotal:

59
2,551
60
791
23
33
2

3,519

Possikoll Native-born
B.

vecino - (a)
esposa de natural
esposa de vecino
pariente o madre de vecino(s)
pariente de naturales
nieto de natural(es)

111
99
5

casos ir.ciertos

59
312

3
26
9

Subtotal:
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 15G0 -79 almost one out of every sixteen male emigrants

was either a merchant or a factor (agent).

Verchants, 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 them
crossed repeatedly on these terms. It is highly significant that of 655 new
merchants and 100 factores of known origin, over 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 identified themselves as

merchants, 340, or well over half, gave as their New World destination
either Tierra Firms alone (132) or Tierra Firme and Peru (216).

Mexico

attracted less than half this number (147), while Peru alone was the destination 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 Venezuela, Isla Margarita, Jamaica, Santa Marta *, and Nicaragua.

One merchant sailed merely

'to the Indies.'

Though 32 Spanish provinces sent merchants to the New World in this
period, Seville alone accounted for 362, or eight times as many as any
other province!

Far behind came Badajoz with 45, Burgos with 34, Huelva

with 31, Toledo with 20, Cgdiz with 25, and Guiptfzcoa with 20.

majority of all new merchants were Andalusians: 4:,3, or 60.5%.

A clear
Eighty-

eight others came from Old Castile, 63 from ExtremAdura, 53 from New Castile,
no less than 40 were Basques, while Le4n contributed 16, Galicia 0, Valencia
5, Mhrcia and Cataluna 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 merchants prominent in New World trade since the early days of the Conquest,
who sailed to America without explicitly calling themselves merchants but
who were probably such.

For example, Lucign de gsgpiola, a native of

Granada, sailed for Mexico in 1561; in 1567 one Lucian gluAdola de Len,
a citizen of Seville, accompanied the new governor to Soconusco in Guatemala; Agustin Eggildela, married, aged 26, and a native of the Canary
Islands, headed for Mexico in the same year, while Luis Espindola, a native
of Genoa, also sailed for Mexico in 1567, but posted bond saying that he
would return in the same fleet (usually an indication of merchant status).

If we include Cartagena, Cabo de Vela and Santa Marta with New Granada,
we get a total of 40.
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Representing another family of distinguished
Genoese merchants was Juan
Bautista yktelo, born in Genoa,
married, who pledged himself to return from
Mexico within three years.
Ships' captains. Pilots and sailors

1560 -79)

Only 144 of our 17,507 new emigrants
listed these categories as occupations.
This unusually low figure reflects
the fact that sailors did not
appear as ouch in the passenger
registries, and that it was no longer common
for sailors to take part in
land expeditions, once they arrived in the New
World. The transatlantic
convoy system devised by the Spaniards as a protection 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 America.
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 maialand
and 8 more from the Azores, plus 3
Dutchmen and 2 Flemings, 2 Frenchmen,
2 Genoese, I Sicilian, 1 Corcican and 1 Creek.
By regions we have 55 Andalusians (3C.2%),
44 foreigners (30.6%), 12
Basques (8.3%), and 7 Galicians (4.8%). Old
Castile, New Castile and Asturias
each contributed 5 (3.5%), the Canaries 4
(2.8%), all others 7.
AidaAaps.

In the period 1540-59 we arrived at a figure of roughly
4.27 for just those
mAle emigrants whom the passenger registries
or other sources consulted
clearly designated as hidaleyos. The exact total was 319
out of 7,564. Applying the same criteria for the period 1560-79
yielded 516 hidalgos, which
out of our total of 12,567 male emigrants produces
for us a startlingly similar result: 4.17A Indeed the constancy
of these two percentages in two successive and rather large samples of the
emigrant population ;totalling over
20,000 males) leads us to suggest that for hidal,,os,
a ratio of 1:24 is
probably a reliable one to use in any overall demographic
comparison with the
social compoai,:ion of those who remained in Spain.
However, if we reexamine the statistics by regions,
a very different
picture emerges. Andalusia, with 161 hidalgos,
among 3767 males, is exactly
average with 4.2%. But New Castile with 68
hidalgos among 3343 males, has
only 2.7%, while Extremadura's percentage of hidali,os (66
out of 2627) is
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a mere 2.1%

