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While anyanewho has looked, howevercasually,at the crónicas or ather
saurcesfor fifteenth-centurySpainknawssamethingof the extentof unrestand
turmoil (constantmurders,robbery,rioting, etc.)whichcharaeterizedthatpenad,it
5 misleadingto attempttadeny,asonewriterhasdone,thatanimosityagainstand

conversosplayeda specialrole in theviolenceof theera. fhis writer, Mackay,has
statedthat«evenasingle listing» of populardisordesshowsthey werearetiection
of «generalcanditionsofunrest»,andwarnsagainstbeing«hypnatizedbythepurely
anti-Semiticaspects»of suchmovements.Yet, in fact,allthe instancesof «popular
unrestand violance»recardedin thetablapravidesinvalvedJewsarconversosor
both!

Thecorrectinterpretationneedsta bethattheincreasinghostility againstJews,
andespeciallyconversos(far more,in fact, thanJews),wasencauragedandenabled
to eruptinta actualriots andmassacresbecauseof the generalviolentand-anarchie
atmosphereof thecentury.Re anti-Semitism,however,wasnotamerem~inifesta-
tion of thatatmosphere,but aseperateandvery realissue.While appearingtocritieze
Baers(correct)statementthat only in the late 1440swas the conversoproblem
revealedin its fulí gravity, andMárquezVillenas (equally carrect)statementthat
deterioratingeconomieconditianswereacauseof popularunrest,Mackayprovides
salid evidencewhich in fact completelysubstantiatesMárquez’ hypathesis,and
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admitsflnally that from ¡440 to 1449 «tbereis little evidenceof seriauspopular
agitation»2.

TOLEDO

Thefirst, andperhapsmostnotoriotís,of theriats specificallydirectedagainst
conversosin Spainwasthat in Toledo in 1449,alreadyamply studiedby Benita
Ruanoandothersbeibrehim, but ¡eavingroom faradditionalnewinformatianand
interpretation.

Thereign of JuanII beganin greatturmoil. PeroLópezdeAyala, thepowerful
nobleof Toledovacillatedinhis«loyalty»to thekingandfinally in 1440enteredinto
analliancewith the infrnnteEnriquein openwarfareagainstJuan.Manyofthenobles
of Castile jainedin a confederatianagainstAyala. Unfartunately.the king did
nathing,andtherebellionspreadthroughoutCastile.It taoksomemonthsbefarethe
kingregainedeffectivecontrolof thecities. In 1444,hepardonedhis sonandAyala,

butthecontinuedrebellionlcd finally tahisdeposingAyalaof hispowersandeastíes.
Twa years later, however,as ~¡part of the compromisewhich soughtto end the
tension,theking wasforcedtorestaresameof thepaweraudpossessionsto Ayala.

In 1448therewasagainaplotof saíneof therebelliousnabíesag~dnsttheking.
Manywerearrestedandsome,like the almirantedon FadriqueEnríquez(whose
daughtermarriedtheking of Aragón-Catalonia),escapedacrosstrie barder.Badly
inneedofmoney,alsofor thewarsagainsttheMuslims,Juanaskedfar financialaid
from thecities.In Toledoin thefollowingyearAlvaro deLun-aapparentlyentrusted
acertainwealthyconversomerchant,AlonsoCota(memberof thefamausJewish
andconversoCaíafamily ofToledo),with theresponsibilityof raisingthereqitired
sum.

Alvaro deLuna,condestableofiuanII andMasterof theOrderofSantiago,was
himselfof conversofamily. thoughprobablyseveralgenerationsremoved,aswas
probablyhis treasurerandebroniclerGonzaloChacón,latercontadormayorofdic
CathalicMonarchstAlreadyin 1441thereandbeenseriouschargesbroughtagainst
deLuna, samepossiblytme (illicit alliancesandpolitical intrigues)andathersno

2 Ibid., pp. 52-5354-57, 58.
SeeCarnazas introduction to Gonzalo Chacón>s Crónica de don 4lvarocíe luna (cd. Juan de

MataCarriazo.Madrid. 1940),p. XXVI, ti. Cania~adidnot suspectChacónsconvervoarigin,but
thenameChacón—later Coronel—wasthat.ofarenownedc.-onversodynasty.Gonzalosfatheriuan
wasalguacil of de luna in 1429, andmnay havethefirts conversomemberofthefamnily. Note thai

Gonzalo speakswith considerablesyinpathy, twiee. of the «greatpersecution»of cont’ersos u
Toledo(Crónicci, 244).



