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The sale of patents of nobility (privilegios de  hidalguia)
was one of the many arbitrary fiscal devices resorted to by the
Habsburgs in their endless search for funds in the XVIth and
XVIith centuries. The fact of the sales is well known; their signi-
ficance is more questionable. Most often the purchase of hidalguia
15 seen as an expression of an all—pervading * lust for nobility * and
a reflection of a dominant, non-economic {even anti~economic)
orientation in the Castilian mentality.! It is represented as a
signiﬁcant element both in the diversion of capital from produc-
tive investment and in the dcbourgeoisiﬁcation of Castilian so-
clety,2 drawing attention, incidentally, to the importance of

t Antonio DomiNcuez Ozrriz, *La desigualdad contributiva en Castilla durante
el siglo xvil 7, Aunario de Historia del Dervcho Espaitof, 21-2 {1951-2), pp. 1262-3; |. H.
Eiviorr, Jmperial Sgain 1469-1716 {1963}, p. 305, writes of the ' universal hunger for
tithes of nobility”, and p. 104, 'an object of universal desire *; Juan Rxcrd, ™ Spain
and her Ewmpice 7, New Cambridge Modern History, vol. 5 (1961), p. 370, and Historia
de Espaiia y América social ¥ ceondmica, od. J. Vicens Vives, vol. 3 (196] 1, PP 53, 219,
244 (HHASE).

* Most recently, for example, by Ratpn Davis, The Kise of the Atlantic Economies
(1973), pp. 150-1, and Jan D& Vuies, The Heonomy of Ewrope in an Age of Crisis 1600-
1750 (1976), p. 218; KecLA, HEASKE i 13, 33, 249; AnvoNie Domingurz Oniiz,
Orto y Ocawo de Sevilla {1946}, p. 55
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state action and the impact of war (via the means required to
finance if) in distorting the social structure and as agents of social
mobility.? By exacerbating the gross disequilibrium in the bur-
den of taxation between rich and poor, the sale of noble exemp-
tions is said to have contributed to rural depopulation and the
collapsc of agricultural production.* The sale of nobility, there-
fore, by adding to the numbers, reinforcing the social and eco-
nomic attitudes, aund pandcring to the universal appeal of the
hidalgo has had to share part of a fundamental responsibility for
Castile’s economic decadence. s

This kind of vicw is based largely on the repeated but very
generalized complaints of the Cortes about the number of hi-
dalguias sold and the need for a conscquential reallocation of
taxation, and it has not been entirely endorsed by some of those
most expert in the social and financial history of the period (Ca-
rande, Ulloa, Dominguez Ortiz). Even they, however, have
lacked precise information on the chronology, the extent, the value
and the beneficiaries of the sales, and it has, therefore, been impos-
sible to make anything but an impressionistic assessment of their
significance cither as a fiscal device or as a social and economic
phenomenon.

The evidence that would permit a detailed and reasonably
exact resolution of these issucs exists both in the general corre-
spondence of the Councils of State and Finance and in the accounts
of the royal treasury. What the purchaser actually bought was
a patent, a carta de privilegio, according him the status and privi-

¥ RaMON CaranDE, Carfos V' oy sus bangneros, vol. 2 (1949), p. 503; Domingurz
Orriz, Desigualdad contributiva, p. 1263; Ruth PikE, Aristocrats and Traders. Sevillion
Socicty fnn the Sixteenth Cenrnry (1972), p. 23,

¢ GONZALQ ANES, Las crisis qgrarias en la Fspaita moderna (1970}, p. 109; De Vrics,
pp. 219, 217.

s “El hidalgo es el responsable fundamental de la decadencia cconémica’, Josg
Maria sz Borque, Suecielogia de la comedia espaiiola del sigle xvii (1976), p. 296;
Joseen PEREZ, L'Espagne dn X7Ie Siecle (1973), p. 32; Jamme Vicens Vivs, Historia eco-
némica de Espaita (3rd edit. 1964}, pp. 380-1; Elhott, p. 305.
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leges enjoyed by the customary and hereditary nobles of the realm
(hijosdalgo notorios de sangre y solar conocido). The instrument opened
with a recapitulation of the petition and statement of services
and merits submitted by the recipient in justification of the grant.
Here were set out the man’s family history, the services to the
Crown of himself and his predecessors and close relatives, the
genealogy and origins of his house and its connections by blood
and marriage with established noble lineages, togethcr with any
details of offices held, membership of confraternities, exemp-
tions from taxes or levies, the existence of chapels, chantries or
arms sculpted over the portals of the family home, and previous
grants or court judgements that might support his claim to no-
ble status. The justification was frankly propagandist and there-
fore has to be examined with considerable scepticism, but it does
make possible at least a partial analysis of the kinds of persons
who were buying hidalguias. The justification was followed by
the formal grant of nobility by the king, expressed in a variety of
legal formulae which in principle distinguished carefully between
the creation of new nobility, the declaration of a nobility deemed
already to exist, the ratification, restitution or confirmation of
a previous grant or court judgement. The remaining sections
of the document consisted of standard-form chapters sctting out
the detailed privileges and exemptions of hidalguia, dispensations
and abrogations of the laws, guarantees against revocation, and
instructions to the courts and local authorities to recognize and
observe the rights to which the grantee was now entitled.
Theoretically, copies of all the cartas de privilegio should
have been kept in the contaduria de la razén in order to maintain
a central record of tax exemptions.® What copies there are
now to be found in the section Direccidn General del Tesoro,
Inventario 5, of the Archivo General de Simancas, the first two
legajos of which contain 154 patents issued in the XVIth and XVIIth

s Archive General de Simancas (AGS], Direccidn General del Tesoro (DGT), In- .
ventario 5, legajo 1, no. 1, RC Monzdn, 6 Sept. 1552.
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centuries.” This source is supplemented for the XVIIth century
by two independent lists; one, an account drawn up in 1661 of
the hidalguias sold since 1629 for which the purchasers had not
yet proved full payment;? the other, a list dated 4 September
1710 of grants and confirmations of hidalguia issued by the se-
cretaria de la Cdmara y Estado de Castilla since 1623.°

Grants of nobility had been issued by the hundred by the
Catholic Kings in the last quarter of the XVth century, but these
had been made for military and personal services, not for money. 10
After 1495 these grants petered out, and though it has been ar-
gued that some hidalguias were sold at the start of Charles V’s
reign the evidence probably refers to a continuation of grants
of patents by the Crown rather than sales.!! In either event the
practice was short lived, and successive instructions of Charles V
to his regents forbade them to make grants of hidalgu:’a, caballeria
and naturalization “as I do not grant them, because they are
greatly prejudicial to the kingdom *.12 The possibility of putting

T AGS DGT 5, leg. 1, £ 71 (71 for 1552-16000), leg. 2, f. 84 (83 for 1600-99;
f. 35 is missing). Subscquent references to specific patents and grantees will be designac-
ed CP 16 for legajo 1, CP 17 for legajo 2, followed by the folio number.

2 AGS DGT Inventario 24, leg. 332, transcript of a statement given to the Conscjo
en Sala de Cobrangas, 1661, “de lo que por este libro constava en ragon de las hi-
dalguias bendidas cuyos compradores no havian pressentado pagos de los precios dellas’,
and ‘ Relacion de lo que se deve de Conpras de Hidalguias *, Madrid, June 1661.

9 ‘ Documentos inéditos para la Historta Nobiliarta ', Revista de Historia y de Ge-
nealogfa Espailola, vol. 1 (1912), pp. 40-3, B5-7, 133-5, [80-3, ‘Relacién de las hidal-
guias que se han despachado por la Secretaria de la Cdmara v Estado de Castilla, como
consta por los libros que hay cn clla, desde el afio de 1623 hasta la fecha de csta
{4 Sept. 1710} cn conformidad de la orden que S.M. sc sirvid expedir para que se
formase * (henceforth * Relacidn de 1710°; the manuscript source is Real Academia de
la Historia, Madrid, Coleccidn de Grandezas, vol. 1), The fact that these patents were
issued by the Cdmara docs not mean they were not sold. There is a considerable
overiap among the three soutces and 46 of the {16 patents listed here for 1625-1700
are known to have involved some direct, cash payment.

10 MaRtE-CLAUDE GEREET, ‘ Les guerres et I'accés 3 la noblesse en Espagne 1465 i
1592°, Mélanges de la Casa de Veldzquez, 8 {1972), pp. 295-326; Elfiotr, p. 104,

i1 Carande, 11; 512-3,

12 ManugL FerNANDEZ Awvagsz, ed., Corpus Docnmental de Carlos 17, vol. 1 {1973},
pp. 153, 416, 533, 544, vol. 3 (1577), pp. 29, 310,
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hidalgufas up for sale, however, was mooted as early as 1524,13
and again in 1547,1¢ but none seem actually to have been sold
until the autumn of 1552 when, with preparations for the Metz
campaign occupying all Charles V's resources in the north, the
Council of Finance, faced with the cost of defending Spain and
Notth Africa against the threat from the French and Turkish
fleets, found all the Crown’s ordinary revenues, the servicios of
the Cortes, the rents of the Masterships of the Military Orders,
the cruzada and the clerical subsidy mortgaged into 1555.15 Five
years later, in 1557, Philip II ordered 150 hidalguias to be sold
m Castile in the hope of bringing three-quarters of a2 million
ducats into the treasury; ! but the eXpedient was a total failure.
Only ten patents are known to have been sold between 1552
and July 1559 when Philip II called a halt to the sales. Two more
are recorded prior to 1565 but the likelihood is that these were
grants and not sales. Throughout the next decade, a decade
that encompasses the relief of Malta, revolts in Granada and the
Netherlands, Lepanto and the Holy League, and the third * bank-
ruptcy * of the reign, sales were continuous, with no less than

13 Charles V was said to be thinking of sclling 300,000 ducats worth in 1524, Ca-
rande ii; 502.

4 AGS Estade leg. 75, Philip to Charles V, 1 June 1547; Corpus Documental, vol. 2
(1975}, p. 511 : '

15 AGS Consejo y Juntas de Hacienda (CJH}, leg. 13 (old number 23}, £. 59, ‘lo
que parcce al Conscjo de la Hazienda que V. Alteza deve cserivir a Su Mage ™ {1 Sept.
1552). FernANDEZ Awvarez, Corpus Docsmental iii: 432, tentatively puts the date of
the original decisiont in May 1552, but as it wds taken in the presence of Don Juan
Manrique just before his departure for the Netherlands, it must have been prior to
29 Mar, 1552 {Carande ii: 123). Copies of the royal orders authorizing the sales,
dated Augsburg, 18 Sept. 1552, and Béthune, 1 Sept. 1554. are to be found in AGS
DGT 5, lég. 1, no. 1. The measure was intended to raisc 100,000 ducats, MoDEsTO
Uiroa, La hacienda reat de Castilla on e reinado de Felipe II (2nd odit, 1977}, p. 95,
and also Corpus Documental iii: 604, Charles V to Philip, 12 Aug. 1553, indicating that
thete had in fact been a previous attempt to sell hidalguias cithout much success, but
it is not clear when thar was.

ts Carande iii: 450-1; AGS CJH leg. 23 (36), f. 205, Pedro Nifio to Princess fuana,
Toledo, 24 Mar. 1557. Carande’s belief that 150 were to be sold in each province is
symptomatic of the exaggerated importance attributed to the sales.
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seventeen in 1567 alone, and another twenty by 1575. After
1575 no more were marketed until 1583, and, despite the re-
commendation of the Junta Grande y de Arbitrios and the Council
of Finance late in 1591 to revive the sales,'” only eight hidalgufas.
are known to have been sold in the twenty-year period 1576~
95. Another fourteen followed in 1596-1600, but, opposed by
the Cortes and prohibited by the millones contract of 1618, only
fourteen more were issued in the next twenty-eight years, a dozen
of them by 1615. The sales were then revived as one of 2 number
of emergency measures lnto which Olivares was driven by the
loss of the plate fleet and the opening of the Mantuan war in
1628. In 1629 the Cortes was asked to lift the conditions of
the millones to allow the king to setl 100 hidalguias at 4,000 du-
cats each.’® A second 100 was proposed n 1635 as part of a grant
by the Cortes of nine million ducats over three years, and another
100 in 1643, but ncither proposal was given effect.’ In the
latter case the Cortes refused its consent, making a grant of 300,000
ducats instead, and further general sales were prohibited by the
conditions attached to subsequent regrants of the millones.20 How-
ever, the Cortes did permit individual grants to be made in
contravention of these conditions on a number of occasions,
and several hidalguias were issued to courtiers and officials. for
resale as mercedes or in settlement of debts and salaries.?! In the

17 AGS CJH 202 (292), consufta of Council of Finance, 5 July 1592; Instituto de
Valencia de Don Juan {EVD]}, envie 43, f. 316, Junta en Valladolid, 10 July 1592..

18 Anronio Domingusz Owrtiz, Politica y hacienda de Felipe IV {1960), p. 43; AGS
DGT 24, leg, 332, Philip IV to Council of Finance, 4 July 1630. Domingurz Orriz
in La sociedad espaiiola en ¢l siglo XVIT, vol. 1 (1963), p. 182, says this issue was halted
in 1632 at the request of the Cortes, but the records of the sales show this cannot
have been so.

19 Mawuer Danvita,  Nuevos datos para escribir la historia de las Cortes de Cas-
tilla en el teinado de Felipe 1V °, Boletin de la Real Acadentia de la Historia (BRAH),
16 (1890), pp. 72, 88.