The north of Spain, by contrast, sent a noticeably higher proportion of hidalgos. Old Castile (95 out of 1600 males)
6.0%, Leon (48 out
of 703) 6.8%, and the Basque Proviies (42 out of 463)
a record 9.0%. The
conclusion is inescapable that between 1560 and 1579 the
pattern of emigration to the New World was definitely more aristocratic from the
North than
from the South.

Natation otwomen.1560-1579
The proportion of female emigrants shows a steady rise as the century

prwesses.

Whereas in the Antillean period (1493-1519) women accounted for
only 5.6% of aLl emigrants and in the period
1520-39 the percentage was still
only 6.3%, the proportion more than doubled
to 16.4% in the years 1540-59 as
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 tie
period 1560-79. Of our 17,580 identified
emigrants, fully 5,013 or (28.5%)
were women or girls. Of these female
emigrants (at least one for every three

males), 1,989 (roughly 40%) wer. either
married (1,904) or widowed (85), the
remaining 3,024 (60%) being sicgle. 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 Canaries 13 (0.3%), Galicia,
Navarre, Murcia and Catalonia 10
each (0.2%), Valencia 9, Asturias 8, Aragon
8, and foreigners (chiefly
Portuguese) 14 (0.3X).
If we 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 Extremeabs, 25%
of the New Castilians, 42,4% of
the Andalusians, exactly 50% of those
from the province of Seville, while
erom the_ city. of_ Seville itse.1) the
women actually outnumbered yhe men!

Individual provinces each contributing more than 100
women or girls were:
1. Seville 7,051
2
Toledo 516
3. daceres
256 4. Huelva 187
5. Ivadrid

176

9. Salamanca t23

(. adia

156

10. Granada 119

7. Valladolid

130

8. ardoba 126

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 single city of Seville.
Here are the

com-

pa,.ivAve percentag::s among female a sigrants:
- 7.

Period

Total Emigrants
Id

ten

Total Number
of Women

Percentage
of Women

Ande).usiepp
AmenEbulbTOn

1493-1519

5,481

308

5.6%

67.0%

1520-1539

13,262

845

6.3%

58.3%

1540-1559

9,044

1,480

16.4%

50.4%

L560 -1579

17,587

5,013

28.5%

55.4%

Mpagoperies.and clerm
Once again it must be pointed out that members of the clergy were not
required to furnish information about their birthplace and parentage. Consequently the 458 whom I have identified represent only a portion of those
.

Who actually sailed.

Old Castile, which in the period preceding furnished

15.4% of all emigrants to the New World but an astonishing 28.8% of the clergy,

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 Andalusian emigrants of 2,780 women, whose sex
disqualified them as missionaries, would account for much of the. discrepaacy.
Here are the figures on the emigration, by regions, of missionaries and

clergy between 1560 and 1579: 1. Andalusia 149 (32.5%), 2.
(22.3%),

3. Extremadura 86 (18.8%),

New Castile 102

4. Old Castile 57 (12.4%),

24 (5.2%), 6. The Basque Provinces 18 (4.0%),a21 otliers 22(4.C%).
were no Asturians and no foreigners.

5. Lei56

There

The five most important provinces were

Seville 86, Ciceres 44,Badnjoz 40, and Ciudad Real and Toledo with 36 each.
Servants
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 highranking official of Church or State.

Already by the period immediately pre-

ceding (1540-59), almost one emigrant in tea was a servant.

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 servants MO
out of 2,390) is absolutely identical with that among emigrants as a whole:.
37.2%!

New Castile, with 19.0% of all emigrants, has 2002% of the servants.

