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Penal servitude and slavery are two formns of coercive labor that had a long
history in Spain as in other Mediterranean countries.  Although historians tra-
ditionally have been interested in slavery on the Iberian Peninsula mainly as
a background for slavery in the New World, pcnal servitude has remained a
relatively neglected topic.! Yet penal servitude and slavery had classical ori-
gins and both institutions maintained a parallel and continuous existence from
ancient to modern times.2 Moreover, not only did these two systems exist
together in time and space, but they often ovetlapped, a factor that has made
it difficult for scholars to distinguish clearly between them. This has led some

* This article is part of a larger projected study of crime and penal servitude in
the Hispanic World in the sixteenth through eighteenth centurics. It is based on ma-
terials consulted in the following archives: Museo Naval, Madrid, Spain; Archivo
General de Simaneas, Valladalid, Spain; Archive Histdrico Nacional, Madrid, Spain
{abbreviated hereafter as MN, AGS, AHN), respectively.

U There are several general works on the history of the Spanish penal system that
contain valuable information on penal servitude. The most uscful arc: Rarag:. Savuras,
Evolucidn penitencigria en Espaiia (Madrid, 2 vols. and Frenanvo Cabarso, Instituciones
penitenciarias y similares en Espaita (Madrid, 1922).  Slavery on the Iberian peninsula
has been studied by CHARLES VERLINDEN, L’Esrr’aquc dans f'Eumpz' médiévale, vol. 1:
Péninsule Ibérigue-France (Brusscls, 1955); Anrtonio Domincukz Orriz, * La esclavitud
en Castilla durante la Edad Moderna,” Estudios de historia social de Espafia, 11 (1952},
369-428,

2 For a discussion of the continnity beeween medicval slavery based on classical
origins and slavery in America, sce CHARLES VERUNDEN, The Beginnings of Modern Ci-
vilization (Ithaca, 1970).
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of them to cquate penal servitude wich slavery, particularly in its most common
carly modern form, that of forced labor on the galleys.3 The apparent confusion
between these two systems and the relatively uncxplored state of research con-
cerning penal servitude make it an excellent topic for further investigation. In
the ecarly modern era there is no better place to study these two systems of
mvoluntary labor than on the galleys where they coexisted for three centurics.4
The purpose of this paper is to examine the historical development of penal
servitude in carly modern Spain from the perspective of the galleys and to view
its parallel cxistence and interaction with slavery.

Penal servitude, like slavery, had its roots in antiquity. In ancient times
convicted offenders were used in public works -- opus publicum - cleaning
sewers, repairing roads and working in public baths. During the Roman Empire
a harsher punishment of this kind was a sentence ad mwetalle, i.c., to the mines
and quarries and in opus metalli. In both instances prisoners wore chains and as
servi poenae lost their freedom for life.s  Both penaltics were regarded popu-
larly as sentences to a slow and painful death and represent a kind of punitive
imprisonment i the form of hard labor for the state.

In contrast to antiquity, ptllal servitnde appears to have been used infre-
quently in the Middle Ages although it is mentioned as a penalty in Castilian
medieval law.6  Medicval socicty (except for the church) lacked the funds and
and facilities for long-term imprisonment and therefore preferred inexpensive
capital and corporal punishments. In civil law imprisonment as a punishment
was almost unknown and jails served mainly as places of detention for persons

? The sociologist J. T. Settin in Slavery and the Penal System (New York, 1976)
comsiders penal servitnde to be equivalent to slavery. According to Sellin, life sentences
to penal servitude on the galleys (what he calls galley slavery) automatically resulted
in confiscation or loss of the offender’s property and civil death which meane that he
took the attributes of o chattel slave: a nen-person in the eyes of the law. While it
15 true that condemmation to the galleys did in fact mcan civil death, not only for
lifers, bur time servers as well, it covered the period of the judicial sentence only. In
the seventeenth century life sentences to the Spanish galleys became fixed at ten years.
In contrast, the non-person status of a slave was considered permanent and that is pre-
cisely one of the most important differences between the two conditions; slavery is
permanent; penal servitude 1s tenporary.

4 Penal servitude and slzwcr)' also coexisted in the Sp:mish mercury mines of Al-
madén during the carly modern peried, but in contrast to the galleys this establish-
ment contained small contingents of prisoners only (their stipulated quota was 40) and
about twice thar number of slives. Sce Ruta Pixe, * Penal Scrvitude in Sixeeenth-
Century Spain, The Mines of Almadén,” Secietas— A Review of Social History, 1Nl
(Summer, 1973), 193-206.

* Cant Luowic voN Bar, A History of Continental Criminal Law, trans. Thomas
S. Bell (Boston, 1916), p. 36.

o Cidigos y Leyes de Espafia, ed. A. Aguilera y Velasco, 3 (Madrid, 1866), Partida
VIL title XX, law 4, p. 325.
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awaiting trial, or decisions on their appeals, or the execution of their capital
or corporal punishments in addition to coercing debtors. For major crimes,
the death penalty was the usual punishment but depending on circumstances, it
was also decrced for lesser offences as well. Minor crimes were punishable by
flogging, banishment, fines and various forms of corporal mutilations. Often
a combination of two or more of thesc penalties was applicd to transgressots.
Only the church (prohibited by cavon law from shedding blood) used impri-
sonment for offenders under its jurisdiction and life sentences to prisons operated
by the monastic orders were employed at times, ostensibly for correction and
penance.’

The reappearance of penal labor in Western Europe at the end of the Middle
Ages coincided with the emergence of the national state and an increase in
its wealth and power. Along with the extension of royal jurisdiction and
the greater degree of centralization characteristic of state-building in the
early sixtcenth century there developed the idea that the state could utilize
the labor power of prisoners for its own interests. In this period the needs of
the Spanish monarchs were overwhelmingly military, i.e., the defence of Spain’s
southern and southcastern coasts and its shipping through the maintenance
of a standing galley flect in the Mcditecrancan. Thus, for those guilty of ca-
pital crimes penal servitude or hard labor on the galleys was introduced into
Spain in the reign of Ferdinand aud Isabella as an alternative form of corporal
punishment more useful to the state than other existent afflictive penalties.8

As the galley squadrons grew m response to the constant warfare between
Spain and Islam in the Mediterranean in the sixteenth century, it became in-
crcasingly difficult 10 man the benches.  This situation was closely related to
changing economic conditions in the sixteenth century, in particular, the Price
Revolution. As prices fose, the cost of maintaining salaried free oarsmen or
buenas boyas became cxcessive. In 1538, for example, the salary of a free carsman
was onc ducat a month, but by 1571 it had risen to eight ducats per month
including a two ducat clothing allotment. In order to avoid a crushing ccono-
mic burden there was no alternative but to depend on a servile rowing force.
Free oarsmen almost disappeared from the Spanish galleys by the end of the
sixteenth century, and in the seventcenth century those rowers who bore that
title were convict oarsmen or forzados who had completed their sentences and
were being retained illegally because of the critical shoreage of rowers. They
were given the ration and title of bienas boyas and were known as buenas boyas

* For methods of punishment in Early Modern Europe sce €. L. von Bar, Con-
tinctital Criminal law, chs. VII-X1 and . Ruscue and Orro KIRCHHEIMER, Punishment
and Social Structure (New York, 1939).