Anti-ConversoRio/sof the k4fteenih Ceniurv, Pulgar and(he ¡tiquisition 369

doubtexaggeratedor totallyfalse(mutder,homosexuality,blackmagie).In ¡443he
wasasponsorofthepragmóticaofArévalain favoroftheJews.This,ofcaurse,does
nat provethat Alvaro has a particularly «pro-Jewish)policy. The oíd thearyof

Amadordelas Ríos,aceeptedby Serranaandby Carnaza,thatthedid andthatthis
incurredthe enmityofthe conversoshasbeencorrectlyrefutedby CanteraBurgos,
as well tts thenotian that theconversoSantaMariafamily (AlonsodeCaratagena,
Alvar, etc.) weresupportersal the infóníesof AragónagainstCastile4.

In 1453,whentheanggrymobattackedAlvaro,accusinghim of treason, ttbe
placeof Pedrode Cartagenain Burgas,the saughtto protectAlvaro deCartagena

(sonof Pedro,thebrotherof thebishopPablodesantaMaria)fram themabwhich
wasalsoattackingconversos.Hawever,in theenddeLunasawnretinueconvinced
himthatCartagena,cauldsavehim,sinceheknew secretwaysoutof thepalaceaud

thecity. Chacónputinto deLunasmouth~tspeechin whichhecomplainsof íheevil
whichconversossoughttodohim,thoughthetreatedthembetterthananyonein the
realm. However,this is unlikely, for it not only contradictshispreviousstatement
thathe wishedto saveAlvaro de Cartagenafram themob which wasattackin the
conversos,butalsothefactthatmanyconversos¡atersupporteddeLunainte 1449
riots

To reíurnto Toledo and 1449, for somereasonsuspicionfelí on the conversos

ashavingthemselvesbeentheinstigatorsofthis specialimpost,perhapsin arderto
«humiliate»the «oíd Christians»who clearlycauld not affordto pay suchasum,
reparted¡yonemillion mía.The a/cv/demayorPeroSarmiento,andhis assessor
MarcosGarcíade Manzarambrós,urgedresistenceto thetax and also saughtthe

intercessionof the infante, donEnrique,with hisfather.Thereresultedariot, which
beganwith a mobin thechurchof SantaMaria(a lbrmersynagague),andhehause
of theconversoAlonsoCotawasbumed(he survived,hawever,andwasto retain
hispostunderEnriqueIV). Hausesof otherconversoswerealsaattacked6.

CARRILLo DE HIlETE, P.: Crónica del halconero de Juan IL ed. Juan de Mata Carnaza
(Madrid, 1946), Pp. 325-332; cf ROUND, N.: Tbe Greatest Man (Jncrowed. A StudvoJthe Ea//of
don Alvino deLuna (London, ¡986), pp. 24-25. For the prcmgnmótica, see CABAl IERO, E.: Noticias
de la vida, cargos y escritos del doctorAlonso Díaz de Montalvo (Madrid, 1873), p. 47: CANTERA
ERGOS, Fr.: Alvar García de SantaMaría y sufhniilia de conversos (Madrid. 1952), p. 77. fi., PP.
427-433. and cf also briefly Raund, op. df, pp. 63-64 (who adds nothing lo what Cantera already
said).

CHACON: Crónica. pp. 334, 381-384. Some additional detaiis involving Alonso, and his
brotherPedrodeCartagena,andtheirdealingswith Sarmientoaftcrhe leftToledo following Ihe 1449
rmots may be found in Cantera,Alvar García, pp. 165-168,423-427,and 474. Theseadd nothingor
feal itnportanee,hawever. and surprisingly, Canterasaid virtualiy nothing about Alonso de
Cartagenas famaus defense of conversos.

Crónicadel re3• clon Juan II (RAE. 68), p. 661. Cola was apparendy ¡he faiherofa famousjurist.
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Theresultwasactualwar,culminatingin aseigeof thecity by Alvaro deLuna
(apapallettercondemningSarmientarefersto theuseof «machinesof war» in the
confilct)2.

Lessfortunatetffiun Alonso Cota wasanotherconversotascallector,Juande
Ciudad,wha waskilled audhis body draggedta theplazadeZocadover(Chacón
sayssomeof his descendantslaterwentta otherlandsandbecameJewsft.

TheillegitimatesonofthekingofNavarre,Alonso,attackedCuenca,but thecity
wasab¡y defendedby its bishop,Lope de Barrientos,who laterwrote a pralbund
defenseof theconversos(discussedbelaw).