Old Castile, with 11.3% of all emigrants, has a significantly higher proportion of servants (15.8%), while the percentage of servants from Extremadura
is very low: only 9.3% (vs. 18.7% of emigrants as a whole).

C0-

Leein and the

Basque Provinces both have a relatively high
share of servants (Lecin 6.6%
and the Basques 4.3%). The leading provinces
are Seville (677 servants),
Toledo (289), Valladolid (152), Badajoz (139), and Madrid
(107).

Destinations in America .1360-79.

After briefly yielding first place to Peru between 1540 and
1559, Mexico once again becomes the most popular
destination. Out of a total of 18,575
indications of destination mentioned,
Mexico claimed 7,209 (39.8%), Peru
3,913 (21.5%), New Granada 1,586 (8.7%),
Santo Domingo 1,115 (6.1%), Tierra
71rme or Panama 928 (5.1%), the Plate region
(including Paraguay) 733 (4.0%),
Chile only 488 (2.7%), Guatemala 478 (2.6%), Quito 291
(1.67), Nicaragua 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%), YucatAn
120 (0.7%), Trinidad and Tobago
46 (0.3%) and TileUragil 35 (0.2%).
We will now examine in turn each of the
major destinations.
Apii.graion to New§2.011.(ncludingNew Galictal.

Over four-fifths (1%) of all fourth period eBluants
to Mexico came
.from the Southern half of the Peninsula:
ApdajusAg. Extremadura and _New
Castile.

Among 7,218 new settlers identified, 3,174 (or 44.0%)
were Andalusians, 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%

47.4%

44.0%

Extremadura and New Castile ranked second and third with
1,370 (19.0%)
and 1,296 (18.0%) respectively. Old Castile, with only 690
(9.5%) was a
poor fourth. LeOn was a distant fifth with 244 (3.4%)
followed by the Basque
provinces with only 153 (2.1%).Emigration to Menico
from all other regions
combined (Galicia 39, Asturias 30, Navarra 53,
Aragon 38, Cataluna 19,
Valencia 17, Murcia 30, the Canary Islands 25,and all
foreigners 40), accounted for the remaining 4.00.
The preponderance of Andalusians and ExtremoOs
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
pr17inees Sevilla

.-

This figure, larger by 640 than the total number of emigrants
counted, reflects the fact that some colonists settled first in
one colony, then in
another.
- 81. -

1

11110
Was

L

4

a

t

7119:13:

aS4021.1

3

y

a

a

Liss
/
Il4111%;
4:23;33
a 0
4

C

a

1143
OW

a7a:csa
t
6

3 4 7

a
3

3
a

0

1

1
040,11.3

3

L
1

s

0
C

I

S

It

i0

*

L
a

4

0

I1

3 L
4211102
3
9
?

122032
LIS; t4211
1r

0

3

D
S

11

a a

artLIM

C

1.0

a
&

'17.1

4-4
9.h

/5

1.5.3

T.5

9.2
23.7

)3.0

40
Silip

asW2

1584

sas

1:140

to aat0Saw5

of Stai=4

Irish

MOLOS414

391)

of

to

1,1104t$T3

14.0

StraXISNIS 1201014L

5

slum
7209

LOU= SOTO to INLOIAf3
of 6184/190* /MOM

1115

MATI to 111108107f5
of 11114110111 nalatal

1121E
92S

79 - 60 15
TH IN SETTLEMENT
WORLD NEW 15E

10

111W3U40?3

le straicske

mum

naturally stands above all the rest with 2,209, Badajoz is second with 1,066,

Toledo third with 704, aceres fourth with 296, C4diz fifth with 283, and

C6doba sixth with 205.

Other important contributions were made by Huelva

(196), Guadalajara (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%).
(8.4% vs. 19.0%).