20 Actas de las Cortes de Castifla (ACC), vol. 55, pp. 297, 338; Danvila, BRAH
16: 86; Francisco Galrarpo FernvAnnpez, Origen, progresos y estado de las rentas de la
Corana de Espaia, su gobierno y adwitistracién, vol. 1 (1805), pp. 184, 198.

2 AGS DGT 24, leg. 332, the marchioness of Leganés was given three privilegios
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reign of Charles II, hidalguias were again sold sporadically by
the Crown, but, ostensibly at any rate, these were claimed to
be still part of the 100 granted in 1629.

The total of the patents listed by the three sources is 272;
87 of them issued 1552-1615, 185 in 1625-1700.22 The number
actually sold was rather less than this, although the precise fi-
gure remains uncertain, partly because some of the term sales,
which were the norm in the seventeenth century, may not have
been completed, partly because it is not always clear whether
2 particular patent was sold or gr:mtcd as a merced. Of these 272,
185 were certainly sold and the likely figure lies between 233
and 252.23 When it 1s possible to check them against other do-
cumentary evidence, the figures compiled from the lists are ge-
nerally slightly on the high side. A statement drawn up in 1629

in 1634 for her nominees, on account of 3,004 ducats a vear pension grauted to her
as a mterced; the secretary, Don Francisce de Calatavud, was given an hidalgiia which
he sold to Captain Lorenzo de Padilla Gonzilez of Cicza in 1637, to cover 3,800
ducats owed him for five-years salary as sceretary of the Junta de Competencias; ACC
55: 338, the Monastery of San Lorenzo el Real was granted two hidalguias for its no-
minecs in 1638 to compensate it for the decline in its rents.

22 The 185 excludes two patents withdtawn and four *ceremonial ™ mercedes to
royal wet-nurses and on the occasion of the king’s wedding. There were in all 301
male and five female recipicnts, together with all their dependent children, thirteen
married or i11depenclent sOns, $ix ncphews, seven wives and two sisters.  Five of the
patents were legitimizacions, and three others reissues, reconfirmations and restitutions
of hidalguia,

23 For the purpose of anaiysis all grants apparcntly initiated from below have been
incladed. Apart from the impossibility of drawing any meaningful distinction between
direct, money ‘services” and grants made for ‘services’ like the surrender of an enco-
mienda in the Indies worth 1,000 pesos a vear (CP 16, £ 52), the loan of 200,000 florins
free of intcrest for a year (CP 16, . 47, 12, 13}, or the free grant of hidalguia to Dicgo
de Alburquerque of Seville soon after he had undertaken a large financial deal with
the king (Ruth Bike, Emterprise and Adventure. The Genoese in Seville and the opening
of the New World [1966], p. 96; CP 16, £ 6, 17 Mar. 1585), all the grantees had a
common need for a royal declaration to establish a nobiliey which they had not been
able to prove in any other way. None of the conclusions of this article would have
been substantially diffcrent had analysis been limited to the minimum number of sales
for which the evidence is unequivocal - the proportion of recipients presenting strong
evidence of pre-cxisting nobility in their familics, for example, would have been only
about 5 per cent less, see below pp. 341-343.
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from the registers of the contaduria de la razén lists only seventeen
of the twenty-two sales made 1591-1609,24 and in September
1637 only eighty hidalguias of the 100 granted in 1629 were said
to have been sold,?’ against 87 shown in the lists. All in all,
therefore, the maximum figure of 272 in 148 years is, if any-
thing, likely to be a slight overestimate of the h:da!guras sold in
Castile during the Habsburg period.2¢

There was then no mass sale of nobility in Habsburg Ca-
stife. An average of less than two a year points, on the contrary,
to a surprising slackness in the demand for cartas de privilegio.
All the evidence indicates that, with the exception of the one
year, 1567, it was very difficult to sell hidalguias in the XVIth cen-
tury, and in some parts of the country virtually impossible.
When the first hi{fﬁ[gufﬂs were put up for sale in 1552, only five
were bought in one and a half years, realizing a quarter of the
100,000 ducats the Council of Finance had expected.?’ In March
1557, the king ordered the sale of another 150, but economic
conditions were not favourable, in particular the bad harvests
and high prices around 1557, and from practically all the cities
the response was the same — ‘no a hablado en ellas’ (Guadix),
‘ninguna persona a tratado dellas ™ (Murcia), “ no ay persona que
ponga en precio ninguno de las’ (Toro), ‘ninguno se mueva a
dar un real por la hidalguia nl yo Creo que avria persona en este
lugar que le de ny trate deste negocio’ {Toledo); there was a
possible buyer in Utrera, two in Granada, but nobody in Seville,
nor in Palencia, Guadalajara or Malaga,?® and in July 1559 Philip II

24 AGS DGT 24, leg. 332, relacidn of Contador Tomas de Aguilar to President and
Council of Finance, 27 Nov. 1629,

s AGS DGT, leg. 332, Carta de privilegio of Captain Lorenzo de Padilla Gonzé-
lez, 18 Sepr. 1637.

2 The uncertainties in the upper estimates of these figures can in part be offset
against other known sales about which these sources are silent, the sale to Pedro Mar-
. cos of Getafc in 1618, for example, ACC xxxi; 247-8, 268, 298.

27 Ulloa, p. 95; AGS CJH leg. 13 (23}, £. 59; Corpus Documental iii: 629,

28 AGS CJH leg. 55 (82), 12on Iftigo de Cérdoba to Philip II, Guadix, 29 Apr.
1557, and to Juan Vizquez de Molina, Guadix, 8 May 1557; AGS CJH leg. 23 {36},
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ordered the sales to stop, ‘since we have seen how litde fruit
and profit has resulted .2 Despite the complaints of the Cortes,
which historians have too readily accepted at face value, the evi-
dence fully supports the king in his reply to a petition of 1566
that * few ’ patents of nobility had been issued to that date 3 —
only sixteen in fact since 1552. Ironically, more were to be sold
in 1567 than in the previous fifteen years; but it was tmpossible
to maintain sales at that level and only twenty were disposed of
in the next eight years. Thergafter there was never much con-
fidence in official circles that there was a great deal to be got
from hidalguias, as indeed there had not been on Charles Vs
part at the very beglmnng 3

Philip IV was somewhat more successtul tlnn his grandfa-
ther. Between 1629 and 1633 as many transactions were nego-
ttated as in the whole of Philip I’s reign. However, these hi-
dalgutas were being sold at a price little more than half of that
demanded in the 1590s, and despite the reopening of the market
after some twenty-five years during which there had been little
opportunity for new men to buy their way into the nobility,
demand was slow, aot slower from 1633, and after 1640 largely
dried up. As early as February 1630 the king had written to
the corregidores, to whom, as in 1557, the negotiation of the
sales had been entrusted, ordering them to try to get the mo-
ney in more quickly than from the rather dilatory responses

f. 200 (Murcia), f. 206 (Toro}, f. 205 (Toledo); AGS CJH leg. 21 (32), Ortega de
Melgosa to Philip [I, Seville, 25 June 1557 {Utrera and Seville); AGS CJH leg. 49
(74), Don Melchor de Guevara to Princess Juana, Guadalajsra, 7 Apr. 1557; Carende
iii; 450-1 (Granada Palencia and Ma]'lg'l) Ulloa, p. 95.

% AGS CJH leg. 23 {36), f 157, Plulip 11 to Council of Finance, Ghent,
July 1539,

30 ACC ii: 434; sec also petition 8 of 1558 Cortes, Cortes de los Am?xguo.s Reinos
de Ledn y de Castitla (CLC), vol. 5, p. 743, and petition 57 of 1563 Cortes, ACC 1: 336.

1 IVDJ envio 43, £. 316, Philip I's apostil to Junta en Valladolid, 10 July 1592;
CristéaL Esrejo DE Hivojosa, Ef Consejo de Hacienda durante la presidencia del margués
de Poza (1924), pr 36; Corpus Documental iit: 604, Charles V to Philip, 12 Aug. 1553,
'por lo passado tengo experiencia de quidn poce se 5aca desta .
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that had hitherto been reccived, by persuading the cities and
provincial capitals to accept a quota of sales for which they would
take responsibility, in the meantime anticipating the returns by
letting the king have the money straight away.?? Many of the
towns, however, were unable to dispose of their quotas and either
paid the money in order that no hidalgias should be sold within
their jurisdictions (Trujillo, Logrofio, Salamanca), or had to
bear the cost themselves out of communal revenues or taxation.33
In Olmedo the best offer the town received was 31,000 reales,
and it had to borrow the remaining 13,000 reales from the municipal
granary. In Medina del Campo the town council could find
no buyer at all (on account of its poverty, it claimed), and after
raising the money to pay the king by an excise on meat, it had
to get royal permission, ten years later, to hawk its hidalgu{a
across the country; in the end, the hidalguia was passed on to the
convent of Barefooted Carmelites of Santa Teresa de Avila who
found a buyer in the town of Almendralejo, 200 miles away
in Extremadura.’* In the event, Philip IV probably got most
of the 400,000 ducats he had intended to raise, but not by selling
hidalguias, and when, in 1635, he proposed to put a second batch
up for sale, the Council of Finance rejected the proposal as not
worthy of consideration since the first 100 had not yet been
disposed of despite all efforts.3s Twenty stll remained unsold
in September 1637, and the Crown was apparently still selling
off the 100 hidalgufas of the 1629 grant in 1699, twenty-two of
the forty-two issued during the reign of Charles II being attributed

32 Details of these orders can be found in the authorization given to Medina del
Campo, | May 1630, te raisc the moncy by raxation, AGS DGT 24, leg. 332, and also
in Actas de las Juntas y Dipwraciones del  Principado de Asturias, ed, Marcos G. Martinez,
vol 3 (1954), pp. 126-7.

3 Dowumincuez Ortiz, Politica y hacienda, p. 46, Actas de las Juntas.., de Asturias,
vol. 5 (1955), p. 155.

M AGS DGT 24, ieg. 332, relaciones of 1661.

35 Danvila, BRAH 16: 72; Domincuez Owtiz, Politica y hacienda, p. 387; Domin-
GUEz ORTIZ, Sociedad espafiola en el sigle XVII, vol. 1, p. 182. o
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to the 1629 grant,’¢ either because some of the earlier sales had
fallen through or as a crude constitutional subterfuge.

How is this persistent lack of demand and the relatively
small number of hidalgulas sold to be explained in a society whose
nobilomania has become a historiographical legend? One
explanation lies in the widespread opposition to the creations
and the ambivalence of royal policy which effectively restricted
supply. The sale, and indeed the free grant, of hidalguias was
vigorously and continuously opposed by the Cortes, by the town
and village corporations, by the cstablished nobility and by the
pechero estate alike.3” The repeated petitions of the Cortes to
ban further sales on account of the harm done both to the rcputa—
tion of the nobility by casy access and to the interests of the
remaining taxpayers by granting exemptions to the wealthiest
members of the community without any corresponding reduaction
in the total tax demand,’® probably had litde direct effect until
the reign of Philip III when the prohibition was incorporated into
the conditions of the miflones, but the resistance of the Cortes
was certainly responsible for holding back the numnber of hidalgulas
put on the market by Philip IV.¥ The town and village councils
also had some influence, partly through their petitions to the
Cortes, and partly through their willingness to buy out and
suppress cartas de privilegio sold to their inhabitants, % the most
striking case being the 50,000 ducats paid by the city of Seville

36 In chronolnglc'll order from 1669-99, CP 17, & 29, 39, 12, 19, 67, 80, &5, 45,
16, 33, 66, 73, B4, 34, 58, 83, 63, 20, 15, 61, 748, 42,

3 Corpus Documencal iii; 629, Philip to Charles V, 12 Nov. 1553,

¥ Petition 8, 1558, CLC v: 734; petition 37, 1563, ACC i: 336; petition 24,
1566, ACC ii: 434; petiions 16 and 78, 1570-71, ACC wi: 368, 412; petition 46,
1576, ACC v: 58-9; session 11 Aug. 1592, ACC xii: 176; session 10 July 1599, ACC
xviil: 320 sesstons | and 8 Feh, 1618, ACC xxxi: 247, 268.

1 The Cortes withheld 1ts consent to the sale of a further 100 hidalguias in April
1643 and granted 300,000 ducats instead, Danvila, BRAH 16: 86; ]_)OMiN(“UP? OrriZ,
Sociedad espaiiela en el sigh XVI, vol. 1, p. 182; Gallardo Ferndndez, vol. 1, p. 184.