§ Nueva Recopilacidn de las Leyes de Espaiia {hereafier NR) {Madrid, 1772}, Book
VI, title XXIV, law 2, Nov. 28, 151(}; Francisco FELIrE OLESA MUfipo, La organi~
zacidy naval de los estados mediterrdueos y en especial .d'c‘ Espaila durante los siglos X1T y
Xl (Madrid, 1968), 11, 749-50.
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forzados.® Hence, a combination of rising prices and an increase in the scale of
warfare led ultimately to the cstablishment of galley service as the most com-
mon form of punishment.

Sources for a study of the galleys as a penal institution are few and incom-
pletc. The galley registers in cxistence in Cartagena some fifty years ago have
long since disappeared and they seemed to have been fragmentary. Whatever
remained of them at the beginning of the twenticth century were used by the
Spanish penologist Félix Scvilla y Solanas in his Historia penitenciaria espaiiola
(la galera) [Segovia, 1917] still the principal work on this subject. Lacking the
galley registers, contemporary opinion and legislation form the main source
of information. Over the coursc of three centuries a formidable corpus of
royal and administrative regulations and decrees was issued for the galleys and
much of this material has been preserved.10 In addition there exist numerous
references to the galleys in the works of Spanish writers of the period and some
of them, notably Cervantes, Mateo Alemén and Veléz de Guevara, had a direct
acquaintance with the marginal and delinquent types who made up the chusia
or rowing force of the galleys.

A series of laws beginning in the 1530 gradually extended galley service
to all kinds of offenders (both major and minor} as well as those whose deviant
behavior was defined by the laws of the period as crimes. As early as 1539
all male gypsies between the ages of twenty and fifty years who were without
employment and living without a master could be sent to the galleys for six
years, and in 1552 the penalty for vagibondage was increased to four years on
the galleys for the first offence, cight for the second, and life for the third, This
legislation defined vagabonds as gypsics, foreign tinkers, and healthy mendi-
cant poor. By the second half of the sixteenth century bigamists and blasphemers
tried either by the Inquisition or the secular courts (both had juriusdiction in
such cases) could be sent to the galleys as well as commoners who made, used
or sold playing dice, false witnesses in civil and criminal cases, male procurers
and persons who resisted arrest. In the seventeenth century the list was further
extended.l’  Such legislation in addition to constant royal pressurc on magi-
strates to condemn as many men as possible to the gallcys meant that by the
second half of the sixteenth century the normal sentence for convicted male

® Oresa MuRmo, La organizacidn waval, 11, 757-760; JoHN GUILMARTIN, Gunpotvder
and Galleys (Cambridge, 1975), p. 111,

19 These docwmnents can be found in the Museo Naval in Madrid. Other assorted
papers relating to the galleys also exist in the Archivo General de Simancas, Valladolid.
Sec alse I A. A, THompson, A Map of Crime in Sixtcenth-Century Spam,” The
Eeonomic History Review, 21 (1968), 244-267.

N Féux Sevnia v Sovanas, Historia penitenciaria cspaiiola (la galera), apuntes de ar-
chivo (Segavia, 1917), pp. 30-32 lists this legislation. Sce also Orrsa Mufno, La o
ganizacién naval, 11, 762.
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criminals, with the exception of the nobles and the clergy, was the galleys.
Naobles could not be sentenced to any form of degrading punishment such as
lashes or the galleys and cxcept in cases of treason, their sentences usually were
comnuited to banishment or military service. Likewise the clergy could be
prosccuted only by the ecclesiastical authorities, but if convicted of capital cri-
mes, they were often sccularized and sentenced to the galleys.12

Indeed so great was the pressure to make more men available for the oar
that it became standard practice to take convicted offenders who were waiting
the outcome of their appeals-in jails to serve during the interim ™ bond 7
(en depdsito) on the galleys. Although there was some question as to the legality
of this it was decmed necessary in view of the Jong delays involved in the appeals
systent. It was not uncommon for prisoners to spend from three to six years
waiting for a decision on their appeals, and during that time they often died,
escaped, or commiteed additional crimes. By sending men to the galleys imme-
diately after their initial sentencing, it was possible to avoid the evils of long
incarceration and to obtain maximum utilization of convict labor for the state.13

Sentences ranged from two years to lHfe with an average term oscillating
between four to six years. Condemnations for less than two years were deemed
inappropriate because men necded at least a year to become fully serviceable
at the oar. On the other hand, sentences for more than ten years were rejected
on humanitarian and utilitartan grounds {considered cxcessive and in the long
run, unprofitable). By 1653 life sentences had been sct at ten years, but frequently
prisoners were not released after the completion of their sentences. Until 1663,
for cxample, men could be detained for 11011—})aymcnt of fincs and court fees
imposed at the time of their original sentencing.  In addition Jorzados were
retained as a result of sentences given for crimes committed on board while
serving their terms. Cascs of this kind werc tried under military law by a special
judge known as the auditor de las galeras4

Neither old age or youth scems to have constituted disqualification for
condemnation to the galleys, even though both groups were entircly useless
at the oats, A minimum of seventeen years of age was established in 1566, but
it is quite clear it was not always respected. In 1734 Philip V lowcred the age
requirement to fifteen years for those found guilty of theft ac court.ts Despite
the laws, magistrates who had wide discretionary powers in this period 1o in-

i2 Fuancisco ToMmAs v Vausnte, I dereche penal de la monarquia absoluta {siglos
XVI—XV]H) (M'\dl!d 1969), pp. 318-319.

13 AGS, Diversos de Castilln, leg. 28, 29; Seviiza v Sonanas, Historia Penitenciaria
espaiola, pp. 55-56.

14 SEVILLA Y Sovamas, Historig penftenciaria espaiiola, p. 33, 84-85; For the decree of
1653, MN, Coleecidn Vargas Ponce, tomo XXV, doc. 31, Oct. 26, 1653,

15 Nopfsima Recopilacitr de fas leyes de Espaila (Madrid, 1850}, Book XII, title 14,
law 3, Feb. 1734, For the low of 1566, see NI, Book VIII, tidh: X1, law 9, May 3, 1566,
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crease or decrease penalties, were usually reluctant to send offenders under se-
veuteen years of age to the galleys except in the case of those they considered in-
corrigibles, c.g., habitual thieves and vagrants. When they did sentence juve-
niles to the galleys, they often stipulated that they be used as cabin boys or
servants of the galley’s officers and whether this was stated or not, all served in
similar positions because they were the only ones that boys and adolescents
could perform on the galleys.to ‘ '

Like youths, old men were sent to the galleys regardless of their unserviceable
nature. ‘There was always a sizeable proportion of aged and invalid forzados on
the galleys, but almost all of them had been reduced to this condition as a result
of service. How many of them were sentenced to the galieys initially ar an
advanced age is a question that cannot be readily answered because no legal
maximums were cver sce, and it is not clear what was the definition of “old ™
in this period (examples can be found for anyone from fifty years of age or more).
Nevertheless, it scems likely that relatively few men over fifty years of age
were sentenced to the galleys not because of any legal or humane considerations,
but rather because most erimes in chis period were committed by men between
the ages of 18 and 35, prcciscly‘ the age group considered best for the exercisc
of the oars.1?