The same is true of the Extremealos

Here is the breakdown:

Andalusians 90 (26.7%), Old Cas-

tilians 66 (19.3%), New Castilians 63 (18.1%), Extremea6s 29 (8.4%), Basques
24 (7.0%), Leonese and Navarrese 21 each (6.67), 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 3,882 new emigrants to Peru during the period 1560-79, there were
1,339 Andalusians (34.5%), 751 New Castilians (19.3%), 684 Extremetos (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, CSceres 338, 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 Andalusians, 17.4% were

01d Castilians, 17% Extremerrios, 15.6% New Castilians, a record 8.6% Basques,

4.8% Leonese, 3.9% foreigners, and all other combined 5.8%.
period

For our fourth

(1560-79) we have identified the birthplace of another 497 emigrants

who resided in Lima for varying lengths of time.
percentages are markedly different:.

For these the regional

While the proportion of Andalusians

slowly climbs back to a more normal level, that of the Extremeiios continues
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to drop sharply in the aftermath of the civil wars and that of the New Castilians 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%), Old Castilians 85 (17.1%), Extreme5os 66 (13.2%), Leonese 29 (5.9%),

Basques 17 (3.4%), foreigners 8 (1.6%), all other combined 15 (3.1%).
Foremost among the individual provinces is Toledo with 89 new residents,
Bellowed closely by Seville with 87. Other provinces with sizeable contingents are Cii"ceres 37, ardoba 33, Badajoz 27, Madrid 22, and Burgos 21.

Emigpatiog 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 inelu6ed also
Popayiln, Cartagena, Santa Marta and Cabo de la Vela.

Among 1,577 new emigrants we identified 539 Angell:piens (34.2%), 366
New Castilians.(23.2%), 327 ExtremeaOs (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 Portuguese.

Valencia contributed 18 emigrants, Asturias 15, Navarre, Murcia and tile Canaries 9 apiece, Aragon 4 and Catalonia just 2.
The leading provinces are Seville 306, Badajoz 223, Toledo 188, Huelva
104 and aceres 102.
Bo ota.

For Santa Fe de Bogota, the capital of Nueva Granada, I could determine
the provincial origin in Spain of only 101 new residents during this period,
among them 39 Andalusians (38.6%), 16 New Castilians (15.8%), 15 Old Castilians (14.6%), 13 ExtremAos (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 CLeres, drdoba and
Sevilla with 7 each.
PIPPLIEPPit-

In this period the flourishins port of Cartagena begins rather
to attract large numbers of settlers.

s'

Between 1560 and 1579 no less than 300

new identified emigrants gave Cartagena as their destination, the overwhelming 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 whole), another 72
(24.0') from New Castile,and another 49 (16.37o)from Extremadura for a combined
- 85 -

81.9%.

There were only 23 Old Castilians (7.6%), 9
Leonese (3.0%), 8
Basques (2.7%), 6 foreigners (2.0%)
of whom 5 were Portuguese and one a Corsican, 3 Calicians (1.0%), and only 5
from all other regions combined: Canary
Islands 2;Asturias, CataluE6 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 Caceres and
Badajos 26 and 20 respectively.
The key port of Cartagena, like that of
Panama (q.v.) was, with its large population
of Alyillanos, 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 it soon afterwards for the greater attractions
of New Spain or Peru.
Of the mere 1,458 identified
emigrants to the Antilles (Santo Domingo,
Puerto Rico, and Cuba) between
1560-79, three-fourths (1,115) wnt to Santo
Domingo, Spain's oldest and best-established
colony in the area. Here are
comparative figures for
ixty-year period since 1520:
1520 '
1540-59
1560-79
out of 12,426 reout of 8,786 reout of 18,575 recorded destinations corded destinations
corded destinations
Santo Domingo
1,372 (11.0%)
389 (4.4%)

0

1,115 (6.0%)

Cuba

195 ( 1.6%)

32 (0.3%)

(1.0%)

Puerto Rico

108 ( 0.9%)

51 (0.5%)

152 (0.8%)

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

Immigatjoninto Panama (Tierra Firma).
% Andalusians

1520-39

1540-59

156079.