# One of the measures Philip IV propmc,d in order to make the hada!qmm more
attractive was to make them immune from suppression in this way, Danvila, BRAH
16: 88 (2 Apr. 1643).
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in 1584 in order that no more hidalguias be sold within her
jurisdiction.‘” '

Perhaps more important than the opposition of the country
was the ambivalence of the Crown. Both Charles V and Philip II
had the most serious reservations about selling hidalguias. They
wanted the money, but neither to devalue nobility nor to increase
the tax burden on the commons. All Charles V’s Instructions
(1529, 1535, 1537, 1538, 1548, 1551) forbade his regents in
Castile from making grants of hidalguia * because they are very
much to the prejudice of the kingdom .42 It was from the Council
of Finance in Castile that the pressure to sell hidalgufas primarily
came, and it was because of the reluctance of Charles V and
Philip II that so few were actually sold.#*  Charles V forbade
the sale of hidalguia to anybody guilty of public infamy, to sons
of clerics, descendants of unpardoned comuneros, or to anybody
with any trace of heretical or Jewish blood.4¢ In practice some
of these prohibitions had to be relaxed because they were so
restrictive, but despite pressure from the Council of Finance
Philip I was also concerned to exclude * personas defectuosas .43
Acting as regent when the first hidalguias were put up for sale
in 1552, he deliberately set the price so high that no more than
a handful of people were prepared to pay it,# and in disregard of

4 Ulloa, p. 426; PIKE, Aristocrats and Traders, p. 23, citing, Montoto, gives the
date as 1582

32 Corpus Docimental 12 153, 416, 533, 544, iii: 29, 310. I have found no mention
of hidalgifas in the 1543 Instructions,

3 AGS Estado leg. 75, Phi}ip to Charles V, Guadalajara, 1 June 1547, ‘En lo de
las hidalguias aunque ha parescido lo mismo que a V.Md por los inconvenientes que en
ello ay, todavia se ternia por menores que los que ay en lo del oro y plata de las
yglesias en que ay tantas difficaleades '; Carande i1: 503; Corpus Documental 17 512,
i 588, 604,

44 Corpus Documental 1i1: 472-3 (18 Sepr. 1552).

45 Corpus Documental 1i1: 532, 569, 588, 629,

4 AGS CJH leg. 13 (23), f. 59, Philip reported to Charles V, 1 Sept. 1552, that
the sale of hidalguias and other measures ' an seido hasta agora de poco probecho, por
que en lo de las hidalgnias por ser en tanto perjuicio de los pecheros del reyno, yo
he tenido fin a que se vendan las menos que ser puedan, y que los ricos y caudalosos
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the advice of his ministers he never allowed any lowering of the
threshold throughout his reign.*’ It was because he regarded it
as a “ most hateful and prejudicial business * that was in any case
of little fiscal value that he ordered the sale of hidalguias to cease
in July 1559.48 It may be that the sales of 1567-75 reflect some
relaxation of this attitude, but in 1592, when the Junte Grande
and the Council of Finance proposcd selling twelve or thirteen
new hidalguias for upwards of 70,000 ducats, Philip II scotched
the plan by arguing that some way had to be found of * prevent-
g the burden of exemptions falling on the poor, who in justice
must be taken into account’, and refusing to issue any patents
until a sufficient number had been sold to make the revenue
they brought in worthwhile, a number he set at a level he knew
full well was never likely to be reached. It was to be four years
before another hidalgiia was sold. Indeed, in no less than nineteen
of the 43 years of Phi]ip s reign there were no hida{gufas issued

que las quisieren las paguen bien, v asi les puse precio de 5000 ducados cada uma a
tedos los que tubicren de hazienda hastz L o LX M(1l} ducados, v que si tubiesen mas
hazienda se les pidiese mayor precio; v como ticnen entendidas las necesidades, aunques
cosa que mucho descan, an se detenido en venillas a conprar, esperando que verna al-
guna necesidad tan grande que para clly se vajara cl precio, v asi no se an conprado
hasta agora mas de quatro...” The price set by Philip was niuch higher than that pro-
posed by Charles V — 2,000 ducars for individuals without children, or 10 per cent
of the grantce’s estimated wealth, Corpus Doctmental iii: 472-3 (18 Sept. 1552}

47 AGS CJH leg. 91 {135}, Francisco Duarte, Factor of the Casa de Contratacion,
to Philip II, Seville, 18 Sept. 1574, proposed that as prospective buyers thought the
pricc was too high, *si en esto sc hiciese algun cquibalencia, regulando la calidad y
cantidad de los conpradores, creo se harta mas efeto’, bue Philip replied terscly, el
precio ha de ser de 5,000 ducados v que no tengan hijos casados ”,

s AGS CJH leg. 23 (36}, t. 157, Philip II to Council of Finance, Ghent, 23 July
1559, “lo de las hidalguias pues se a bisto el poco fruto e ynteres que desto a pro-
cedido v cs negocio tan odioso y perjudicial, sera mgjor que se dexe de husar deste
arbitrio, v asi en lo que no cstubicre ya cffectundo hasta que otra cosa probeamos no
s¢ tratara .

4 AGS CJH leg. 202 (292), consulta of Council of Finance, 21 Junc 1592; IVD]
envle 43, £ 316, Junta en Valladolid, [0 July 1592, ‘que hasta que aya numero de
cinguenta no se abra puerta a esto, v quando llegue lo avisen ’; to which Philip II,
underlning * de cinquenta’, replied, ' basta decir 20, que 50 nunca se juntaran, ni aun
creo que las 207
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at all. Philip ITT and Philip IV were perhaps less hostile in principle
than their prcdcccssors, and Philip IV, in particular, much less
discriminating about who might buy from him,* but in the early
years of the sales there is no doubt that the purchasers’ fears
of risking an cxamination into their backgrounds, on the one
hand, and the high cost of the hidalguias, on tht: other, were
powerful depressants of demand.s!

What is clear is that the hidalguifas were very much over-
priced. The price varied with the particular conditions and special
circumstances of each grant, the inclusion of married sons or
sons living independently outside the paternal home, for example,
but it was always a fixed and artificial Chargc, not a market
price. From 1552 to 1575 the norm was set at 5,000 ducats in
gold; from 1583 to 1609 it was 6,000 to 6,500 ducats; in the 1630s
it was 4,000 ducats, silver if possible, but uvsually vellén.52 The
original price was deliberately designed to limit buyers to those
with fortunes of 50 or 60,000 ducats; the equivalent figure at
the end of the XVIth century would have been 60-80,000. The
total market in Castile can hardly have been more than a few

so Philip 11 faveured the proposal of the Junta de Medios, 22 Nov, 1608, to sell
hidalguins, as long as payment was made within six months, Espejo de Hinojosa, p. 36;
and Philip IV personally pushed the measure against a reluctant Council of Finance,
Danvila, BRAH 16: 88 (2 Apr. 1643}, raising no social barriers againse po[cntial buyers
and ordering the Council to sell ‘a qualesquicr personas que lleguen a comprar las’,
4 July 1630, AGS DGT 24, leg. 332; see abso RP to Governor of Villanueva de la
Setena, 11 Dec. 1635, ibid., * siendo necessario venderse las dichas hidalguias a la per-
sona o persoms que las quisieren conprar de qualquier estado, calidad v condizion qLic
sean, dande quenta particular en o} dicho mi qonsejo de hazienda... os doy poder
cunplida ’,

s Corptis Documental 1it: 629, Philip to Charles V, 12 Nov, 1553, "¢ las hidal-
gufas hay poca demanda porque no se han despachado sino ¢inco, como tengo seripro;
dévelo causar que los que pedrian pagar el precio de 5,060} ducados no se quieren aver-
gongar cn examinar las calidades, ni cn que se sepan sus wdeulas, y los otros que no
las tienen, no se hallan en posibilidad para dar la dicha suma, v ass estd parado este
negocio... .

32 Twenty of 27 known prices 1552-75 fell ‘between 5,000 and 5,300 ducats, 16
of 24 1583-1609 between 6,000 and 6,500 ducats, and 4,000 ducats was the standard
in the 1630s but with a wide variety of conditions and credit terms,
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thousands, 3 and even for many of those the price was regarded
as excessive. It was the cost more than anything else that the
corregidores thought explained the lack of interest in 1557.34
Cut the price by four-fifths recommended the corregidor of Gra-
nada and there would be a thousand buyers.55 Forty years later
a Dr Castafieda thought 7,000 could be sold if they were priced
at 2,000 ducats.’8 Yet when the price was halved in real terms
in the XVIIth century, this did not happen. By 1629 the standard
price had been dropped to 4,000 ducats vellén (the equivalent of
3,654 ducats silver) 57 with credit extended up to eight or nine years
{compared with a year or cighteen months in the 1590s), and in
the 1640s it was down to 2,000 ducats. Nonetheless, it took at
least ten years to sell the hundred put on offer in 1629, if indeed
they were ever sold in full during the Habsburg period.® Although
prices recovered in the second half of the seventeenth century
to average around 4,000 ducats agam, the value of an hidalgufa

$3 The distribution of wealth in Castile is something that can only be guessed at.
Gerdnimo de Salamanca, pmcurador for Burgos 1 1596, estimated  that there were
10,000 vecinos i Castile worth 20,000 ducats or more, ACC xv: 72, a figure DomiNguez,
Ozrtiz, The Golden Age of Spain 1516-1659 (1971), p. 197, thinks optimistic. An income
of 3,000 ducats a year, presupposing a capital of 40-60,000, was something worthy of
historical recoed in such a medium-sized, New Castifian town as Casarrubios del Monte
(650 wecinos), while anvbody with a capital of 6,000 or 7,000 ducats was considered a
rich man in the provinces. The wealthiest vecinos recorded in the Relaciones of Toledo
and Ciudad Real in the 1570s were worth between 4,000 and 7,000 ducats, CarMELD
Vifas and Ramdn Paz, Relaciones de los Pucblos de Espaiia ordenadas por Felipe 1. Reino
de Toledo (primera parte} [1951], pp. 239 {Casarrubios), 484 (Huecns, 5,000 ducats); Ciu-
dad Real (1971), pp. 86 {Arenas, 4,000 ducats), 251 {Fuencaliente, 2-3,000 ducats), 269
(Herencia, 500 ducats}, 431 (Quintanar de la Orden, 6,000 ducats), 498 (Terrinches,
7,000 ducats). BawroLomE BENNassar, Valladolid au sitce d’or (1967), pp. 134-5, can
show no more than a handful of non-aristocratic fortunes in cxcess of 40,000 ducats,
cven in a city of 30-40L000 people.

¢ AGS CJH leg. 21 (32), Ortega de Melgosa, Seville, 25 June 1557; AGS CJH
leg. 23 (36), f. 206, Toro, 2 Apr. 1557; AGS CJH leg. 49 (74), Don Melchior de
Guevara to Princess Juana, Guadalajara, 7 Apr. 1557; and also Francisco Duarte to
Philip II, Sewville, 18 Sepr. 1574, AGS CJH leg. 91 (135).

55 Carande 1ii: 451,

5o Espejo de Hinojosa, p. 36,

27 4,000 ducats seems to have been the asking price as eatly as 1618, ACC xxxi:247.
% The lists indicate that 100 hidafguias had becn sold by 1640; but sce above, p. 322

5
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had dropped continuously in real terms between the mid-
sixteenth and the mid-seventechth centuries. From an index of
100 in 1552, it stood at about 75 in 1600, about 40 in 1630, and
about 20 in 1640. As over the same period the price of civic
offices increased by about 50 per cent in real terms,s® this decline
cannot be explained as a simple reflection of a general impoverish-
ment in the Castilian economy in the seventcenth-century. The
lust for honour was being satisfied in the seventeenth century
less by movement into the nobility than by movement within it,
With not only knighthoods of the Military Orders but also
earldoms and marquisates now available for money, nobility was
being cheapened all along the line,® and resources in the seventeenth
century were diverted rather into office than into honour. In
1600 there was only one municipal regimiento that cost more than
an hidaigufa, that of Seville; by the 1630s there were no less
than nineteen of them.8t  The hidafgufa de privilegio, always
difficult to sell, was clearly becoming even less attractive, and
this can only be related to the nature of the commodity itself,
and to the changing value of the benefits it conferred.

To buy an hidalguia was to buy a composite package of legal
rights, financial privileges and social status. The carta de privilegio
made, or declared (and the distinction was an important one},
its recipient an hidalgo, and with him all his children under the
age of twenty-five, unmarried and still in tutelage under the
parental roof, together with their descendants in the male line,
legitimate or illegitimate, for all time. They were thus entitled

9 This calculation is based ou work T have in progress on the sale of municipal
offices in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries.

6t There were more ttulos created by the Crown in the seventeenth century than
hidalguias -~ 5 vizcondes, 128 condes and 296 margueses, compared with 44 altogether in
1520-98, Domincuez ORIz, Sociedad espaiiola on ol sighe XVI, vol. 1, p. 209; REcra,
New Cambridge Modern History v: 370.

6t viz. Jerez de la Frontera, Murcia, Milaga, Granada, Jaén, Ecija, Cérdoba, Cidiz,
Scville, Antequera, Toledo, Madrid, Valladelid, Segovia, Salamanca, Plasencia, Badajoz,
Ledn, Burgos - though it is to be noted that the price of regimientos also fell mar-
kedly in the 1640s.
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to all the “honours, rewards, graces, freedoms, liberties and
excmptions, pfeelllinences, prerogatives, immunities and privileges
to which by existing or future laws and statutes, or by use and
custom, or in any other way, the hijosdalgo notorios de sangre y
solar conocido were entitled to have and to enjoy .62 These were,
principally, perpetual exemption from all royal or municipal
taxes, excises and levies on property or the person from which
the hidalgos notorios de sangre were exempt; the right to show
arms on shields, plate, houses, chapels and tombs, to issue and
accept challenges, to take the field and receive the surrender
of castles and fortresses, to give and receive fealty and to participate
in all the ceremonial acts of nobility. No hidalgﬂ could be
compelled to join the feudal host, or to parade in musters, or to
serve public or municipal officc. He was, on the other hand,
to be admitted to hidalgo confraternities and assemblies and to
offices customarily or by a formal ‘mitad de oficios”™ statute
given to hidalgos. He enjoyed inununity from arrest or imprison-
ment for civil debt and from judicial torture, as well as the privilege
of special treatment if gaoled or punished for criminal offences. 3

The question is, what were these privileges really worth?
It 1s frequently asserted that it was to escape the hcavy burden
of taxation that anyone with a bit of money bought a patent of
nobility,54 but did the fmancial returns justify an investment
of four, five or 6,000 ducats? The classic pechos, the payment
of which defined social status, wete those levied on the person,
the martiniega (a feudal tax due to the lord on St Martin’s day),
the moneda forera, and the servicios granted every three years by
the Cortes. The martinicga and the moneda forera, levied at a

62 The cxample used here is the printed privilegio issued to Mateo de Angulo Vat-
gas of El Arahal, 4 Dec. 1631, CP 17, f, 5.