While forzados made up onc part of the galley chisma, slaves constituted
the remainder. Therc were several kinds of slaves and their classifications reflected
their mode of acquisition, that is, by capture, purchase, private donation and
judicial sentence. Maorcover, within these four categorics there were different
gradations and status. In the first classification were Moslem prisoncrs of war
captured in the continuous struggles between Spain and Islam in the Mediter-
rancan and North Africa. The enslavement of prisoners of war was a well
established custom: in the Mediterrancan world, Cliristians enslaved Moslems
and Moslems retaliated in kind. The majority of the Moslem prisoners of war
were North Africans (Moroccans, Algerians and Tunisians), but there also were
Moriscos (converted Spanish Moslenis) and rencgades.t® Almos: all were cap-
tured off North African vesscls and were professional scamen and corsairs.
Once captured they were reduce to slavery and becamce esclavos del Rey (royal

¢ MN, Vargas Ponce, tomo XXV, doc, 18, Aug. 6, 1655; GrRecorIo Lasara Na-
VARRO, Galeotes y presidiarios af servicio de fa Maring de Gwerra de Espaita (Madrid, 1949),
pp. 4041,

17 Rura Pikg, “ Crime and Punishment in Sixteenth-Century Spnin," The fournal
qf European Economie History, ¥ {Winter, 1976), 700-701,

18 The Meriscos were cxpelled frem Spain in 1609-11 ainl prohibited from return-
ing under penmalty of death or perpetual enslwement on the galleys. Many of the
Meoriscos were renegades as well since they had renounced Christianity for Islam after
leaving Spain for North Africa. In the cighteenth century some renegades were Chris-
tians who had deserted from the Spanish presidios in North Africa where they were
serving as soldiers or penal laborers and were recaptured by the Spaniards.
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slaves), and were sent to serve on the galleys. When military forays and naval
expeditions failed to provide sufficient numbers of prisoners, royal officials
purchased slaves, but they had to be Moslems because legally only infidels could
be enslaved in the Christian world. The standazd price for such slaves remained
at 100 ducats a piece in the sixteenth and seventecnth centuries, but in the cigh-
teenth century it was somewhat higher, usually around 130 ducats. Most often
the money utilized in the purchases came from the sale of old and unserviceable
galley slaves who customarily were auctioned off to the highest bidder.19 This
system enabled the king to replace slaves at minimum cost to the royal tfeasury,

Not alt of these enslaved prisoners of war could be disposed of so casily
and profitably when no longer serviccable. Within this classification there

also was a special category of slaves considered too dangerous and pernicious

ever to be alienated from royal possession, They included the arraeces or cap-
tains of corsair vesscls, renegades and Moriscos.  All three groups werc held
to be royal slaves in perpetuity, that is, they could never be freed, exchanged
{for Christians in Moslem captivity, a common practice}, or seld. In contrast
to the rest of the Moslem slaves, they could not be used in any other occupation
on the galleys cxcept at the oars, and like the forzados were kept chained perma-
nently to their benches.20

In addition to those who became galley slaves as a resolt of warfare or pur-
chase, there were others who originally were private domestic slaves. Masters
often chose to punish rebellious and troublesome slaves by donating them to
the king to be used on the galleys and in this way, they too became esclavos
def Rey. As for the slaveholders, this proved to be a convenient method of pu-
nishing disobedient slaves at no cost to themsclves and at the same time the fate
of these troublemakers served as an object example for the rest of their slaves.
The only requircment was that they be infidels but, in reality, many were
Christians {especially the blacks) as witnessed by repeated royal decrees pro-
hibiting the acceptance of donated slaves who were Christians.2t  Such slaves
were particularly numerous on the galleys in the last quarter of the sixteenth
century, a period in which slavery reached its zenith on the Iberian Peninsula.
In 1568, for example, it was found necessaty to establish the rule that in the
event of cfcape or death, the king did not bear any financial respensibility for
donated slaves and that no compensation would be paid to their owners. In
the 1580’s there were so many of them on the galleys that royal officials were

10 MN, Coleccidn Navarrete, tomo 10, doc. 6, fol. 14, Instruccidn 29; ibid., Vargas
Ponce, tomo XXIX, doc. 133, Jan (4, 1683; OLesa MuRmo, La organizacidn iaval,
I, 178.

20 MN, Vargas Pance, tomo XXVII 3, doc. 66, Oct. 2, 1673; Otesa Mufimo, La
organtizacion naval, II, 781; SkviLLA ¥ Soranas, Higteria penitenciaria, p. 115,

21 MIN, Vargas Ponce, tomo XXV doc. 103, March 1, 1657; ibid; tomo, XXX,
doc. 254, Nov. 17, 1641; ibid., doc. 172, Fcb, 27, 1690,
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ordered not to accept anymore, but in the seventcenth century the sicuation
changed dramatically.22 Black slaves became less available and more costly
(their sources of supply began to contract, especially after the loss of Porrugal
in the 1640’s). In these circumstances, slaveholders became less willing to do-
nate their slaves, even the most troublesome, since their investment was now
more valuable, On the other hand, the fact that private slaves could be utilized
by the king in this manner, that is, transferred from private to state control,
sct a precedent for government actions in the seventeenth century. Several
times doring that century, for example in 1639 and 1647, when there was an
acute shortage of rowers, the king forced individual owners to send cheir slaves
to the galleys to serve *“ temporarily ”, a situation that vsually lasted several
years.23

The fourth classification of slaves were those who were on the galleys
becanse of judicial sentences. Slaves, like free persons, could be tried by the
courts for delicts and if convicred, condemned to scrve terms on the galleys.
In this event, the conditions of slave and forzado clearly overlapped. Slaves
serving judicial sentences on the galleys remained slaves, but for the duration
of their terms they became forzados as well.24 As forzados they remained chained
to their benches and were prohibited from performing any labor other than
the oars. Nevertheless, after the completion of their sentences, as slaves, they
werc subject to the legal limitations and restrictions inherent in the status. Hence,
they could not be freed like the convict oarsmen, but rather they had to be re-
turned to their owners. If their masters did not reclaim them, they remained
on the galleys as slaves, bue in this capacity they could be used in other tasks
besides rowing. When they became old or unserviceable, they were given
their freedom (fliterally turned out to dic) with the proviso that they withdraw
from the coastal regions of the country on the penalty of being returned to the
galleys as royal slaves in perpetuity.2s