33.0%

48.2%

59.9%

Immigration into Santo Domingo
7. Andalusians

45.6%

47.5%

55.0%
For Cuba the figures are not as startling
but still very high:
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Immigration into Cuba

% Andalusians

41.0%

(--)*

46.7%

For Puerto Rico the pattern is somewhat different:
Immigration into Puerto Rico
% Old Castilians
30.6%

12.5%

% Andalusians

26.97

(--)

39.2%

% Extrelam

14.8%

(--)

17.8%

Though the proportion of Andalusians (35.2%) going to Puerto Rica has s
finally risen above that of Andalusians to the
Indies 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 hom 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 concentration of
Andalusians anywhere in the New
World, versus only 111 Extremendos (12.8%), 105 Old Castilians
(12.1%), 92
New .Castilians (10.6%) and 42 Leonese (4.8%).
There were 8 Catalans,
Basques, 6 Gallegos, 5 from Murcia, 5 from the Canary
Islands, 3 each from
Asturias and Navarra, 2 ' /alencians 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 aceres, 35 for Salamanca, 30
for Toledo, 28 for Valladolid and 26 for Jagn.
IititonesraEmiatioFirme (Panama, Nombre de Dios)
By 1575 Panama, the crossroads of commerce between
Spain and Peru, had
grown into a city of about 400 houses and some 500 veciros, almost all
of
them wealthy merchants from Seville. .5f. M.M. de
Peral;a, Costa Rica,

Nicaragua y Panama egelsitglo XVI, pp. 527-539, who cites the
testimony
of Dr. Alonso Criado de Castilla, an oidor of the Royal Audiencia
in Panama
at that time./
*Overall figures on emigration to Cuba and Puerto
Rico during the years
1540-59 wore too low to warrant a percentage analysis.

- 87 -

This fact is well supported by our statistics. Out of 927 identified
emigrants who gave Tierra Firma or Panama
as their destination in this period, 555 (or an astonishing 59.9%)
were Andalusians, with Extremadura contributing only 97 (10.5%), New Castile 89 (9.6%), Old Castile 88 (9.5%),
Vascongadas 30 (3.2%), Lean 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 aceres with 32.
If we compare the figures for Tierra Firma with those of the
two earlier periods the
trend toward Andalusian domination is clearly
apparent:

EttgAittdTierme:

1520-39

1540-59

Andalusians:

316 ( 33%)

244 (48.2%)

555 (59.9%)

ExtremeZos:

211 ( 22%)

136 (26.9%)

97 (10.5%)

All others combined:

430 (45 %a

126 (24.9%)

275

957 (100%)

506 (100%)

928 (100%)

1560-79

r.29.6%2

The River Plate Region (includim_Parsvoy)
Only 736 emigrants gave the Rio de la Plata
as their destination between 1560 and 1579.
Of these 255 (34.6%) were Ardelusians, 98 (13.3%)
Extremelos, 81 (11.0%) New Castilians,
and 79 (10.7%) Old 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
(3.7%).
The provinces rank as follows: 1. Seville (141) 2. Badajoz (62)
3. Toledo (35) 4. Cgceres and Cddiz (34 each), and Madrid (28).

Actually, all but 14 of our total of 736 emigrated from
Spain in 1)72 as
members of a single expedition commanded by Juan Ortiz d3 Orate,
clear evidence that the Plate region 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.

Jcs6

*LThe 78 new foreign settlers were composed of 45
Portuguese, 12 Azoreana,
7 Ylemings, 4 Italians, 3_Dutchmen, 2 Genoese, 2 Greeks,
1 Sardinian, I
Sicilian and 1 Levantine4/
qMagellan (1519), Cabot (1527), Alcazaba (1534), Nendoza (1536), Cabeza
de Vaca (1541)4j
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Toribio de Medina's

goleccinde documentos in4git04PATAJA
1A0001 de
.