63 Sce Domincuez Orniz, Seciedad espaiola en ol sigle XV, vol. 1, p. 180; Noreo
SaLoMoN, La canipagne de Nowpelle Castilfe & la fin du XVie siécle daprés los * Relaciones
topegrdficas” (1964), p. 289 note L

o1 Elliotr, p. 196; De Vries, p. 29; Gonzaro Anes, El Awtigne Régimen: los Bor-
bones (1975). p. 46, citing Pedro Antonio Sinchez, 1782.
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ratc of 12 or 16 maravedis per pechero cvery seven years, were
of no financial significance.®® The servicios were much more
important, but even so in many places the hidalgo’s exemption
was irrelevant, cither because no effective distinction of estates
existed or because the entire community was exempt. It was
this consideration that disinclined anybody in Toledo from
offering anything for the hidalguias when they were put up for
sale in 1557,5¢ and many other important centres fell into one
or other of these categories, including Burgos, Palencia, Sala-
manca, Granada, the entire Kingdom of Scville, Murcia and
much of Andalusia.67 The servicios were n any case after 1538
a fixed contribution of 400,000 ducats a year that was being
rapidly devalued by inflation; comprising about 15 per cent of
total domestic Crown revenue in 1559, they made up less than
5 per cent forty years later, entirely overshadowed by the alca-
balas that werc triplcd during the reign of Philip IT and the millones,
first introduced in 1590, By the scventeenth century the alcabalas
and the milfones brought in more than ten times as much as the
servicios, and from those the hidalgo could not escape. He was
exempt from the aleabala only on the goods he sold, not on what
he bought, and the millones were in theory levied indiscriminately
on all consumption of the basic commodities, meat, wine, oil
and vinegar. Clearly, then, cvcrything depended on how taxes

85 Carande ii: 356-9; Ullon, p. 493; Dosinguez Or1iz, Politica y haciendas, pp. 203-4,
214; Dominguez Qrriz, Gelden Age, p. 157, ou the martiniega; AGS CJH leg, 202
(292}, Licenciado Paulo de Laguna to Philip 11, 23 Aug. 1592, opposing permitting
certain lords to levy the moneda forera because * dase introduccion para que los Sefiores
tengan mas mano cn sus lugares de ko que conviene haziendo hidalgos a su voluntad,
por na cobrar de cllos esta moneda que es pecho de pecheros, con que adquieren pose-
sion de hidaiguia *.

66 AGS CJH leg. 23 (36), . 205; Ulloa, p. 95; ACC xii: 72.

87 ACC xiii: 71-2; Ulloa, pp. 469-71 and Carande ii: 619 list a number of other
places with such exemptions. In Poza {Burgos), where Don Juan Gonzilez de Guzmin
procured a caria de privilegio in 1691, the only direct tax paid by the estado gerieral was
16 maravedis for the moneda forera every seven years; the servicios were paid from com-
munal revenues, and the town was exempt from military levies and billeting because
its residents were emploved in the salt works, CP 17, f. 33.
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were assessed and collected, and this varied from town to town.
We know as yet far too little about the social incidence of
taxation in Habsburg Castile to be able to generalize about the
total value of the hidalgo’s fiscal privileges. The few pieces of
concrete evidence available suggest that they could not have
provided much incentive for the purchase of an hidalgufa. In
1631, Alonso Pantoja Correa bought an hidalgufa but was denied
recognition by the dlealdes of the town of Pinto, near Toledo,
where he lived, on the grounds that he was the richest man in
the place, with more property than 309 other vecinos put together
and four times as much wealth as the next four richest residents;
on top of which, they claimed, he had eight children to inherit
his exemptions (he had in fact four sons and two daughters). The
town offered 5,100 ducats, 100 ducats more than Pantoja had paid,
for the patent to be withdrawn and for a promise that no other
vecino of Pinto would ever be granted a similar exemption or
carta de privilegio. Thereupon, Pantoja offered to make available
6,000 reales with which to buy Juros sufficient to provide an
annual income equal to his contribution to the services paid by
the municipality. As juros secured on the millones gave a return
of 5 per cent, Pantoja must have been assessed at 300 reales a
year.®® For his investment of 61,000 reales he could have procured
an income in excess of 3,000 reales. If this was the case for a
man in Pantoja's posttion, int a town which enjoyed no particular
fiscal privileges, it is likely that the purchase of nobility made
strictly economic sense only from a dynastic point of view. For
a man with a number of sons whose exemption could multiply
rapidly, it might be economically worthwhile in the long run; &
otherwise, different considerations had to predominate.

68 AGS DGT 24, leg. 332, relaciones of 1661 {23 Sept. 1634). In Fuente del Maes-
tre {Badajoz), one particular exemption in 1530 was said to have been worth only 10-

12 reales, CP 17, £. 72.
99 AGS CJH leg. 91 (135), Francisco Juarte to Philip I, 18 Sept. 1574, * entiendo
que los que son Ricos y ticnen muchos hijos no paratan en ello y las tomaran a este
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Other benefits, the freedom from arrest for debt or from
cooption as administrators of bankrupts, the exemption from '
billeting, purveyance, conscription and from service in the ca-
ballerla de cuantia in Andalusia and Murcia, perhaps tended to
bulk larger as the military pressures of the late sixteenth and
seventeenth centuries resuscitated the traditional military obliga-
tions of the hidalgo precisely at the moment when the straight
fiscal advantages werce beginning to be eroded.™ It is symptomatic
that one of the concessions suggested by Philip IV to make hidalgufa
more attractive was to give new purchasers immunity for some
years from being summoned to war.”!

The concrete benefits weighed all the more because the
hidalguia de privilegio was not in itself of much honorific value.
It was very much a second-class nobility, much less respected
than either the “antigua y estimada noblega de Castilla’, the
hidalgos de solar conocido, of ancient and renowned lineage, or
the °hidalgos notorios tenidos y estimados por tales’, living
nobly and held to be such.” Municipal councils whose membership
was restricted to noblemen discriminated against the hidalgos de
prfvi]egio and their known descendants, and the purchasers of
privilegios themselves did their best to obliterate the origins of
their nobility, having any reference to payment written out
of their patents, getting the grants to declare them to be hidalgos
de sangre, and refusing to exhibic their titles when called upon

precio, pero otros que no ticnen tanta hacienda ni tantos hijos se an de detener cn el
conprar .

70 See the reasons given by the Cortes in 1593 for the large number of hidalguias
litigated -in the chancillerias during the previous twenty years, ACC xiii: 74; Domin-
cuEZ Onrmiz, Desigualdad contributiva, pp. 1262-3; Elliow, p. 332; Henry Kamen, The
Iron Century. Social Change in Europe 1550-1660 (19713, p. 160.

™ Danvila, BRAH 16: 88; and ‘Relacidén de 17107, grant to Juan Arnas Pérez,
18 Feb. 1631, of the rights of hidalyuia without any obligation to maintain arms and
a horse.

72 The classifications are those of the Conde Duque de Olivares, ‘Papeles que Dio
el Conde Dugque a su Magd para el Gobierno de su Monarchia °, British Library, Eger-
ton Ms, 347, f. 258 '
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to prove their privileges so as not to prejudice the status of future
generations.”> Interest in the purchasing of nobility, therefore,
seems to have been related to the degree of openness of access to
the other, more prestigious forms of nobility.74

Apart from the grant of patents by the Crown, nobility was
recognized cither formally through the judgement of the courts,
or informally through acceptance by one’s peers and neighbours.
The formal legal process involved a suit before the alcaldes de
los hijosdalgo of the chancillerfas of Valladolid or Granada for
a declaration of nobility by virtue of direct descent in the male
line from a family of established noble reputation. If after
review and appeal judgement was found in favour of the litigant
and against the Crown fiscal who challenged the action on behalf
and at the expense of the local concejo, a carta executoria was issued
declaring the suitor’s nobility proved.Ts Nobulity might also
be recognized by common repute,’ manifested normally by

73 AGS DGT 24, leg. 319, ‘ traslado del acuerde en que se mando despachar pre-
vilegio de Hidalguia para Antonio de Sant Millan, alcalde de las casas de la moneda
y regidor de Segovia’ (I8 Junc 1596) — he was to pay 6,500 ducats in cash and the
document was to be drawn up *sin que en el previlegio se haga mencion de que sitve
con la dicha cantidad ', It was normal to have separate copies made with and without
payment clauses, ACC xii: 176, session 11 Aug. 1592; ACC iii: 412, petition 78 of
1570-71 Cortes, *muchas personas que han comprado hidalguias en estos reynos, las
esconden y encubren queriendo que sc olviden v passen de la memoria para despues
aprovecharse de la posession en que han estade, rehusando de mostrar el drule con
que la adquiricron.;. ’,

1 A similar process is apparent in eighteenth-century France with interest in the
purchase of letters of ennoblement increasing as the possibility of acquiring nobility
throngh the purchase of office declined, Enmor G. Barerr, The Bourgeoisic in 18th
Century France (1953), p. 117.

78 The procedures arc sct our in Noevisima Recopilacidn, vol. 5 (1805), Libro XI, ritulo
26 ‘De los Juicios de hidalguia, y sus probanzas; y del modo de calificar la nobleza
y limpicza’, feyes 4, 12, 13, (7. .

T ACC xiii; 73, session of 4 Nov, 1593; Anrtonio Domingusz Owriz, La clase
social de los converses en Castifla en la Edad Moderta {1955), p. 193, quoting Don Fran-
cisco de Amavya (1639), *Es cvidente que la pureza v la nobleza no es alge esencial,
corpdreo, teal y palpable, sino algo que consiste en Iz opinidn humana, en la opinidn

del vulgo ™.
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the town council and the representatives of the commionalty
accepting a man as noble and listing him in the hida{go cstate
when tax rosters (padrones) were drawn up or allowing him to
take part in elections for specifically hidalgo offices in the municipal
corporation. Consequently, an alternative aid to social advance-
ment lay in the purchase of a regimiento or municipal governing
office from the Crown which enabled the venal ‘regidor to have
a hand in the manipulation of the padrenes and in the control
of municipal litigation.”? :

Neither the law nor office guaranteed success bat they conferred
a much more desirable status than purchase and in general they
were very much cheaper. Any man who could afford to buy a
carta de privilegio could almost certainly afford to take an action
before the alcaldes of the chancillerias, and if he could afford that
he stood a good chance of winning his case without opposition. ™
Only if the outcome of a court action was seriously in doubt and
likcly to be costly and inconvenient, perhaps because of the

77 ACC xviil: 320, Don Gémez Ferndndez de Cordoba in session of 10 July 1589,

7 Salemon, p. 300, cites the remarks in the Cortes, 11 Nov. 1624, that *los ofi-
ciales de las villas y lugares no sc atreven a cmpadronar a qualquiera que quiere liti-
gar, aunque notoriamente sea puhcro vy le dejan reservado como si fuera bijodalgo, v
con esto adguicte posesion de tal . The problem is to know what the cost of such 2
pleito really was. It was said in the Cortes (13 July 1594 that it cost 30 ducats or so,
ACC xviil: 327, but it is difficult w reconcile this figure with the Cortes’ own com-
plaints about both town couticils and poar hidalgos being ruined by the expense of going
to law, or with the standard declarations in the cartas de privilegio that the purchasers
were paying 6,0} ducats or meoere in order to avoid the cost and inconvenience of
litigation.  On the other hand, if the 70,000 reales that one late eighteenth-century
litigant claimed in costs had been normal, there could hardly have been as many court
cases as thete were, AGS DGT 5, leg. 3, £.176. On the relative case of convincing
(or hoodwinking} the judges of the chanciflerins, which led Philip 11 in 1593 to order
a revision of all their judgements in the previous twenty vears, see the recommendation
of the king's mner cabinet in Valladolid, 13 Aug. 1592, “ por la mucha desorden que
se oye dezir que ay en las chancillerias en hibrar cartas de hidalguias con mucha faci-
lidad, se acuerda que es cosa en que se podria mandar mirar, y proceder con recate ‘por
el perjuizio que resulta, o a los derechos de Su Md o al estado de los pecheros, y assi
se podria encargar a los Presidentes de las chancillerias que lo encomienden mucho @
los fiscales y juezes’, and Philip I's reply, ‘ muy bien e parece esto, y mwuy nece-
sario, pero mirese por donde ¥ como ', IVD] envio 43, f. 331,
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absence of distant or defunct witnesses or the loss of documentary
proofs, or if for some reason the interested party could not wait
for the slow process of the law to take its course, perhaps because
of age or to qualify for office or escape imprisonment for debt,
did the purchase of hidafgufa make sense,” for what the royal
privilegio could ensure was speed and finality. It conferred the
legal benefits of nobility, whatever they were worth, but more
important it conferred them immediately and it also gave the
quietus to litigation in train or pending. Whether nobility was
based on a formal legal claim or on the acceptance of a customary
right, the response of the local community was all important.
If it opposed a claim or refused to implement a judgement, nobility
was always at risk. Chal]cnged in the courts generation after
generation, a claimant and his successors might find themselves
shackled to the irremovable irons of costly litigation and subjected
in their home towns to victimization and violence. The attraction
of the carta de privilegio was, therefore, in some ways greater to
families who already had a claim to nobility, but whose status
was In dispute, than to total upstarts. The threat to nobility,
latent in the endemic hostility of the estado llano to hidalge status
and in the constant testing and sifting of hidalguia by pechero
town councils,®® arose most commonly when a man moved to a
new area or a new town, or when some change took place in the
political organization of the town government. It could be the
introduction of the mitad de o_ﬁrfos (thc formal division of offices
between hidalgos and pecheros) 81 or the presence of personal

7 For examples of such cases, CP 17, £ 17 (Pedro Diaz Coca of Utrera, 23 Sept.
1631, aged 70}; CP 16, £, 12 {IDon Dicgo de Bernuy y Barba of Burgos, 3 Nov. 1566,
confirmation as Mariscal de Alcald granted carlier in 1566, Corpuys Documental iii: 618),
f. 44 {Juan Martinez Herrera, 240 of Seville, 17 Mar. 1598), f. 4 [Antonio Alvarez de
Alcocer of Toledo, 18 May 1572).