Loss of the galley registers and lack of other sufficient quantitative data
hampers any systcmatic accounting of the slaves and forzados making up the
chusma on the Spanish galleys. Morcover, their number and proportion de-
pended on many factors, in particular, the size of the galley flect and the capacity

22 fhid, tomo XX, doc. 13, Jan. 27, 1585. For the decree of 1568 see SEviia ¥
SoLANAs, Historia penitenciaria, p. 109 )

23 Aporko pE Castho, ““ La esclavitud cn Bspaita,” La Espaia Mederna, Feb, 1892,
p- 137; José DE PELLCER, Avises historicos, ed. Enrique Ticrne Galvin (Madrid, 1965),
p- 56.

2 Slaves serving as forzados were specifically excluded from the legislacion of 1653
fixing a ten-year limit on fife sentences. MN, Vargas Ponce, tomo XXV, doc. 207,
July 20, 1662.

25 SEVILLA Y SOLANAS, Histerin penitenciaria, pp. 105-107.  They could not be
auctioned off like the rest of the slaves because they did not belong to the king.
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of its vessels. During the early modern period the size of the Spanish fleet varied
considerably depending on time and place, although for most of the sixteenth
and seventecnth centurics there were five permanent squadrons. The number
of vesscls making up these squadrons also Huctnated; for example, in 1612,
the squadron of Spain (the largest one in the Spanish fleet) consisted of 11
galleys, but by 1668 there were seven only,2¢ In addition galleys grew larger
to accomodate more fighting men and cannon as the scale of warfare intens-
ified between Spain and Islam in the Mediterrancan.  As they increased in
size, the rowing force cxpanded proportionately. In 1587 the standard galleys
of the squadron of Spain were required to have 170 rowers cach, but in 1621
the galley ordinances of that year called for 260 carsimen per galley with 375
and 280 for the two principal ships of the squadron, the Capitana and Patrona,
respectively.2” These quotas still were considercd standard in the carly years
of the cighteenth century, but stipulated quotas bore little relation to reality.
At all times, the actual munber of oarsmen diftered from their authorized quotas.
As can be obscrved in Tables 2 and 3 in the year 1655 there werc 1882 rowers
in the squadron of Spain, some 42 more than were required while in 1668 the
total of 2,080 oassinen included 125 extra men.

Despite the apparent surplus of cusma, these figures arc really misleading
because they include nien who were unserviceable, i.c., cither crippled, incu-
rably ill or too old to be used at the oar. Since they wsnally represented some
50 to 100 men, the actual number available to work the oars was mwuch smaller.
Furthermore, if the proportion of aged and incurables is added to those being
held illegally (buenas boyas forzados) the situation changes substantially, 28 In view
of these citcumstances it is casier to comprehend the complaints of the galley
officials who claimed that there never was enough dhusma.

A comparison of the figurcs in Tables 1 and 3 clearly shows an increase
tn the number of slaves between 1612 and 1668. Galley rules held that for
sccurity reasons the number of slaves on cach vessel should be strictly lmited.
In the sixteenth century their specific numbers was left to the discretion of the
teet commanders, but in 1607 official quotas were fixed ar 40 staves for a standard

26 MIN, Vargas Ponce, tomo XX, duc. B4, Dec. B, 1612; ibid, tommo XXV, doc.
58, Sept. 21, 1668. There were the squadrons of Spain, Sicily, Sardinia and Genoa,
respectively.  Alsa for a short period of time, there was one for Portugal as well.
See CrsarEo FERwANDEZ Duro, Disgnisicioncs nduticas, T (Madrid, 1877), p. 114,

27 OLESA MURIDO, La organizacin waval, 11, 754; MN, Vargas Pouce, tomo XX,
dec. 126, July 1, 1621,

2 The buenas boyas forzados represented an unreliable source of manpower because
in theory they could be freed by the king ac any time. For cxample, in 1654, MN,
Vargas Ponce, tomo XXV, doc. 37, Jan. 20, 1654 and in 1674, ibid., tomoe XXVII B,
doc, 102, July 23, 1674, .
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TapLe 1
OARSMEN IN THE SQUADRON OF SPAIN, YEAR 1612*

Galleys ** Forzados . Slaves Total
Capitana 303 135 438
Patrona 206 n o, 277
Santa Barbara 164 | 235
San Pedro 142 : 44 186
San Ramodn 160 40 200
Santiago 125 69 196 (194}
Sandovala 174 56 230
San Jorge 136 55 191
Toledana 160 M 194
San Francisco - 130 47 177
Santa Ana 139 H 170

TFotal 1841 (1839) 653 2494 (2492)

* There are several errors in calculation in this table. The correct sums have been placed in
parenthesis.

** Figurcs for buenas boyas forzados are missing.

Sotirce: M, Vargas Pouce, tomo XX, doc. B4, Nov. 6, 1612,

TaBLE 2
OARSMEN IN THE SQUADRON OF SPAIN, YEAR 1655*
Galleys Buenas Boyas Forzadox Slaves Total
Forzados
Patrona 3 171 112 286
San Francisco 16 173 87 271 (276)
Nuestra Scfiera de Guadalupe 4 174 79 257
Santa Maria 3 173 a3 39 (259)
San Miguel 7 M 65 273
San Genaro 4 177 90 2n
Nuestra Sciiora de la Soledad 17 i78 65 200 {260)
Tatal 54 1247 576 (581) 1877 (1882)

* There are several errors in calculation in this table. The correct sums have been placed in
parenthesis,

Source: MN, Vargas Ponee, tomo XXV, doc. 73, Aug. 22, 1653,
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TapLe 3
OARSMEN IN THE SQUADRON OF SPAIN, YEAR 1668
Gallcys Buenas Boyas Forzados Slaves Total
’ Forzados

Capitana 53 148 178 37
Patrona 23 144 110 277
San Pedro 21 135 106 262
San Miguel 33 144 125 302
Soledad - 32 137 122 291
Santa Teresa 23 144} 94 257
Almudena 32 157 123 312
Total 217 1005 458 - 2080

Sourcer MIN, Vargas Ponce, tome XXVII, doc. 58, Sept. 21, 1663,

gralley and 80 and 50 for the Capitana and Patrona, respectively.29 Neverthelcss,
this rule scems to have been consistently ignored. In 1612 they made up 26
per cent of the rowing force in the squadron of Spain while in 1668, 41 per
cent of the dhusma were slaves, almost all of whom were captured Moslems. 30