,

Ghile.:.peonda.Serie (1558-15881 is full
of official complaints to the
effect that nobody wanted
to go to Chile because of the
costly and interminable 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 is
this period the destination
of only 488 new settlers of known
origin. Among
these are counted 152
Andalusians (31.1%), 111 New Castilians
(22.7%), 95
Extremaros (19.5%), 63
Old Castilians (12.9%), 21
foreigners (4.3%),* 17
Leonese (3.5%), 10 Basques
(2.0%) and C Galiciane (1.6%).
Marcia and the
Canaries Jent 4 each, Asturias
2 and AragOn 1.
The principal provinces are:
Badajoz (68), Ciudad Real (40),
Toledo
(29), aceres 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 Andalusians, 97 (20.3%) New
Castilians, 87
(18.2%) rad Castilians, and
only 20 Extremeiros (6.1%, an
exceptionally low
figure). We counted
in addition 22 Basques (4.6%), 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 Catalans at all. More
than one net 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, P'.lencia 2C (21
of whom emigrated in 1569), Ciudad
Real 25, and
Valladolid and Milaga 20 each.

s4RRIKE
To sum up our distribution of
emigrants among the major colonies
in
America, we present the following
comparative tables for the years 15601579:

6,547 Andalusians distributed as
follows:

Portwmese, 6 Greeks, 2 Genoese, 2
other Italians, 2 Flemings and 1
Frenchman./
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59.9% of the total of the new colonists of Panama
55.0%

Santo Domingo

44.07.

Mexico

41.27

Guatemala

37.27.

the Indies

34.67.

RIO d e la Plata

34.5%

Peru

34.27.

Nueva Granada

31.17

Chile

The percentage of Andalusians among the new settlers of Panama and
Santo Domingo has risen sharply. As in the preceding period, we note the
significantly higher proportion of Andalusians in Panama. New Spaia,_and
the Antilles than in any part of the Southern Hemisphere.

3,343 New Castilians distributed as follows:
23.27. of the total of the new colonists of Nueva Granada
22.77.

Chile

20.37

Guatemala

19.37

Peru

19.07

the Indies

16.07

Mexico

12.37

Santo Domingo

11.07

116 de la Plata

9.67

Panama

3,295 Extremerfos distributed as follows:

20.7% of the total of the new colonists of Nueva Granada
19.5% ....

.

Chile

19.07.

Mexico

18.77

the Indies

17.6%

Peru

13.32

R(o d e la Plata

12.1%

Santo Domingo

10.5%

Panama

6.1%

Guatemala

1,984 Old Castilians distributed as follows:
18.2% of the total of the new colonists of Guatemala
15.4% ..
Peru
12.97

Chile

12.57

Santo Domingo

11.37.

the Indies

I0.7Z

Rla do is Plata

9.77

Nueva Granada

9.5%

Panama

9.5%

Mexico

875 Leonese distributed as follows:

4.5% of the total of the new colonists of the Indies
4.47

Peru

4.2%

R(o de is Plata

4.0%

Guatemala

3.57

Chile

3.47

Mexico

3.17

Panama

3.0%

Santo Domingo

2.37

Nueva Granada

515 Basques distributed as follows:
7.1% df the total of the new colonists of R(o
de la Plata
4.67.

Guatemala

4.3%

Peru

3.27.

Panama

2.9%

the Indies

2.7%

Nueva Granada

2.17.

Mexico

2.0%

Chile

Santo Domingo

263 foreigners distributed as follows:
10.67. of the total of thq new colonists of Ria de la Plata

4.1%

Chile
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1.57.

the Indies

1.3%

Nueva Grenada

1.3% as*

Guatemala

1.0%

Peru

0.77

Panama

0.67

Mexico

0.17

Santo 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 Galicians distributed as follows:
3.7% of the total of the new colonists of Rio de in
Plata
1.7%
Nueva Granada
1.6%
Chile
1.37

Guatemala

1.0%

the Indies

0.7%

Peru

0.7%

Santo Domingo

0.6'

Mexico

0.57

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 Castilians and Extrc
meabs, and the lowest of Leonese.