0 See Salomon, Pp- 2959, ACC xiii: 77

st CP 17, f. 12 {Don Francisco Carcelén y Vera of Tobarra, 19 Oct. 1672}, f. 66
(Pedro Pérez Cafias de Oro of Hinojosa, ¢ Mar. 1691), f. 58 {Pedre Ortiz Fernindez
Jara of Almendralejo, 30 Mar, 1694).
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enemies in the town council 82 that made it necessary to define
and make explicit a nobility that had previousty been taken for
granted, but which, in the transition to a more literate and more
bureaucratic society with written records and formalized judicial
procedures, now required the correct documents and statutory
proofs.3* Many of the purchases of hidalqut’a were in fact very
circumstantial in nature, reflecting less the rise of new men out
of the commons than the fragility and vulnerability of existing
noble status. It is this that explains the many apparent anomalies
in the purchase of nobility and the expenditure of several thousand
ducats by men who claimed already to be enjoying all the privileges
of nobility, and in one case by a man who was actually a Knight
of Santiago.?

The privilegio could, of course, also cstablish a new family
on the first rung of the noble ladder. Most important, it entitled
the recipient to all the outward and visible signs of nobility,
arms, tax exemptions, separate listing in the padrones de hijosdalgo,
election to hidalgo ofhices, mcmbership of hidalgo confraternities,
and 1t facilitated socially advantageous marriages for sons and
daughters. In due course the venal origins of the entitlement
would be forgotten and nothing would remain but the visible
signs. In three generations the ht’dafgﬂ de pr:’uilegio, would have
become an hidalgo notorie de sangre in law as well,35 and an acceptable
candidate for a knighthood of one of the military orders, or better.8s

82 CP 16, f. 14 {Juan de Borja of Roa, 28 Mar. 1558), f. 26 (Pero Herndndez de
Andrada of Seville and Umbrete, 5 Oct. 1575).

83 This is a consideration that arises in a number of justifications, e.g. CP 17,
ff. 42, 63, 67, 83, 84.

84 Licenciado {Jon Francisco Sinchez de Tena Sahabedra, Knight of Santiago, of
Hornachos, AGS DGT 24, leg. 332, nfacmmc of 1661 (7 June 16301}

85 Gerbet, p. 301

s8¢ In 1733, Captain Don Juan Bauotista Manuel Génmwz Pardo, natural of Alfaro,
procuted a habit of Santiago, presenting a string of witnesses to testify thar his parents
and grandparents had been recognized as ‘nobles hijosdalgo de sangre segun fuero v
costumnbre de Espafia v no de prebilegio *; his grandfather, Don Alexandro Gémex Pardo,
had in fact bought a “carta de declaracion de su hidalguia” in 1669 (ce 17, £ 29,
Archivo Histdrico Nacional, Madrid, Prucbas de Santiage 3470. The Galiano Puches
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The essential point, however, is that status was something
dertving from the community and validated by the political voice
of the community, the town council.8? To try to impose status
from the outside by an act of the royal will was itself the resort
“of the ‘ outsider *, the man who lacked roots in the community or
influence on the council, or support from allies and relatives
among the nobility. “This is perhaps one explanation for the
highly skewed gcographical distribution of the purchasers of
hidalguias (Table 2). Nearly four-fifths (78%) of the sales were
made to residents of Castile south of the Tagus. The whole
of Castile to the north of Tolede province, containing 55 ber cent
of the population, bought less than one fifth (19.29) of the
hidalguias. The five contiguous provinces of Toledo, Ciudad
Real, Albacete, Badajoz and Sevilla,® in western Andalusia and
the south of New Casrile and Extremadura, with less than a fifth
of the population, bought two-thirds of the patents. Thisis a
distribution very reminiscent of that described by Gerbet for the
grants made by the Catholic Kings between 1481 and 1516.% In
broad terms it correlates inversely with the distribution of hidalgos
within Castilian society as a whole.®0 Over 80 per cent of Castile’s
hidalgos rcsided north of the Tagus; the purchasers of nobility
came predominantly from those arcas of Castile where hidalgos
were thinnest on the ground. None of the seven provinces with
most sales per head lay in areas in which hidalgos made up any
sizeable proportion of the population (4% or more); m Ledn-
Asturias where nearly half the population was hidalgo, no hidal-
gufas were sold at all.®? Tentatively one might suggest that in

bought an kidalguia tn 1601, becamic knights of Santiago in the mid-seventeenth century,
and marquises of Galiano in 1742, CP 17, f. 24,

87 ACC xii: 71.

8% Sevilla here refers to the modern province; Seville to the city.

89 Gerbet, Les guerres ef Pacets @ la noblesse en Espagne 1465 a 1592, p. 324,

20 Annie Moving-BerTranp, ‘Les * Hidalgos " dans le Royaume de Castille 3 la
fin du XVlIc sidcle: Approche cartographique’, Revue d'Histoire Economigue et Sociale,
52 (1974), pp. 51-82.

91 Molinié-Bertrand, Table 1, p. 67, used sixtecnth-century administrative divisions;
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provinces where hidalgos were relatively common the aspirant
was more likely to be able to demonstrate the alliances and
rclationships with other noble families or to buy the kind of
plausible testimony and specious genealogy that could prove his
case in the courts. The town council and the geuneral public were
perhaps also less likely to be exercised by the addition of an
extra hidalgo to an already large number than they would have
been by a more egregious ennoblement. The south, on the other
hand, retained many of the characteristics of the frontier. It
was an area of resettlement and mobility in which the cconomy
of Seville and the opportunities of the New World had a consid-
erable impact. There was, therefore, perhaps more new, individual
wealth, more conspicuous arrivisme, but also more difficulty in
proving affinity with established noble lines in distant home-
fands 92

The 272 patents of nobility issued 1552-1700, two-thirds of
" them after 1629, averaged less than two a year and added an
insignificant 0.2 per cent to the 134,000 hidalge families in Castile
at the end of the sixteenth century.?® Even in Sevilla, the province
most affected, the sales increased the noble population by a mere
1Y%, PET cent or so. Only 132 separate communities were affected.

the seven modern provinces cotrespond roughly with Teledo 20.7% (but only 9% of
those were outside the city of Toledo), Mesa Arzobispal de Toledo 2.1%, Ciudad
Real 6.9% (bur all of them in the capiual city), Campo de Calatrava 3.1%,, Ocafia
3.2%, Alcaraz 2.5%;, Campo de Mountiel 3.07%, Provincia de Leén de {a Orden de
Santiago 3.1%, Sevilla 3.9% (619% of them in the ciry).

52 This explanation is valid only in very general terms.  The whole S.E. corner
of Castile (Murcia, Granada, Cdrdoba and Juén), with 12.8%, of the population and
only one noblenan in every forty or so inhabitants, bought only 6.3% of the hidal-
gwias. Tn Salamanca province, where only 3.2% of the population was noble, none
were bought at «il.  On the other hand, the provinces of Burgos and Legroiio, where
nobles comprised one-fifth of the population, bought relatively more hidalguias than
Cérdoba, where nobles were only onc in 100, or Avila and Guadalajara, where they
were between onc in forty and one in fifty. Interestingly, the Habsburg pattern did
not persist into the Bourbon period. In the cighteenth contury the proportion of
hidalguias sold north of the Tagus is double that of the previous 150 years.

93 Molinié-Bertrand, p. 62,
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The biggest increments in individual towns were 37Y% per cent
in Utrera (Sevilla), 25 per cent in Manzanares (Ciudad Real),
24 per cent in Villarrobledo {Albacete), and there were four
other towns, of the twenty-two in which three or more hidalguias
were sold, with increments of over 10 per cent. In eighty-eight
places there was only one new creation.’4

Although the general mmpression 1s that the number of hidalgos
in Castile was on the increasc in the sixteenth century, there
is no evidence that the hidalgos de privilegio contributed dis-
proportionately to that increase or that their contribution was
anything but marginal compared with that of the hidalgos who
had won cartas executorias in the courts. We have no precise
knowledge of the number of cartas executorias adjudicated by the
chancillerias "in the Habsburg period, but what fragmentary
evidence there is suggests that we should be thinking n terms
of several thousands, cven perhaps in terms of five figures rather
than four.?s Whatever the exact number, there can be no doubt
that the number of hidalguias proved in the courts was many times
greater than, perhaps up to a hundred times as many as, those

% Hidalgos of known vecindad wese distributed thus: Seville 29, Utrera 9, Qcaiia,
Villarrobledo 7, Almagro, Ciceres, Villanueva de los Infantes 6, Toledo, Zafra 5, Co-
tral de Almaguer, Esquivias, Guadalcanal 4, Almansa, Almendralejo, El Arahal, Aroche,
Burgos, 1Don Benito, Fuente del Macstre, Manzanares, Tobarra, Ubeda 3; twenty-two
towns had two lidalgifas, and eighty—cight had one.

95 Sce AIFREDC BASANTA DE LA Ruva, Archive de la Real Chancilierfa de Valladolid.
Sala de fos Hijesdalgo, 4 vols. (Valladolid, 1920-22), and ‘ Genealogia y Nobicza: qui-
nientos documentos presentados come prucbas en i Sala de los Hijosdalge de fa Real
Chancilleria de Valladolid v estudiados’ ahora”, BRAH 78 (1921), pp. 437-56, 505-14;
79 (1921}, pp. 42-57. 187-212, 434-48; 80 (1922), pp. 58-74, 13745, 276-87, 340-68,
416-46. Scattered figures for individual towns give some idea of the extent of the
litigation - in Alfaro, a city of 1,200 wecivos, there were sixty lawsuits over hidalguia
pending in 1602 (AGS Cémara de Castilla, Oficios leg. 1, Agreda, £ 25, tesimony
of Pedro Martin, 25 June 1602), and in the 1570s there were thirteen pending in Aranda
de Ducre {c. 1,200 vecinos; AGS Guerra Antigua leg. 73, f. 8), eleven in Alcolea de
Almoddvar (184 vecinos}, five or six in Socuellamos (70 vecines), and all forty khidal-
gos of Terrinches (150 wecines) had been challenged and forced to appeal to the aleal
des dr los hifosdalgo of Granada, ViRas and Paz, Relaciones de fos Pueblos de Espafia: Ciudad
Real, pp. 22, 475, 497. The last examnple underlines the point that many of the law-
suits were not about new hidalguias but the confirmation or reestablishinene of the old.
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which were sold. A partial comparison of the admittedly
ambiguous categories of the relaciones of the 1570s with the
census of 1591 suggests that the hidalgo population had grown
about 5 per cent faster than the population as a whole. If this
inference from a limited geographical area could be generalized,
it would mean that the total number of hidalgos had increased
by about 22,000, some 6,000 in excess of what could have been
expected from the general trend of demographic growth, in a
period during which only ten patents of nobﬂity had been sold.
In six towns of Toledo and Ciudad Real provinces for which a
comparison is possible, the number of hidalgos increased from
170 casas to 204 without any privilegios having been bought there.?
In Palencia, the number of hidalgos increased from three in 1530
to thirty-four in 1622, again without any sales there.5?

The social impact of the new creations was perhaps even less
than their absolute number. If the separate patents issued to
brothers and cognates are taken into account, the number of
families actually ennobled was only around 200. The same family
names recur repeatedly. In the extreme case, fourteen recipients
were linked by blood or marriage; nine of the twenty-seven
hidalguias of Ciudad Real province came from a single six-family
network, nineteen of the thirty-nine titles issued to residents
of the Kingdom of Seville, outside the capital, went to members
of three different family blocks, and at least eight of the hidalgos

in the city itself were interrelated.
The Pur_chascrs of hidalgufas were Iargely an urban group.