Coincidcntally with the risc in the proportion of Moslem slaves there was
a decrease in the forzade component of the chusma. In 1612, 73 per cent of the
rowing force consisted of forzados, but in 1668 they had declined to 48 per cent.
Notwithstanding an increase in demand as the fleet and the capacity of the ves-
scls grew larger, the contraction in the number of convict oarsmen was closely
telated to the general demographic decline in seventcenth—century Spain. The
epidemics and subsistence crises of this period particularly affected the lower
economic groups, the poor and marginal classes from which the galley chusma
was drawn. In addition to what appears to be an actual decline in population
several other factors can be mentioned. To begin with, the laxity, inefficiency
and corruption of the judicial systems in seventeenth-century Spain meant that
fewer criminals were being caughe, prosccuted and sentenced.  Thus, paradoxi-
cally, although crinc was indeed increasing during this period as the extant
sources imply, fewer criminals were available for service on the galleys. At
the same time, the military nceds of the sccond half of the seventeenth cencury
absorbed a large part of this group since the armics were conscripted from these
same classes. Furthermore, the expansion of Spain’s network of presidios in

2 SEVILLA ¥ SOLANAS, Hisioria penitencigria, p. 100; OLEsa MuRino, La organizacién
naval, 11, p. 755.
w Al pereentages are based on the cortected figures,
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North Africa also increased the demand for soldiers and laborers there, and it
was precisely in this same period that common criminals sentenced to the gal-
leys began to the scnt instead to the North African presidios.3! Thus, the gal-
leys had to compete with the army and the North African presidios for a declining
rescrve of convict manpower. In this context, repeated legislation ordering the
requisitioning of slaves belonging to private individuals and the conscription
of gypsics represent desperate acts by the government to fill the galley benches.32

As fewer condemned men became available for service at the oar, the number
of buenas boyas forzados rose dramatically. The illegal retention of prisoners
after the completion of their sentences was one of the worst abuses of the galleys
and it continued unabatcd for three centuries. Men were retained beyond their
terms because the king needed their services. Originally, it was reasoned that
since it took several years for men to become proficient in handling the oars,
the king could not afford to release seasoned oarsmen. At times, men were offered
the opportunity to remain voluntarily as frec salaried oarsmen, but this system
never was successtul.  As it became more and more difficult to find replacements,
illegal retention became common. In an cffort to legitimize it, retainees auto-
matically were converted into buenas boyas forzados and often remained in that
status for years.33 As can be seen in tables 2 and 3, the proportion of buenas
boyas forzades more than tripled between 1655 and 1668; in 1655 they made
up 3 per cent of the chnsma in the squadron of Spain while in 1668 they represented
10 per cent. Together with the slaves, they constituted 52 per cent of the
rowing force in 1668,

Given the circumstances, particularly in the second half of the seventeenth
century, legal limitations on scntences were rather mcaningless. Regardless
of whether they were sentenced for life, or a term of years, most men could
expect to spend the rest of their lives at the oars or until age, illness or death
ended their sufferings. Moncy of eourse covld alter the situation since there
was some possibility of obtaining rcleasc by supplying a replacement, ie., 2
Moskem slave, or the price of a stave.  Although this system was well established,
lietle is known about how it actually worked and the extent to which it was
practiced. Retainces, especially the ill or disabled, were the most favorable
candidates for such exchanges, but at times cven able-bodied ovarsmen were

3 Two royal decrees, dated 1653 and 1654, respectively, directed magistrates to
send convicted felons to Mclilla and Larache. In 1677 all prisoners sentenced to less
than three years on the galleys were to be sent instead to La Mamora. AHN, Sala
de Alcaldes de Casa y Corte, year 1653, fol. 136; ibid., year 1654, fol. 588; ibid., year
1677, fol. 557.

32 PELLICER, Avisos, p. 56; Maria Herena Siwncurz OrveGA, Documentacion selecta
sobre ln situacitn de los gitanos espaioles en el sigh XVIIF (Madrid, 1977, pp. 30-47.

3 SEviLLA ¥ SOLANA, Historia pesitenciaria, p. 84; Oigsa MuNiDo, La erganizaciin
‘naval, 11, p. 754.
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released in this manner. In 1642, for cxample, several hwenas hoyas forzados
who had been held illegally for years after the completion of their sentences
successfully obtained their relcases from the king after offering slave replace-
ments. Nor was it always necessary to petition the king since galley officials
at times also accepted slave replacements or payments for relcases. Inn such
instannces, galley captains and cémitres mighe be willing to velease weak or unfit
oarsmen since the replacements might be stronger and more serviceable.  While
there is some indication that these ilicgal reicases were standard  practice on
the galleys, there is no way to verity this assumption.34

Convicted criminals destined for the galleys were sent by their local jus-
tices to the central prisons (depositos de rematados a galeras) of their respective
judicial areas (Toledo, Soria, Valladolid, Seville, Granada). When a sufficient
number of themn had been gathered (not less than 12} they were chained toge-
ther and manacled and marched overland under heavy guard until they reach-
ed the galleys. Oarsmen were taken on at a number of ports along the
southern and southeastern coasts but principally at Cartagena, Milaga and
Puerto de Santa Marla.  Generally, prisonérs from the depdsites of Toledo,
Valladolid and Granada were sent to Milaga while those from Seville and
Granada went to Puerto de Santa Maria and Cartagena respectively.3s But the
destination of the individual ** chains,” as the troops of prisoners were called,
corresponded more often to the immediate needs and locations of the galley
squadrons than to any specific designations.

In the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries the system of servicing the chains
was poorly organized and ineffectively controlled despite the existence of a
special government agency, the Superintendencia General de conducciones, fugas
Y solturas de galeotos y-condenados a presidios y campaiias (established by Philip 11
in 1566} to oversee its operations.  One of the principal defects of the system
was the way in which those who conducted the chains were selected and paid.
Usually the conductors were constables or other law cnforcement officers, but
at times the position was auctioned off to the highcst bidder. Likewisc the
conductors were paid a fixed sun for every prisoner they delivered alive at
their destination, regardless of physical condition. In the sixteenth century
the conductors normally received five ducats a head for each prisoncr, bur by
the end of the seventeenth century the cost had trebled. Thus, in 1671, the
conductor of a chain from Toledo to Cartagena purchased his commision to
take 34 convicts to the galleys at 15 ducats a head. The per capita fee was
supposed to cover all the conductor’s costs: subsistence for the chain, the neces-

3 For a description of this svstem see Atonso pE CasTiLio SordrzaNo, La gar-
duiia dv Sevifla y anzuele de las bolias, ed. Federico Ruiz Morcuende (Madrid, 1942}, p. 9.

3 Royal Pragmade of May 3, 1566 as quoted i ToMAs v VaLmnTE, E derecha
peval, pp. 455463,
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sary carts and mules, salaries for the guards and notary.?  Since everything
beyond that was the conductor’s remuncration, the systemy encouraged fraud
and corruption on the part of the conductors.