3) Guatemala attracted the highest percentage of
new Old Castilians, the
lowest of ExtremesTos.

4) The R(o de la MORA continue

to show the highest concentration of Gallegos,

foreigners, andlibques.
Cumulative Data: 1493-1579

To summarize our statistical data on emigration
to the Indies in all
four periods studied so far (I: 1493-1519; II: 1520-1539;
III: 1540-1559;
IV: 1560-1579) we offer (i) a cumulative table of the
regional cont butione
between 1493 and 1579 (Chart 1), (it) a cumulative
ranking of the m)fl
jor con.
tributing provinces, and (iii) a cumulative ranking of
cities which by 1579
had each contributed 200 or more identified emigrants.
- 92 -

Conclusions

The appendixed tables reveal among other things that by 1579 (i) the
Southern half of the Peninsula had, not surprisingly, contributed over twice
as many colonists as the Northern half, (ii) well over a third of all colonists had been Andaluslans, (iii) the contributions of Old and New
Castile
had been roughly equal, (iv) the Basques and Navarrese together had furnished

less than 5%, the Galicians 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 each of the
four periods (from 0.1% to 0.4%), the cumulative percentage continued to be
insignificant not only in the registros dempaleroa but in the colonial
sources also, and (vi) the percentage of foreigners, highest just before the
middle of the century, had by 1579 dropped considerably but was still cumulately higher than that of the kingdom of Aragon.
Chart 1.
1.
2.

3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

Cumulative Totals by Province 1499-1579
Sevilla
Badajoz
Toledo

9852
5168
3377
2918

aceres

Valladolid
Salamanca
Huelva
Burgos
C6rdoba
10. Madrid
11. Cddiz
12. Ciudad Real

1905
1704
1701
1215
1201
1166
1149
907
958

13. Jan
14.
15.
16.
17.

Avila
Granada
Segovia
Palencia

840
764
745

728
697
539
514

18. Guad)aJara
19. GuApuzcoa
20. Malaga

Although we have not yet statistically analysed the patterns of emigration that developed during the XVIIth,

and later centuries, there

is considerable evidence to suggest that eventually the flood of emigration
from Andalusia and Extremadura subsided somewhat in favor of increased emigration from language and dialect areas of the North (Galicia, Asturias,
Navarra, Aragon, CataltiVa).
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However the statistics for the XVIth Century leave little doubt that in
the formation of the earliest Spanish dialect in the Antilles, which in turn
formed the base for most of the early ones on the mainland, a 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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POpTNOrIES

1. Boyd-Bowman, Peter: Indies
de.Amprica en el ktglitXVI
Bogota, 1964.

.

o d e 41102920ppblpdorme. espanoles

Vol. I (1493-1519) Institute Caro y Cuervo.

Vol. II (1520-1539).

Editorial Jus, Mexico D.P., 1968. (Both

volumes may be ordered from the Editorial Jus, Plaza de Abasolo N

14, Col.

Guerrero, Mexico 3, D.P.)

Vols. III (1540-59) and IV (1560-79) are typescripts ready for publication. The individual conmAstadores and other
colonists listed in the four volumes completed so far number over 45,000.
:i.tere is also in preparation a fifth and final volume, covering the years

1580-99, which will conclude our systematic study of XVIth Century emigration
to the New World. In addition we have published several articles on the same
subject, both in English and in Spanish: "Regional Origins of the Earliest
Spanish Colonists of America," PMLA (Dec. 1956), 1152-1163; "La procedentda
regional de los primeros colonizadores espanoles de America," Mundo
Madrid (Oct. 1957); "La emigration peninsular a America: 1520-39," Ristorica
Mexlcana, (Dec. 1963), 165-92; "La procedencia de los espanoles de America:
1540-59," Hiptorick Mexicesa (Sept. 1967), 37-71, and others.
2. Records for the Antillean period (1493-1519) begin only in 1509 and even
then are fragmentary in most years. In the next period (1520 -39) the
passenger lists for 1520-25 are totally missing and those for 1529-33 fragmentary also.