9 For the 1570s, Vifias and Paz, Relaciones de los Pueblos de Espaiia: Ciudad Redl,
pp- 73, 170, 231, 307, 590 (Almodévar del Campo, Campo de Criptana, Daimiel, La
Membrilla, Villanueva de los Infantes); Toledo (princra perte), p. 309 (Lillo); and for
1591, Molinié-Bertrand, Table 3, pp. 7!1-4. :

97 Pace GUILLERMO Herrero MantiNez DE Azcoitia, ‘La poblacidn palentina en
los siglos XVI y XVIL', * Publicaciones ” de la Institucién ** Tello Téllez de Meneses ™,
21 (1961), p. 72, ' Este aumento scria debido, sin duda alguna, a Ia compra de hidal-
guias por parte de la gente adinerada’; there were three hidalgos in 1530, five in 1542,
ten in 1562, twenty in 1614, and thirty-four in 1622.
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Barely 15 per cent of them came from the 58.6 per cent of the
population that lived in communities of 400 wvecinos or less,%
whereas nearly half came from towns and cities of over 1500
vecinos. However, as this was true of the hidalgo estate as a whole
in those areas in which hidalguias were bought, it says nothing
about the new hidalgos which is not equally applicable to the
old. An analysis of the information on the recipients' personal
histories and family backgrounds presented in the patents goes
further to suggest that the sale of hidalguias did not on the whole
inject a new social dimension into the noble estate. One has to
be careful about taking the claims of the grantees themselves
at face value. None of them admitted to, let alone expressed any
pride in, being self~made men. If they could not fabricate a ge-
11ealogy going back to the Reconquista, they ignored their an-
cestry. Yet not all their claims can be set aside. A considerable
number supplied hard evidence of the possession of nobility
prior to the purchase of their patents. Of the 157 cartas which
provide sufficient information for analysis, thirty-four contain
convincing, concrete evidence of pre-cxisting hidalgufa in the
recipients’ families. Antonio Alvarez de Alcocer’s patent confir-
med and ratified a priviiegio of 1436 and a carta executoria of 1568 ;190
Don Diego de Guzman was the iﬂegitimatc son of a Commander
of the Order of St John;!0! the great-grandfather of Juan de Sa-
yago de Volafios was a knight of Santiago, and his own father
had won a carta executoria in 1584 confirming his exemption
from taxation;i02 the father of Don Grabiel de Torres del Salto
had been freed from imprisonment for debt by the audiencia of
Seville after proving his hidalguia n 1590;'3 Don Marcos de

v This is the criterion of urbanization cmpioyed by Molinié-Bettrand, op. cif.

9 In cleven of the sixteen provinces south of Madrid, more than 70 per cent of
the hidalgos lived in towns of 400 vecinos and over, Molinié-Bertrand, pp. 78-9,

100 CP 16, £. 4 (18 May 1572).

e CP 16, £ 33 (5 Junc 1573).

192 CP 17, £ 72 (15 Dec. 1608).

103 CP 17, £ 81 (26 Junc 1610),
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Flores Paredes, who paid 4,000 ducats for his hidalguia in 1633,
had been appointed “jurado en el estado de los caballeros hijos-
dalgo’” of Osuna in 1627 with the assent of the entire cabildo; 104
Fernando Garcfa Toledano y Lugo of Villamartin had been elected
alcalde de la hermandad for the hidalgo estate with the approval
of his town council;?5 Matfas Lovera had contributed with mo-
ney to the military obligations of the hidalgos in Alfaro, and was
as well a member of the noble Confraternity of San Pablo; 106
Don Melchior Carrillo de Mora y Lernia, who bought an hidal-
gufa for 50,000 reales in 1630, seems to have derived from the
‘linage de los Carrillos ” and the ‘ casa de Diego de Mora’ which
were listed among the h:dalgo families of Daimiel in 1575;107
Juan Antonio Corzo Vicentelo of Seville had proved noble de-
scent in Corsica in 1568 — his daughtcr was later to marry the
Count of Gelves with a dowry of 240,000 ducats.’®  Alcocer
wanted his patent to escape imprisonment for debt; Guzman
wanted legitimizati‘on; Corso Vicentelo the naturalization of his
Corsican nobility; Torres del Salto the restoration of the blanca
de la carne collected from him in Seville because he had no carta
executoria; Sayago de Volafios to resolve the lawsuit reopened by
the concejo and vecinos of Fucnte del Macstre; Garcfa Toledano
to avoid the delays and the costs of litigation in the chancilleria.
In addition to these, eleven others (of twenty in all}) claimed
already to be enjoying the fiscal or legal privileges of nobility,
and six more (of fourteen altogether) were actually in litigation
with their town councils over their hidalguias. Another ten
were the sons of Dons (including three who were the paternal
grandsons of Dons), and thirty-three were themselves Dons, nine

104 CP 17, £ 23 (8 Mar. 1633).

ws CP 17, f. 27 (20 Nov. 1630)‘

s CP 17, £ 39 (31 Mar. 1669).

107 AGS DGT 24, lcg. 332, relaciones of 1661, and * Relacién de 17107 (22 Feb,
1630); Vifas and Paz, Releciones de los Preblos de Espaiia: Ciudad Real, p. 231,

s CP 16, f. 23 {16 Apr. 1573); Pike, Aristocrats and Traders, p. 116,
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of whom did not fall into any of the previous categories. The
title, Don, was not in itself a proof of nobility; it was rather,
in both an active and a passive sense, an assumption of nobility.
For the first three-quarters or so of the sixteenth century, its
usc was relatively rare and its absence meant very little, but from
the end of the sixteenth century it became increasingly common,
and by the later seventeenth century it was almost universal among
the local elites.!®® This is reflected in our figures. Only 4.2 per
cent of the seventy-two recipients of hidalguias 1552-99 were Dons;
20 per cent of the sixty 1600-59, and 64.3 per cent of the twenty-
eight 1660-99.110  As four of the nine Dons who had no other
superior . proof of prior nobility come from this last period, it
is perhaps wise to treat their status with caution. On the other
hand, three others had close relationships with knights of the
Military Orders, and two were veinticuatros of Seville, an office
for which nobility was a prerequisite.!’' In all, seventy-one of
the 157 had a strong prima facie case for the possession of at least
a disputed noble status independent of their patents.
Furthermore, as many as sixty-three others, with less positive
justification, had already begun their assumption of noble man-
ners and noble forms, claiming to be ‘held and reputed to be
noble’, or to be living nobly ‘ with servants, arms and horses’,
or to be married into noble families (respectively ten, sixteen
and fourteen in each catcgory). The mothers of sixteen of them
wete Dofias (the Dofia being a very much less exacting title

105 SeBasTIAN Covarrubias Qrozco, Tesoro de la Lengua Castellana (Madrid, 1674),
f. 220v, ‘es dtulo honorifico, que se di al cavallero, y noble, y al constituydo en di-
gnidad *; * Muchas zasas de sefiores han rehusado e don y 1o s¢ le ponen; y por es-
tos pocos que le dexan le han tomade muchos, que no se les deve’. See also, PEDRO
FERNANDEZ Navarrete, Conservacion de Monarguias (1625}, Discurso X, Biblioteca de
Autores Espafioles, vol. 25 {1926}, p. 472, '

1o The analyzable totals vary slightly with the information provided by the dif-
ferent sources.

WU P1KE, Aristocrats and Traders, p. 23; CP 17, . 1, 18; AGS DGT 24, leg. 332,
relaciones of 1661 (Sebastidn de Carridn Agraz, 8 June 1630); CP 16, f. 70 (Pedro de
Villarreal, 20 Apr. 1567), f. 50 (Juan Noifiez de Illescas, 19 Oct. 1567).
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than the Don),1t? thirty—cight were married to Doifias, the sons
of sixteen of them had adoptcd the Don as a title, and in four
cases their daughters had married Dons. Excluding the seventcen
whose only claim derived from their wives and mothers, the
remaining forty-six might reasonably be put into a kind of pre-
noble category for whom the carta de privilegio stamped a formal
endorsement on their informally assumed status. 1! Only forty'
of the 157 hidalguias for which we have information were granted
to recipicnts who either had no pretensions to prior nobility
or made no clim that was supported by anything more than
assertion. To the extent that these may have been ‘new men’,
they were heavily concentrated in the first decades of the sales.
Two-thirds of them date from before 1585, making up 45 per
cent of all patents issued by that ycar compared with only 13
per cent in the same category between 1585 and t700.

There are far fewer clues to the economic origins of the buyers.
The jusufications presented in the patents, somewhat surpri-
singly if one is to accept the traditional view of the Importance

- of employment in derogating from hidalguia in Castile, show
very little interest in the wealth of the applicant and none at
all in the way he made his money.!’* In not one single case
did an applicant consider it necessary to prove that he was not
engaged in any trade or “oficio vil y mecinico’ commonly re-
garded as derogating from nobility. In contrast to the assertions
of ‘limpicza de sangre ” made directly or indirectly in forty-two
of the patents,''> the only information there is on occupation

12 Covarrubias QOrozeo, f. 220v, ‘en las mugeres se admite con mas indulgencia,
y facilidad ",

1 Cf. Gerbet, p. 304, " L'Hidalguia vient peut-étre alors sanctionner une ¢évarion
sociale datant du pére?’,

14 In only nine cases was therc any explicit cmphasis on the petitioner’s wealth,
although there were more obligue references in perhaps another thirty cases and in the
description of applicants as * gente principal ’, living nobly with horses, arms and ser-
vants. On the signification of ° principal * as wealthy see BarToLOME BENNASSAR, Los
Espafioles, actitudes y mentalidades (1976), p. 206.

5 Most frequently by the petitioner declaring himself (20 cases) or his father
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or source of income comes as a by-product of the cataloguing
of the applicant’s services.

What mattered was not private employment but public func-
tion. Forty-seven of the recipients held important posts in local
government, alguacii tnayor, a{fe’rez mayof, rf.’gidor, jurado, alcalde,
escribano, alcaide,'s cmphasizing the point that the new hidalgos
were often men already prominent In the elites of their local
societies, but also suggesting that municipal office was not always
a complete instrument of social advance.

Also surprising, perhaps, is the small part that some of the
boom careers of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries seem
to have played in the creation of the wealth of the new hidalgos,
Only nine of them were lawyers or university graduates, or their
sons, and no morte than thirtcen were, or had been, employees of

(12 cases) to be a *familiar * of the Inquisition, * porque semejantes titulos y officios no
se le an de dar ni dan sino a las personas que son linpias de sangre de su generacion ',
CP 17, £ 71 There is also some evidence of conversos or New Christians among the
recipients.  Two confirmations of privileges were issued to descendants of converted
Moors {CP 16, f. 69; CP 17, f. 22), and the status of nobility and limpieza was restor-
ed to a woman whose greatgrandparents had been condemined for heresy { Relacién
de 17107, 3 Aug. 1629). It is possible also to link up to thirteen of the twenty-nine
hidalges of Seville to likely converso familics, and two of the five Toledan hidelgos
were probably conversos as well (Jose Gomez Menor, Cristianos nievos y mercaderes
de Toleds [1970], p. 17 note 27 -- Herndn Xudrez Franco, CP 16, £ 37, and p. xxxiii
— Antonio Alvarez de Alcocer, CV 16, f. 4). The hidalguls de privilegio had the ad-
vantage of giving the New Christian the opportunity to justify Lis nobility on his own
terms without the danger of public exposure and imvestigation; but in practice the
channel that was opened was a narrow one.  Until the reign of Philip IV, at least, the
Crown did not welcome obvious comverse applicants.  Charles V acrually prohibited
theny, and under Philip 1 and Philip 1II only five patents were issued with the crypric
*supliendo qualquicr defero” formula which may have concealed some disqualification
or racial impurity (CP 16, f. 47, Don Juan Alonse and Don Francisco de La Mota,
20 Aug. 1563, and f. 12, Don [Dhego de Bernuy Barba, 3 Nov. 1566, of Burgos,
‘v en caso que en la dicha posesion obiese avido algun defecto o quiebra por no tener
todas las calidades que las prematicas destos reynos requieren... en vuestras petsonas o
en las de vuestros predeccsores, suplo todes e qualesquicr defectos que pueden ynpedir
la dicha posesion y propiedad’; CP 16, £ 71, Juan Zapata of Azuaga, 5 Feb. 1567;
CP 16, f. 5, Licenciado Luis Alvatez, regidor of Guadalajara, 10 Nov. 1558; CP 17,
£. 81, Don Grabiel de Torres del Salto of Seville, 26 June 1610).

(L] Al’gua(ﬂcs mayores 2, af,r'ifrf'((‘s mayores 3, rqg!'dor('s 31, juradns 3, alcalde ordinario 1,
escribantos del aynntamiento 2. aleaides 5.
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the royal household or administration, even in the lower eche-
lons.*17 In four or five of these cases the privilegio may have been
a royal grant rather than a proper sale,!’® but it is clear that
in general the Habsburgs did not, or did not have to, reward
their servants with hidalgw’a.

There is equally little evidence that the sale of hidalgufas
had any significant effect on the desembourgeoisenient of the Ca-
stilian, commercial middle-class.  Although the purchasers of
hidalgnias were overwhelmingly an urban class, not many of
them were residents of the great commercial centres of Castile.
Burgos received three patents, all issued to the same La Mota-
Bernuy family in 1565-6, and Toledo five (four of them in the
years 1568-72), but'it was not possible to sell any at all in Medina
del Campo throughout the period, only one in each of Medina
de Rioseco (1570), Villalén (1598), Segovia (1596), Guadalajara
(1558), Cucnca (1640), Palencia (1699) and Valladolid (1699),
and only two in Madrid (1572, 1641). In all the major Andalusian
scaports there were only two sales, one in Milaga (1567) and one
in Cadiz (1670); whercas the province with the second highest
number of privilegios, with one in seven of all those issued, was

117 Grants were made to Alonso de Mesa, " mayordomo de la hazienda de Aranjuez,
veedor y provecdor de sus obras’, 25 Nov. 1567 (CP 16, F. 46), and to Contador
Andrés de Almoguer, alcaide of the Casa del Bosque de Balsain and veedor of buildings
at Balsain and of the afcazares of Segovia, 24 June 1572 (TP 16, f. 3). Hidelguias were
also received by Francisco Lopez de Almaguer, contador of the Council of Finance,
and his brother, Antonio, sonctime secretary of the viceroy of New Spain, for 3,500
ducats (CP 16, £ 40, i{} Jan. 1556), Pero Luis Torregrosa, cx magistrate and factor
of the Casa de Contratacién of Seville {CP 16, £. 68, | Oct. 1565), a royal faetor in
Peru (CP 16, f. 52), an inspector of mines (CP 16, f. 60), two attorneys of the royal
councils (CP 17, f. 20, 61}, three continos and two others with some unspecified con-
nection with the roval houschold (CP 1o, . 1, 57, 71; CP 17, f£. 9, 23).