In the cighteenth century the procedure was better organized and niore
cffectively controlled.3? More vehicles were provided for the weak and sick
and there was a greater tendency to allow all convicts to ride in inssances of
rough terrain or bad weather.  An cffort was made to avoid dispatching chains
in winter since cold weather could be disastrous for prisoners on the road.
While conditions were somewhat improved in che firse half of the cighteenth
century as compared with the previous period, the syscem was not reorganized
mntil the second half of the eighteenth century (after the abolition of the galleys
in 1748) when the chains were destined for the maritime arsenals and overscas
presidios.

On the march the convicts cach wore a collar made of a band of iron
(collera), and were atrached by their necks to the athers along the length of
a long central chain.  They walked and sometimes rode in carts along routes
established early in the sixteenth century and continued unchanged through
the eighteenth century. The journey from Toledo to any one of the galley
ports required some three weeks depending on climatic conditions and other
circumstances, but conductors often tried to shorten the trip by forcing the
chain to cover more than the accustomed number of miles a day. In this
way, particularly if the chain was large, they could reduce their expenses and
increase their profits.  The towns and villages along the routes were obliged
to provide shelter for the chain usually in local jails and when unavailable in
barns and stables. Food and all other supplics were purchased along the way.38

On arrival at their destination prisoners were turned over to the galley
officials who duly registered each man's name in addition to other pertinent
information as to age, place of origin, crimes and sentences in the galley
[qustcrs At thc same time t]le WCIC glvcn pllyslca] exal}ll]latl()l]s to dlscover
any hidden defects, or special physical characteristics. In instances of physical
disability, only galley officials on the advisc of the galley physicians had the
authority to reject men who consequently would be returned to the central
prisons, In practice, except in cases of obvious incapacity or infectious disease,
almost all men regardicss of age or infirmities were accepted.?®  On the other
hand, prisoners with serious physical disabilitics usunally were not sentenced

3 Seviia v Soranas, Hiswria penitenciarin, pp. 46-50; AGS, Consejo v Juntas. de
hacienda, leg. 113 Antigua, no. 16, Aprit 5, 1571; L1ccucndo] CasTit1o DE BOVADILLO,
Politica para corregidores (Madrid, 1597), II, lero V, ch. 6, p. 1094,

3 Lasara Navarro, Galeotes y presidiarios, pp. 57-58.

3 AHN, Alcades de Casa vy Corte, year 1642, fol. 490-491v; 488-489v: ibid., year
1654, fol. 439-441; Lasara MNavarwo, Galvotes y presidiarios, pp. 57-58.

39 SEviLLA Y SOLANAS, Historia penitenciaria, pp. 57-59.
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to the galleys in the first place. For major crimes they were given the death
penalty, and for lesser offences some other form of corporal punishment, such
as flogging and banishment, was applied. In cases where healthy prisoners
became disabled after being sentenced to the galleys, they could be disqualified
for such service by the prison physicians before being placed in the chains.
The requirement that all prisoners be examined by the jail doctors before the
departure of the chains gave rise to frauds and abuses. Prisoners tried all
kinds of expedients to make themselves physically unfit for the galleys. More-
over, doctors in some prisons (Scville was particularly notorious for this) had
the reputation of accepting bribes and payments to declare men unscrviceable
for the, galleys.40 _

Slaves {with the exception of those under judicial sentence who were joined
to the chains with the convicts) were brought to the galleys in gangs {gavillas),
and like the forzados went through the same procedure of registration and
examination.4t  Once aboard the galleys, the differences between slaves and
forzados were further muted. The newcomers were assigned their _places ac-
cording to the needs of the individual galleys and each man’s estimated strength
and capacity for work at the oars regardless of status. The galley ordinances
afforded equal treatment to slaves and forzados mn all aspects of their life on
the galleys, but because of the essential difference in the nature of their con-
ditions, the punishments meted out to them were not atways the same. While
flogging was the common penalty applied to all carsmen for minor offences,
in instances of rebellion or attempted cscape the penaltics differed.  Forzados
customarily were punished for major offences with additional sentences, or
in cases of mutiny (considered the most heinous crime on the galleys) with
the death penalty. In contrast, slaves {except for those under judicial sentence)
were on the galleys in perpetuity and therefore could not be castigated by
extending their terms. In addition they were far too valuable to be sentenc-
ed to death except in extreme circumstances. Hence, they often were subject-
ed to corporal mutilations such as cutting off an ear or a nose which served
them as punishment as well as a visval warning to others. Aside from these
two penalties, oarsmen in gencral were protected by the galley ordinances
against any crippling injuries since it was in the interest of the king to pre-
serve the rowers.42

40 AGS, Diversos de Castilla, leg. 29, Repore of the Corregidor of Trujille, Dec,
22, 1572, Sce also CrisTOBAL DE CHAVES, La relacidn de la cdreel de Sevilla, in Barto-
LoME JosE GArLARDO, Ensayo de nna biblioteca vspariola de libros raros y curioses, T (Ma-
drid, 1863), p. 1370.

4 SEviLLA Y SovLanas, Historia pesitenciaria, pp. 58-59; 65-67; Lasata Navarro,
Galeotes y presidiarios, pp. 61-65.

42 For the galley ordinances of 1607-1676 scc MN, Vargas Ponce, tomo XXV B,
doc. 218; for the year 1682, ibid., tomo XXIX, doc, 45, Jan. 2, 1682, See also La-
sata Navarro, Galeotes y presidiarios, pp. 71-73.
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All oarsmen  received the same food and clothing rations. The standard
farc on the galleys per man a day was 26 ounces of biscuit or hard tack,
and a vegetable stew composed of six ounces of beans, or an equivalent amount
of chickpeas, or two and one-half ounces of rice prepared in water and olive
oil. Watcr was the customary beverage except on special occasions when more
effort was required and winc was distributed to stinmudate them 43 Meat virtually
disappeared from their dict {only cight stews a year with meat were included)
in last quarter of the sixteenth century. The growth of population in the
sixteenth century increased the demand for grain and as cultivation of grain
expanded, pasture lands were ploughed under and the production of meat de-
creased accordingly.  Before 1540 oarsmen aboard the Spanish gallcys were
alloted about four pounds of meat per month; by 1580, meat had been replac-
ed completcly by beans which became the standard galley fare for the next
two centuries. 4 _

The distribution of food aboard the galleys lefe much to be desired since
the chusma did not always reccive their full ration. Standards werce set by
royal decree, but short weighing, false measuring, cheating and corruption
characterized the system. At times, the penury of the royal treasury, or
difficulties with the food contractors caused a reduction in rations. In 1678,
for example, the biscuit allowance was reduced from 26 to 16 ounces per man
a day because of a shortage of flonr. The following year an additional eight
ounces per man was removed from the bread ration and chickpeas were in-
troducted as a substitute, Nevertheless, reductions in the bread ration became
so- common in the last ycars of the seventeenth century that no attempts were
made to substitute anything else, or to make up the losses after the scarcity
had passed. In addition forzades and Christian slaves (including Moslems who
had been converted while serving on the galleys) regularly contributed from
their bread rations to the maintcnance of religious services on the galleys. In the
period 1665-1674 their contribution amounted to two ounces per bench a day.4s