The period 1540-59 is strangely lacking in passenger lists
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 Catilego de pasajeros a Indies
(Vol. I: 1509-1534, Vol. II: 1535-1538, Vol. III: 1539-1559) C.S.I.C.
Sevilla, 1940-46.

- 95 -

%9.0

%9.0

%9'0

WO

911S

L6Z

VIZ

ZLZ

ZSZ

OCT

(%0'1 )

(%9'0 )

(%S*0 )

(%9'0 )

(%9'0 )

(Us() )

(zrO)

£9Z

611

tit

96

ZIT

56

06

SL

(Wri, )

(WC )

(7.9'0 )

(WO )

(WO )

CX9*0 )

(%$1S0 )

(WO )

(WO )

655

96C

ZCC

CL

Z9

OS

18

017

617

VZ

(i9'Ll)

(2.9't )

CU", )

(Ws? )

(WI )

(7.0'I )

(%6'0 )

(WO )

(%9'0 )

CL9.0

)

(WO )

LUZ

VOOI

009

LSS

£61

ICI

ZZI

IL

101

LL

IC

(72'9 )

(700'91)

ChS'L )

(v7-3 )

(7.9'Z )

( °!0*Z )

(O )

(76c.0 )

(%Z*0 )

(t9'0 )

(71.0 )

(%I*0 )

691

cev

L96

90V

Lsz

1171

III

OV

6Z

01

ZE

9C

8

einpumealn

9IT 3 fre3 /lien

GIT29123 PIO

uoe/

88314A01a subset(

siaultresoa

143XIe9

11ra '9 4B3 (113A

-5

-9

-1

vim1 '0I

9228AVX 'II

uogent -g/

sulan4sy

'it

seTzeue3 7/

5I

1:L0

9SS
CLS'I )

Sic

(72.9 )

06C1

L9SI

VI)

is

WO
C6Zei

(7.6*Z )

518

CAVSI)

(7.0*ZI)

VOZZ

meal

7.Z.T

99L`1

(V )

.7861

COCI

(29'9I)

IMO%

%S.Z

'Meg

ea11)

(cert.()

91VI

L95'Lt

%C9
06949

CL0.6I) EWE

(WSI)

vivo

71.171

91e9

S6ZE

-- -%.

-E

'6

Win

(W9I)

I

£6471

trientopuv

#99eL

61St

(U6C) ZLIZ

7.6.91

LIMV

SeZe9I

(z0' Z£)

II
6C5I - OZSt

69ZE

III
OVCI

(%I'9C)

6551

L159

6LCI - 0951

Ai

°' S£

1E301

(72LC)

e2eiuezzaa
eATivintun3

(6LSI-C6VI) Mien AR sivsoi RAMMED

CITIES WHICH BY 1579 HAD EACH SENT 200 OR MORE IDENTIFIED JETTLERS

1.

2
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.

Sevilla
Toledo
Salamanca
Trujillo (Cgceres)

ardoba
Madrid
Granada
Palos-Moguer (Huelva)
Valladolid
Jerez de la Frontera (Cgaiz)
Talavera (Toledo)
Medina del Campo (Valladolid)
Medellin (Badajoz)
Segovia
Burgos
Zafra (Badajoz)
Guadalcanal (Sevilla)

18. aceres
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.

Ciudad Rodrigo (Salamanca)
Avila
Badajoz
Ciudad Real
Plasencia
lilerena (Badajoz)
Ecija (Sevilla)
Mgrida (Badajoz)
Sanliccar de Barrameda (Cadiz)
Fregenal (Badajoz)

29. Nigiaga

30. Jaen
31. Guadalajara
TOTAL:

8,380
1,110
762
683
673
619
607
563
506

448
457
401.

Iln

35.

35,
3'S

00
296
296
273
258
255
253
247
213
208
206
202
200
20,590

(i.e., 45.47. of the

total number of all
emigrants.)
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