U8 The Mesa, Almoguer and Torregrosa grants probably (CP 16, f. 46, 3, 68),
the Ortega Valencia gramt (CP 16, £ 52}, and perhaps that to Albarado Riocavada
(CP 16, f..57). Discounted from: this analysis are two hidalguias bestowed upon wet
murses of royal infants (" Relacidn de 17107, 26 July 1626, 17 Aug. 1632), aud two
to residents of Navalearncro for their services at the time of Philip IV’s second mar-
riage 1 1649 (CP 17, f. 6; ‘Relacion de 17107, 5 Dee. 1643, 11 Dec. 1650).
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Badajoz, one of the most rural and backward parts of Castile.119
It was only in the city of Seville, with twenty-nine, or nearly
11 per cent of the hidalguias, that there was any reflection of
the social transformations effected by the conquest ot the Ame-
ricas and the growth of the economy in the sixteenth century.
The Indies were the only area of Castilian enterprise to show
up strongly in the patents. One quarter of all the titles issued
1552-1602 (19 of 77) were bought by men who themselves or
whose fathers had spent part of their lives in the New World. 120
However, as the accounts they rendered of their services concen-
trated very much on their achievements in the Conquest and
their contributions to military organization, we cannot take it
for granted that even in this sector it was mercantile wealth rather
than the prizes of war that went into nobifity. What does emerge
very clearly is the narrow chronological span within which the
impact of the Indies was felt. Nineteen of the twenty-two patents
with an American connection were issued between 1567 and
1602, while twenty-two of the twenty-nine granted to residents
of Seville were dated between 1565 and 1585.120  There was,
of course, a considerable overlap; eleven of the twenty-two
Indies titles went to residents of the city and four others to towns
of the province of Seville. What is striking is the shift in the
balance between capital and ‘province before and after 1600.
In the sixteenth century, of all sales in what are the present-day
provinces of Sevilla, Huelva and Cadiz, 86 per cent were in the

119 Bennassar, Los Espafieles, p. 133.

l2o This is certainly a minimum figure to which at least three others should be
added, although there is no montion made in their justifications: Luis Sdnchez Dalvo,
Rodrigo de Tllescas .and Juan Nudtez de lllescas, all of Seville (CP 16, ff. 66, 34, 50);
Pike, Aristocrats and Traders, pp. 43-6, 127, and GUILLERMO LOHMANN VILLENA, Les Espi-
tosa, wune fariille dhommes daffaires en Espagne et aux Indes & époque de la colonisation
(1968), pp. 241-3.

t2t The prohibition of further sales in Seville in 1584 must have had some effect
here, though it was never strictly adhered to; grants werc made to precinos of Seville
in 1585, 1598 and 1610, ‘no embargante el previlegio que la Ciudad de Sevilla ticne
de que no se den cartas de ydalgwia a ninguna persoma dc la dicha Ciudad ™ (CP 16,
ff. 6, 44, 45; CPI7F81)
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capitai city alone; in the seventeenth century, 87 per cent were
in the provinces, indicative of the drift of the wealthy back
to the land in the regressive phase of the cconomic eycle.

This same short chronological span also limits the period
of specifically commercial and financial interest in the hidalguias.
It has been possible to identify at least tweuty-four hidalgulas
as connected cither with administrators or local or royal reve-
nues (8) 122 or with known banking and business families (16),
like the Bernuys of Burgos, the Caballeros, the Illescas, Luis
Sénchez Dalvo, Diego de la Torre, Pero Luis Torregrosa, Juan
Antonio Corzo Vicentelo, and Diego de Alburquerque in Seville,
Antonio Alvarcz de Alcocer of Toledo, and Juan Xedler, the
Fugger agent in Almagro.'? Nincteen of these were sold be-
fore 1600; the other five in the seventeenth century. _

The fact that two-thirds of all the patents issued were dated
after 1629 should not, therefore, be taken to mean that the pur-
chase of hidalguias represented anything like a flight of capital
from comumerce into status in the wake of the declining economic
opportunities of the seventeenth century. What diversion of
commercial wealth into nobility there was was a thing of the
sixteenth not the seventeenth century. If one defines * commer-

122 Garcia de Ledn was jurado and fiel executor of Seville with long scrvices in the
financial administration of the Casa de Contratacién (CP 16, £ 39, 7 Apr. 1567);
Pedre de Ortega Valencia was royal facter for the provinee of Tierra Firme (CP 16,
{. 52, 31 Dec. 1584), Fernando Rodriguez Ribas royal administrator of the rents and
properties of Almoddvar del Campo (CP 17, £ 70, 18 Jan. 1631}; Diege Vaiz of Pe-
fiaranda de Duero had twenty years’ service in the treasury of royal rents of Santo Do-
mingo de Silos (CP 16, £. 9, 27 Apr. 15392); Antonio de Sant Millin was alcalde de las
casas de la moneda of Segovia {AGS DGT 24, leg. 319, acuerdo 21 Sept, 1596); Don
Mareos de Flores Paredes’s father was purvevor general of Potosi and trcasurer of rents
in Charcas (CP 17, £ 23, 8 Mar. 1633); Alcjandro Gémez Pardo was juez adminis-
trador of the rents and propertics of Alfaro (CP 17, £ 29, 31 Mar. 1669); Don Juan
Martinez de Buxanda was contador de wisitas of Ocafia (CP 17, £. 45, 22 Aug. 1682),

123 A number of these were also involved in fiscal administration or tax farming,
the Bernuys (with three patents, CP 16, ff. 12, 13, 47), Torregrosa (CP 16, £ o8),
Alvarez de Alcocer (CP 16, f. 4), Sinchez Dalvo (CP 186, f. 66}, Albutquerque (CP
16, f. 6); see Ullow p. 43, and PikE, Enterprise and Adventure, pp. 94, 96. There were
undoubtedly others in this category thar it has not been possible to identify.
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cial wealth’ broadly as including all the Seville and American
purchasers as well, the combined titles issued to residents of Se-
ville and to the American, commiercial and revenue interests
made up 54.3 per cent of analyzable titles pre 1600 (38 of 70),
and 127, per cent of those 1600-1700 (11 of 88). In general the
market for hidalguias moved in step with and not against the
overall trend of the economy. In the seventeenth century the
price of hidaigu{as collapsed precisely as the economic dcpres—
sion deepened, and a number of buyers were forced to default
on their contracts, despite the easy credit terms allowed, as they
found their incomes overcommitted.i2¢ However, it is hard
to see even the high sixteenth-century figure as of any general
£CONOINIC signiﬁcance. The numbers were too few, the sums
expended too small — perhaps 150,000 ducats from public and
private sources in Seville in a twenty-year period 1565-85, less
than 5 per cent of the private imports of bullion from the Indies
in a single year. Nor should it be assumed that nobility was
necessarily incompatib[c with commerce and finance. On the
contrary, in some instances at least, nobility was purchased less
for its own sake than for the furtherance of commercial interests.
Antonio Alvarez de Alcocer bought an hidalguia in Toledo in
1572 in order to head off a prosecution for debt.'?’ In March
15398, Juan Martinez Herrera bought an hidalgufa for 6,600 ducats
in order to qualify for taking up the veinticuatria of Seville that

t24 Petiion of Alonso 1az Guerrero of the town of Urda {Ciudad Real), who
boughr an hidalguia in 1629 for 4,000 ducats over nine vears, but ' ya no estava en estado
de pndcr tomarla por aver vcnido_ en mucha quicbra y desminucion de su hazienda y
no tener con que pagaria 5 he arranged for Andrés Nicto Patiiio Castellanos to take
it over for 38,500 reales in cight years, 14 Dec. 1637, but by 17 Mar. 1642 Nicto also
found it impossib]c to continue payiment *a causa de la gran quicbra en que ha venido
mi hazienda ', and he therefore contracted o pass 1t o Don Francisco Fernindez Buc-
nache, as Nicto, also a regidor of Villanueva de los infantes, AGS DGT 24, leg. 332,
relaciones of 1661.

125 CP 16, f. 4; Hernando dc Torres del Salto similarly procured his release from
imprisonment for a debr of 2,714 reales of silver, owed for the purchase of Rouen
linen and other cloths, by proving his hidafgiia in Seville {CP 17, £. 81).
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he had paid 7,800 ducats for the previous month, an office coveted
among other things for the influence it gave over the control
of trade and the administration of the customs system.'26  All
in all, the 400,000-460,000 ducats that if can be estimated was
diverted into hidalgufas between 1552 and 1615, and the 650,000
or so during the rest of the seventeenth century can have taken
only a tiny proportion of the investment resources of Castile.
At least one hundred times as much went into government
furos in the same period.'?’?

As a fiscal expedient the sale of hidalguias was worth about
1%, million ducats to the Crown over a century and a half in
which royal revenues exceeded 2,000 million ducats.!28  In
one totally exceptional year (1567) Philip II raised abouc 80,000
ducats, approximately 1 per cent of his income, and Philip IV
sold some 300,000 ducats-worth in a four-year period (1630-33),
but otherwise the contribution the hidalguias made to the trea-
sury was barely noticeable. On the other hand, however small
the sums involved, the sale of hidalgufas was from the purely
fiscal point of view an exceptionally good deal both for the
Crown and, arguably and contrary to contemporary belief, for
the country as well. It was a voluntary contribution, involving
no alienation of revenue by the Crown, for the hidalgo’s tax exemp-
tions were not written off but absorbed into the allocation of
the rest of the communmity. Furthermore, with the purchaser
paying perhaps 200 years of tax obligations in one go, his re-

126 CP 16, f. 44 and AGS DGT 24, leg. 323 (24 Feb. 1558).

127 Domingusz OwTiz, Politica y laciendn, p. 164, gives the capital value of juros
in 1657 as 133 million ducats.

12¢ These figures include the 50,000 ducats paid by Seville in 1584, and up to
100,000 ducats paid by the municipalities in 1630 over and above what they were
able tq recoup from sales. Ulloa, p. 650, prints a table of returns to the Tesorcria
General from the sale of hidalgnias in the ten years 1567-70, 1572-5, 1596-7 showing
74,800 ducats for 1567 and a total of 107,506 for the remaining nine vears. My own
estimate is in the range 225-254,000 1552-75, 170-205,000 1583-1615 {plus 50,000 from
Seville), and pechaps 650,000 1629-1700 (plus about 100,000 from the towns), see
Table 1. :
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turn on capital invested (% per cent in Pantoja Correa’s case)
was a very great deal less than it would have been had the Crown
alienated revenues to him in juros at 5-7 per cent or sold him
alcabalas and tercias at 2%,~3 per cent.'®. To the extent that the
rest of the country was relieved of the need to raise the sums
paid to the king by the purchasers of hidalguias, the community
as a whole can be said to have been a net gainer. The fact that
the great majority of the new hidalgos came from substantial
centres of population {only five were bought in places of fewer
than 200 vecinos) also meant that the impact of their exemptions
was muffled by the number of taxpayers among whom the extra
burden had to be shared. In Pantoja’s case, and he was by a long
way the wealthiest man in a town of over 3,000 pcople, this
would have been about 13 maraveds per pechero per year, the
cquivalcnt of about one hour of labour. Other purchasers were
not actually being taxed at all before their purchase (15 cases),!30
or were resident in places which did not separate hidafgos and
pecheros for tax purposes (42 cases). Indeed, no less than one quar-
ter of them came from the Kingdom of Seville where no signi-
ficant fiscal distinctions existed,!3! and the total known to be
in that category is over seventy. Only in the handful of cases
in which there was a number of creations in the same small com-
munity, or when the initial exemption was multiplied rapidly
by the growth of the grantee’s family, could the fiscal impact
have been of any importance. There were only twenty-two
towns in which three or more hidalgulas were sold; fifteen of
them had populations in excess of 1,000 vecinos, and only one
less than 400 (Esquivias, Toledo, with four sold 1630-79 in a

- 12¢ Sarvapor DE Moxo, ‘La venta de alcabalas en los reinados de Carlos I y Fe-
lipe U°, Anuaric de Historia del Derecho Espaitol, 41 (1971), pp. 487-554.
130 CP 16, ff. 5, 15, 4, 3; CP 17, ff. 72, 68, 7 mention pechos explicidy; CP 17,
ff. 11, 41, 27, 3, 26, 23, 60), 39 refer to other privileges comprehending tax exemptions.
14 ACC xiii: 71-2; Domincuez Ortiz, Oro y ocaso, p. 5.
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population of about 250 wvecinos).'3?  Proliferation by natural
increase was potentially a more serious problem. Contempo-
raries certainly believed that venal hidalgos tended to have a
larger than average number of sons. In one case it was claimed
that the original exemption had spread from three households
to thirty or forty in the space of fourteen years.'** In La Mem-
brilla (Ciudad Real), the hidalgnia bought by Alvaro Cafiuto
in 1557 had spread to four Cafiuto households by 1575; but his
* brothet’s, bought in Villanueva de los Infantes at the same time,
was still the only one alongside thirty-nine hidalguias de sangre.'34
In fact, the average number of sons among the venal hidalgos
at the time of purchase was only 2.56, and as many had no more
than one son as had more than three.!3’  So, although in in-
dividual cases the belicf of the Cortes and even of Philip II that
the ennoblement of the richest members of a community imposed
an intolerable burden on the rest may have been true, in general
the sale of hidalgufas had no such effect. When the funta Grande
and the Council of Finance discussed the problem in 1592, they
decided that the harm to the poor was “so-little as not to be
worth considering ".13%  Even the Cortes, when, in 1599, it for
once found itself on the other side, declared that the tax benefit
was not worth what it cost a town to contest an hidalguia in the
courts.'3? I notl ing clse, the purchaser of a carta d{' prtv:lcgw
saved the community the cost of litigation.