As for the quality of the food in general, it varied greatly. The biscuit
was often hard and mouldy and the stews full of vermin because the pots were
not cleaned thoroughly after their use so as not to waste the leftovers. Frequently
the foodstuffs were of inferior quality, old or spoiled, but since the galleys
usually sailed close to shore and anchored at night in some coastal haven, fresh
supplies could be taken on more often and there was less chance of spoilage.
In any event, rations werc rclatively fresh at least in comparison to those found
aboard transatlantic vessels.46

4 MN, Vargas Ponce, tomo XXIX, doc. 120, Nov. 25, 1684; Femninpez Duxo,
Disquisiciones, p. 134; SeviLLA v S0Lanas, Historia penitenciaria, pp. 160-166.

4 GunMARTIN, Guupowder and Galleys, pp. 269-270.

45 MN, Vargas Ponce, tome XXVIIB, doc. 126, July 22, 1675; Sevmra ¥ So-
LANAS, Historia penftenciaria, p. 194; FERNANDEZ 1Juro, Disquisiciones, PP 134-138,

46 MN, Vargas Ponce, tomo XXVII, doc, 107, Jan. 6, 1670; Grecorio MARANON,
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Actenipts to vary the diet of the oarsmen proved unsuccessful.  Shortages
of beans at the end of the seventeenth century led to the introduction of rice
as a substitute, but in the long run this measurc increased the frequency of
deficiency discases such as beriberi and pellagra which, like scurvy, were
always present. In 1680 galley officials in Cartagena complained thac 257
oarsmen were il as a resule of the continued use of rice instead of beans.47
In view of the impossibility of relying on rice and the total absence of mear
it is not difficalt to understand why for three centuries galley administrators
considered beans (a cheap source of protein) as essential food for the chisma.

Medical facilitics aboard the galleys were the same for all oarsmen, but
were completely inadequate.  Aside from the feet physicians (one per squa-
dron) the regular medical seaff of the galleys consisted of barber-surgeons and
their assistants, cither slaves or forzades, who treated the oarsmen at their ben-
ches (en cadena). They were assisted by the galley chaplains who gave spiricual
comfort to the dying. Despite these services atflicted oarsmen generally expi-
red since most of their ailments, for example, scrofula, consumption, and te-
tanus, were incurable given their circumstances and the limited medical know-
ledge of the times.  Hospiralization and an improved diet could have helped
in some instances, especially in the case of the common deficiency diseases,
but cven though two galley hospitals cxisted, one at Puerto de Santa Marla
and the other at Cartagena, few ocarsmen were treated there.  Galley officials
cver alert against feigned illness refused to allow the varsmen to be taken to
the hospitals.  Only in exceptional cases — instances of cpidemic disease or
incurable illness — did they permit removal for hospitalization. As a general
rule, they believed that a stay in the hospital weakened the oarsmen and reduced
their resistence and usefulness when they returned aboard.#®  There alse was
the problem of security. Despite claborate precautions (numerous guards,
prisoniers chained to their beds) the hospital was not securc as witnessed by an
incident in 1685 when a notorious robber band attacked the hospital at Carta-
gena with the objective of frecing the forzados inside4® In order to avoid
such occurrences and to prevent the removal of ill oarsmen dshore one of
the galleys belonging to the squadron of Spain was converted into a floating
infirmary in the last years of the seventeenth century. In 1703 rules were

“La vida cn las galeras en riempo de Felipe I1,” in Vide ¢ Historia (Madrid, 1968},
pp. 99-103.

47 MN, Vargas #unce, tomo XXVII, doc. 246, Nov. 18, 1680, ibid., tomo XXIX,
doc. 32, Nov. 1, lo8l.

4 SEVILLA Y SOLANAS, Hisforla penttenciaria, pp. 178-180; Oiesa Mufino, La orge-
nizacion naval, pp. 730-738; MN, Vargas Ponce, tomo XXVI[DB, doc. 75, Txec. 25,
1673; ibid., doc. 115, Feb. 1675; ibid, tomo XXX, doc. 20, March 31, 1687; ibid,,
tomo XXIX, doc. 23, Dec. 20, 1683

1 MN, Vargas Ponce, teme XXIX, doc. 135, Feb. 26, 1685; Lasaia Navarso,
Caleotes y presidiarios, p. 76.
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adopted governing its organization and administration.5¢  Whether or not
such floating infirmarics existed in other squadrons as well is not known, but,
in any cvent, it is quite clear that in the cighteenth century oarsmen were still
being treated aboard the galleys, cither chained to their regular benches, or
to those of the floating infirmaries.

The distribution of labor on the gaileys prolvidcs one of the best examples
of the overlapping between slavery and penal servitude.  When at sca, the
principal occupation of both forzados and slaves was rowing and their respective
places at the oars reflected their physical strength rather than status. Hence,
slaves and forzados rowed side by side, but the slaves reputedly of superior
physical ability, usually occupicd the farthest inboard places considered the
most fatiguing rowing positions. While the primary labor of the slaves was
pulling the vars, they performed other services as well.  Slaves customarily
were sent ashore chained together in pairs and under goard to draw water
and collect firewood. When the galleys were in port, they were used to
haul and load supplics on to the galleys, and in the last quarter of the seven-
teenth century and in the eighteenth century they labored at other heavy tasks
in the galley arscnals and ports.si

In addition there were certain special positions on cach galley that were
held principally by slaves. For example, slaves {almost always chosen from
among those Moslems who had become Christians) served as assistants to the
guards. Their main functions were to assist the guards in chaining and un-
chaining the chusig and to help them conduce the clothing and other inspec-
tions. Others, both Christians and Moslems, werc personal servants of the
galleys officials. There also were the barberotes or aides of the barber-surgeons
who helped to shave the hair and beards of the carsmen every 15 days and to
care for the sick. While slaves gencrally were preferred for these posts, they
could be held by forzados {only those men serving sentences of less than 4
years) as well.52  Regardless whether they were slaves or forzados, men occu-
pying these positions received better rations (usvally the regular scaman’s ra-
tion) and went about their duties aboard the galleys either unchained, or with
light fetters.

In contrast to the varied activitics of most of the slaves, forzados and cer-
tain categories of slaves (Moriscos, rencgades and arraeces) were prohibited
from performing any labor on the galleys except rowing. In practice, when
the ships were in port, the oarsmen labored at such tasks as mending and

so Jhid,, roma XXXI, doc, 218, Oct. 25, 1703; ibid., doc. 218 bis, Nov. 5, 1703;
SEvILLA ¥ SoLANAS, Historia penitenciaria, p. 8.