The evidence presented in this article calls for a substantial
revision of the impact which the sale of patents of nobility is

132 Of the twelve towns with four fidalgufas or more, all except Esquivias had
more than LK vecinos.

13 CP 17, 1. 2

13 Vifias and Paz, Relaciones de los Prﬂbfm de Espafia: Ciudad Real, p. 307; CP
16, f. 1.

135 Of the 79 cases for which clear information is available, 3 had no soms, 17 had
one, 22 had two, 17 had three, 14 had four, and 6 had five or more.

136 AGS CIH leg. 202 (292}, consulta of Council of Finance, 5 July 1592,

137 ACC xviii: 329, session of 13 July 1599,
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usually though to have had on the economy and the social structure
of Castile. It was very far from being the large-scale phenomenon
that most historians have assumed. Nor is it true, as has been
claimed, that the sale of hidalguias * shattered the existing concept
of nobility .18 Neither the absolute numbers sold, nor the so-
cial background of most of the purchasers, nor the probable
sources of the wealth invested in nobility, nor the underlying
ideals that validated the grants were such as to have had that
effect. The essence of nobility continued to be, as it always had
been, blood and war. Alongside the claims of lineage, the mili-
tary services of the recipient and his ancestors and close relatives
remained ovcrwhclmingly the single most important criterion
for ennoblement that the justifications put forward. Nine of
the grantces had military rank, thirty-threc others had served in
person in war in Spain, Europe or the Indies, and a further se-
venty-two adduced the immediate or remote exploits, real or
fictitious, of close relatives and distant ancestors back to the
Reconquista. Nearly three-quarters of all the grantees made
some claim to military service in their justiﬁcations.

The sale of privilegios de hidalguia was at odds with the concept
of nobility as an essence transmitted by blood or by custom,
not in its content but i its form. The carta de privilegfo was a
conspicuous act of the royal prerogative and an exercise of the
absolute power of the king to create nobility where none had
existed before. It involved both a particular abrogation and
dispensation from all the laws of his predecessors made in the
Cortes which prohibited such grants, and also an assertion of
the ‘ poderio real absoluto ’ over and against custom, on the one
hand, and the 'purely declaratory judgemcnt of the chancillerias,
on the other. The disparagement of the hidalguia de privilegio
was therefore implicitly a political statement, a denial of the su-
periority of the regalian authority over custom and tradition.

138 Carande ii: 502; Salomon, p. 300.
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It was also a recognition of the superiority of a cofporate concept
of honour {of a lineage, a region, a town) over personal nobility
and an individualist ethos.'® The sale of hidalguias in fact dimi-
nished the force of neither custom nor corporatism. On the con-
trary, the standard voluntarist formula of pure creation (‘es
my merced y voluntad que seais y os hago hijodalgo de sangre
y de solar conocido... como si uvieredes nascido de padres e abue-
los hijosdalgo notorios de sangre’) 14¢ all but disappears after 1585,
to be replaced by a primarily declaratory formula (" declaro a
vos...y los hago a todos hijosdalge notorios de sangre y solar
conocido...tan cumplidamcntc come si en favor de VOS...por mis
Alcaldes de los Hijosdalgo de las mis Audiencias y Chancillerias
por todas instancias fueran dadas sentencias en vista y en grado
de revista’),'4! which made the royal decree a substitution of
the judgement of the courts, not a supplementation of the gran-
tec’s deficiencies. At the same time, on the part of the petitioners,
the genealogical reconstruction of lineages became even more
extravagant in seventeenth-century patents than in the previous
century. As long as traditional concepts remained unbroken
in this way the purchase of nobility was in the strictest sense a
contradiction in terms,’#2 and hence something whose moral
basis was suspect and whose attractiveness was limited.

139 AGS CJH leg. 23 (36), f. 205, Pedro Nifie to Princess Juana, Toledo, 24 Mat,
1557, ‘yo e platicado con algunas personas diziendoles quan bien les estaria hazerse
hidalgos ansi pata sus personas como para las de sus hijos y decendientes.  Responden
que biviendo en Toledo ne tienen necesidad de mas hidalgia que la que tienen por
los previllegios y libertades que los Reyes pasados dieron a los vezinos desta cibdad
que aqui biviesen, A esto yo Ies digo que les podian suzeder cosas que tuviesen nece-
sidad de yr a poblar a otros lugares donde serian cllos v sus hijos pecheros v que no
deven perder esta ocasio para ser libres para sienpre donde quiera que biviesen, v ni
esta Razon ny otras muchas que les e dicho no an bastado a que ninguno se mueva
a dar un real por la hidalguia, ni yo crco que avra persona en este lugar que le de ny
trate deste negocio ’,

140 Quoted from CP 16, f. 17 (Alonso Cavallero of Seville, 20 Apr. 1567).

14 Quoted from CP 17, f 5 (Mateo de Angulo Bargas Catalin of El Arahal,
4 Dec. 1631), printed.

1z ALBERT SICROFF, Les controverses des Statwts de " Pureté de Sang’ en Espagne du
XVe au XVIIe sidcle {1960), pp. 296-7; Gerbet, p. 301,  Sicroff and Gerbet (p. 306)
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The results of this investigation, then, are largely negative.
It was only at moments of extreme financial need, provoked by
“the specific demands of war, that the Crown was prepared to
tamper directly with the traditional structure of nobility, and
then so reluctantly, with such diplomatic camouflage, and at
such a high price that the overall social and economic effects
were minimal. Any impact the sale of hidalguias had was lar-
gely concentrated within one city and a single decade, or at most
a generation. To say this 15, of course, to say nothing about hi-
dalguia in general nor about the other ways of acquiring it. In
Castile, as clsewhere, there were alternative and quantitatively
much more important ways of bccoming noble. Indeed, it may
well be that the unimportance of the sale of hidalguias is itself
an indication of the relative ease of social mobility and the openness
of Castilian society in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries.

What does seem certain, however, is that the direct inter-
ference of the Crown with the social order was much less in
Spain under the Habsburgs than it was under the Trastimaras or
the Bourbons,!#? or, in view of the proliferation of letters of
ennoblement and ennobling offices sold from the time of Francis I
and the enormous inflation of knighthoods by the first two
Stuarts, than it was at the same time in either France or Eng]and. 144

also draw attention to the current of fecling that recognized these attitudes to be both
restrictive of royal authority and damaging to the nation, but it is obvious from such
polemics that the traditional view remained very deeply rooted.

143 Gerbet, op. cit.; Antonto Domincuez Ormiz, Seciedad y Estado cn el sigle XVIIT
espaiiol {1976), p. 349. AGS DGT 5, legs. 3 and 4, respectively 275 and 395 patents
for 1700-99, of which 134 werc Castilian titles; the  Relacién de 17107 lists 57 patents
1701-10. -

. e L H. SHENNAN, Government ard Society in France 1461-1661 (1969), p. 26; R.J.
Kngecwur, Francis | and Absolute Monarchy (Historical Association, London, 1969), p. 12
— 183 letters of ennoblement were issued in the thirty-two years of Francis I's reign
of which at least 153 werc sold; Davis Birron, The French Nobility in Crisis (1969),
p. 95 — there were at least 1,000 cmoblements in Normandy alone 1550-1650; Jean
MEevEr, La Noblesse Bretowmie an XVile Siecle (Flammarion, Paris, 1972), pp- 28, 135,
after the revocation in 1598 of all lettres de moblesse granted since 1578, 500 were put
up for sale in France in 1696 and a fucther 100 in 1704; ibid, pp. 155-7, the purchase
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The same inflation of honours took Place within the aristocracy,
at the higher levels of titulos and knights of the Military Orders,
but at the foundation of the nobility, the basic distinction bet-
ween gentlcman and commoner, the Spanish Crown was di-
rectly responsible for none of the scandalous ennoblements that
marked the sale of knighthoods under James I. The Habsburgs
issued less than 300 hidalguias in 150 years; the Stuarts created
well over 3,000 knighthoods in forty years. The hidalgo in the
early seventeenth century had to pay over 6,000 ducats, a sum
which presupposed an estate of 60,000 ducats and an income of
at least 3,000; the Jacobean knight paid perhaps £ 100 and needed
no more than £ 40 a year in rent, the equivalent of about 150
ducats.!45  The Spanish Crown, therefore, did not contribute
to the weakening of traditional concepts of nobility or to the
undermining of respect for the social hierarchy (however much
these may have been occurring in other ways) in the blatant
manner that was happening in England and France. Nor, con-
sequently, were the Habsburgs subjected to the same kind of
bitter criticism from the Castilian equivalent of the ‘gentry ",
There was, of course, opposition to the sale and granting of
hidalguias in the Cortes and in the country, but, significantly,
whereas the opposition in France and England was on social
grounds, in Castile it was primarily fiscal. The social complaints
from the Cortes, to which the Crown was subjected both when
it sold hidalguias and when it tried to make hidalguia more difficult

of office added abour 2,000 new families to the French nobility in the eighteenth century,
and in Brittany there were 303 new, noble families, 252 from office, 25 from the pur-
chase of lettres.

For England, Lawrence Stong, The Crisis of the Aristocracy 1558-1641 (1965}, ch. 3,
especially pp. 66-82, and * The [nflation of Honours 1558-1641°, Past and Present, no. 14
{November 1958), pp. 45-70.

145 The price of nobility was also cheaper in France than it was in Castile, though
not to the same degree as in England; lettres de noblesse cost c. 300 deus d'or in the reign
of Francis [ (Knecht, p. 12), 6,000 fivres in that of Louis XIV (Meyer, p. 135), the
equivalents of less than 350 ducats in the earlier period and about 2,400 ducats in the
later, although by then additional expenses raised the actual cost to 4,000 ducats or so.
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to acquire, were both muted and secondary. At the same time,
the grounds for fiscal complaint, in the light of the number and
the impact of the hidalgnias sold, were in real terms illusory.
Not only, therefore, was the direct creation of nobility by the
Crown a far less significant component of social mobility and
a far less relevant factor in the economy under the Habsburgs
than it was at either earlier or later periods, or than it was as the
same time in cither France or England, but politically it also
contributed one ground less to that decp alienation from govern-
ment that disturbed so many European states in the seventeenth

centur"y.

Tanre 1
INCOME FROM HIDALGUIAS 1552-170
. known e cstimated estimated
185ues income sales income sales
ducats ducats
1552-8 10 42 500 9 47,222 10
1561-2 2
1565-6 4 0-5,000 -1
1567 17 ; ¢
(5-2( 1-
1568.75 20 { 133,300} 18 177,905-206,600 31-36
1583-5 5 12,100 2 18,150 3
1591-2 3 18,700 3 18,700 3
1596-8 11 66,600} 10} 56,6(K) 10
1600-2 5 ¢
{ P 9L} 9
1605-9 4 % 65,900 9 65,90
"1610-15 6 0-36,611 -5
1625-9 4 -12,000 -3
1629-30) 40 175,226 40 175,226 40
1631 20 67,847 17 71,880 18
i632 = 10 36,818 9 36,818 9
1633-9 34 48,699 13 123,620-127,366 33-34
164052 29
26-32
165563 4 g 14,323 8 46,550-57,292 63
1655-73 12 j
1677-82 12 5 35,044 8 118,274-175,220 27-40
1691-99 20 4
272 966,845-1,120,585 219-53
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TarlE 2
GEQGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION QF PRIVILEGIOS
modern population * privilegios P riv,oso"/ ¢
provinges in wecistes 1552-1615 .l 625-99 total % P;’P i 0({0

Nortl 743,293 20 29 49 14.22
Galicia, Asturias

Ledn, Salamanca 271,112 0 0 0
Biscay 40,000 0 ! 1 .39 13
Santander 27,035 0 1 1 0.39 19
Logroiio 25,217 1 4 3 1.96 104
Burgos 52,234 5 3 8 3.14 81
Palencia 36,799 1 2 3 1.18 43
Valladolid 48,498 2 5 7 275 76
Zamora 41,237 2 1 3 1.18 38
Avila 39,972 2 0 2 0.78 26
Segovia 30,571 1 0 1 .39 17
Soria 25,792 1 1 2 0.78 40
Guadalajara 50,894 i 1 2 0.78 21
Madrid 53,932 4 10 14 549 136
South 394,872 63 141 206 80.78
Cucnca 62,376 0 3 3 1,18 25
Albacetc 17,574 2 15 17 6.27 509
Toledo 77,303 8 23 3l 12.16 210
Ciudad Real 36,552 10 17 27 10.59 388
Cacetes 61,176 1 8 9 3.53 77
Badajoz 63,895 8 28 36 14,12 296
Sevilla 61,435 30 29 59 2314 - 504
Huelva 22,984 0 5 5 1.96 114
Cidiz 20,021 0 3 3 1.18 79
Cordoba 48,554 1 5 6 2.35 65
Jaén 56,656 3 3 6 2.35 56
Granada, Mglaga,

Almeria 48,021 2 1 3 1.18 33
Murcia 18,320 0 1 1 0.39 28

1,338,165 85 170 255

* Population is caleulated from a re-working of the 1591 figures printed in Towmds Gonzilez,
Censo de poblagisn de las provincias y partidos de fa corona de Castilla en el sigle XVI {Madrid, 1829).
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