5t MN, Vargas Ponce, tomo XXII, doc. 100, Dec. 9, 1689; ibid, romo XXIV,
doc. 42, Feb. 28, 1655; SeviLLA ¥ SoLanas, Historia penifencigria, pp. 116-120.

32 Oresa MuRimo, La organizacisn paval, pp. 782-788. Clothing inspections were
held weekly on Sundays and mnen whose garments were found missing were punished.
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repairing sails, ropes and other equipment, or worked at trades and handicrafts
since a substantial proportion of the forzades were crafemen or skilled laborers.
Numicrous decrees throughout the sixteenth and seventeenth century reiterated
the prohibition against allowing the forzados ashore for any reason whatsoever
until they had completed their sentences and were given their freedom. This
rule was established orlgmally $o as to ensure the proper cxpiation of their
crimes in the manner in which they had been sentenced, ic., as rowers on the
galleys. Later it was claimcd that the refusal to nse fmzados ashore was mo-
tivated by the desire to protect them from exploitation and to preserve their
qtrength for the oars.33  Fear of escapes was clearly another important factor
since it proved impossible to gurard them sufficiently so as to prevent flights.
In fact, most of the unsuccessful escapes were accomplished by slaves who
managed to flee while performing cither their regular chores ashore, or when
laboring in the galley ports.s4

When the galleys were at sea, mutinies and escape attempts were infrequent
and those that have been recorded usually involved a conspiracy between for-
zados and Moslem slaves.  Although differences in religion might seem to
have impeded such cooperation {and sometimes probably did), for desperate
men this too could be overcome, In any event, it would have been uscless
for Christian ferzados to mutiny and scize a galley unless they planned to take
it into a North African port. Clearly the assistance of the Moslem slaves was
essential to any successful rebellion, especially since most of them were profes-
sional corsairs who knew the routes and coastal waters well. A particularly
dangerous moment for such mutinies was when the galleys approximated the
North African coast. Most of the recorded incidents occurred at that time
or during the course of battles between Spanish and North African galleys.ss

Notwithstanding the long established policy of prohibiting the use of
Jorzados ashore, such labor became more frequent by the last years of the
seventeenth century as the galleys gradually became outmoded.  In the ecigh-
teenth century when the vessels spent most of the year tied up in port, the

forzados worked alongside the slaves in the galley arsenals in a wide range of

occupations although most performed heavy labor. They were used to move
masts and other storcs around the arsenal and docks and to cut and erans-
port timber used in the sbhipyard. From 1716 they worked at dredging the
port of Cartagena and cleaning the basins where ships were built and launched.
In addition forzados and slaves from the galicys helped to build the pontoon

53 Biblioteca Nacional de Madrid, MS. 8850, June 4, 1607, fol. 51; Seviiia Y
Sovawas, Historia penitenciaria, pp. 78-81.

# MN, Vargas Ponce, tomo XXX, doc. 222, june 4, 1691; ibid, doc. 231, July
14, 1691; ibid., tomo XXV, doc. 41, Feb. 25, 1651; ibid., doc. 178, June 10, 1686.

55 FErNANDEZ Duro, Disquisiciones, p. 108; Lasara NAVARRO, Galeotes ¥ presidia-
rios, p, 70,
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bridge that scrved as principal access to the port of Cartagena and worked
at cxcavation for construction projects in the dockyard arca.se

The utilization of forzades from the galleys in anskilled labor in the
arsenal and navy yards during the last years of the seventeenth century and
the first half of the cighteenth centary set the precedent for their use ashore
in the second half of the cighteenth century.  When the galleys were abolished
in 1748, forced labor in the arsenals was substituted for galley service and the
navy yards and arscnals were transformed into penal cestablishments as repla-
cements for the galleys. In the years, 1749-1787, a period of naval expansion,
scatences to hard labor in the arsenals became the most comman form of
punishment as the government cexploited the manpower of prisoners to per-
form the necessary heavy labor of construction and maintenance in the mari-
time arsenals.57  But as penal servitude moved from the galleys, so did slavery.
Slaves worked side by side with the convicts as the two systems of involuntary
labor continued to cocxist in the arscnals as they had done on the galleys.
Frequent treaty exchanges between Spain and the North African staces {es-
peciaily afeer 1766) gradually reduced their numbers, but in the 1780°s Mos-
lem slaves still could be found in the arsenal of Cartagena.s8 By this tine,
however, slavery was in its final moments of existence on the Iberian Penin-
sula, but as slavery declined, it gave impetus to the further extension of penal
servitude.  As slaves became scarce, their places were taken by penal laborers
whose numbers incrcased precisely in this same period.  The availability of
more convicted offenders (reflective no doubt of the general risc in population
ire the second half of the cighteenth century in conjunction with more effective
law enforcement and a decline in the death peralty) coincided with an expan-
sion of projects undertaken by the state in the public sphere. This led to the
widespread application of prisoncrs to public works projects in the last quar-
ter of the eighteenth century, a system that recached its culmination in the
nineteenth century.5® At the same time, under the influcnce of the cighteenth-
century penal reformers, there occurred a change in the concept of punish-
ment that provided intellectual justification for the continued and expanded

56 MN, Vargas Ponce, tomo XXXIH, doc. 190, Dee. 1, 1730; ibid., tomo XXX,
doc. 289, Qct. 20, 1716.

57 The maritime arsenals of Cartagena and El Ferrel were built in the second half
of the eighteenth century mainly through the use of convict labor, Sce Rarap. Sa~
LiLAs, Evolucidn Ipt’.-rircﬂciarr'a. f, 125-128, and AGS, Marina, legs. 693-700).

% AGS, Marina, legs. 701-709; DDomingusz Owrriz, La secicdad espaiola en el sigla
XV (Madrid, 1955), pp- 227-228.

5% SaLitLas, Evelucion penitenciaria, 11, pp. 80-84.
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usc of penal labor. Reformers such as Cesare Beccaria and his Spanish inter-
preters (Gaspar Melchor de Jovellanos, Manuel de Lardizabal, Juan Mcléndez
Valdés), while rejecting the death penalty, stressed the correction and reforma-
tion of offenders through uscful labor.8® The cventual acceptance of the idea
that rchabilitation should be the ultimate end of the penal system meant that
the punitive hard labor symbolized by the galleys was converted into a system
of rehabilitative forced labor that became a part of the modern prison systent.

o0 MANGEL LARDIZABAL, DHsarse sobre far pewas, in Josg ANTON Ongca, ™ Estudio
preliminar: El derecho penal de la Tluseracidn v 170 Manuel de Lardizdbal,” Revista de
la Escicla de Bsudios Peitenciarivs (Madrid, 1966), pp. 591-746.
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