When JuanII cameto Toledoin May of 1449,hewaspresentedwith adefense
anddemandsby Sarmientoandotherrebelsof thecity, amongwhiehwerecharges
againstAlvaro de Luna, includingthe claim that he gayeafficesto «infidels and
hereties,enemiesof aur sacredlaw». Furthermore,Sarmiento accusedhim of
«publicly defendingandreceivingconversosof Jewishlineage,who for the mast
panarefoundtobeinfidels andheretieswhohave«judaized»andcontinnetodoso
andobservemastoftheiewishritesandceremonies»9.Anothercontemporary,Pedro
deEscavias,alsorefersta theuprisings,causedby the«greatdivisian»ofChristians
(!) againstconversos,ledrespectivelyby SarmientaandJuandeCiudad.The«oíd

also named Alonso, who wasburnedby the Inquisition in Toledo in 1486 (see FilA, F.:«La
inquisición toledano’>. DRAM, II, 1887, 229). A documentof Toledo in 1491-1492refers to the
hotises of «Alfan Cota»in theAlcava (barrio)andahouuse in Rda nueva u whiehCata and«Alían»
(le San Pedrolived. These were prohably members of the same families (Cot.a and San Pedro)
mentionedhere(LEON TELLO. P.: Los judíos de Toledo. Madrid, 1979,11,556).

YITZHAK BAER briefly summarizesthe events. Hi.storv Q/ the leus in Cbrisrian Spain
(Philadelphkt, 1966), tI. 279-281 (the much bcttcr and more complete Spanishtransiationby
LACAVE. J. L.: Hi.vtoria de los judíos «n lo España cristiana, Madrid, 1981, it, 529-533),but his
ciainithatU wasthe «lawerelasses» whorebelledagainst te conversosis notsupportedby Use saurces.
The letterof Nicholas Vto JuanII candeinningSaniuientois cited by Beltránde Heredia: «Las bulas
de NicolásV acercade los conversos>’. Scjhrad 21, 1961,27,note.Futherinformationon the status
of Ihe conversosandtheirinvolvementwith deLuna canbefound u NicholasRound>spmeviously
ciled book. Pp. 17 1-180. with the mast important new intormation being oms the Diaz de Toledo
IÁmily, ~sndcf also pp. 204-207,and on the partplayedby AlonsoGarcíade Guadahjara,brotherof
Diegode Valera, pp. 186-188.However, roundwasapparentlyunawere that de Luna was himseif
of converso descení, which makes bis «tolerance» of ¿.onverso.ssomewhatless surprising.

<BENITO RUANO, E.: Jbledoen elsiglo XV. Madrid, 1961,p.35:cf CARRILLO: Crónica
del halconero, p. Sil II; 1 -OPEDE BARRIENTOS: Refundiciónde la crónica del halconero, cd.
JuandeMataCarnaza,Madrid. 1946,pp. CXCII-VIJI; asidCHACON: Crónica de don Alvaro de

Lu,ma, p. 244. The«ChranieandeValladolid» statesthat bonses (plural)of Cota were«robbed and
bumer»,and that FernandoAlonso Salinemoand Alvarode San Pedroand«another’>werealso killed
(CODCIIN XIII. 19).

CARRILLO: Crónica de halconero, pp. 521-523.
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Christians»cried«Deathtatehereties»,andtheconversos«Deattatosewhoare
againstte king>»0.

As BenitoRuanocorrectlyunderstoad,it wasin largepartduetotheneedboth
for Sarmientaandtheotherrebelsof Toledotofind ajustificationfor teir treason
(in spiteof havingbeenpardonedbyte king) tat theyblamedte conversos.On
tbe atberhaud,be elsewliereexpressedconsiderablenaivete, in my apinion, in

suggestingthat in light of NocholasVs bulí dcclaring discrimination against
conversosheretical,an organizedTribunal like thatof the later Inquisition could
haveenforcedthebulíandpreventedpersecutionoftheconversos’’.It waspreeisely
theInquisitionwhichhypocritcallypersecutedandbumedthousands,ofconversos,

whomit knewtobegoadChristians,totally ignoringNichalasbulí andsubsequent
papalabjectiansta te Inquisitian.

Continuingwith hisprograin,Sarmientoassembledvariousafficials in thecity
in Juneand issuedte «sentencia-estatuto»prohibiting conversosandtheir de-
scendantsfrom holdingany publie office. Oneof the first statementsin te statue
refersta a privilegegrantedte city ofToledoby «donAlfonso,reydeCastillay de
León»affinning thaton publie office in that city be giventa aconversoof Jewish

deseent«becauseof (suchconversosbeingsuspectin thefaithi3.
AmadordelosRíasandBenito Ruanohavearguedtbat(althoughwhicb king

«danAlfonso» isnot stated)no suchprivilegeexistsnor is theremiy atermention
of it. However,Netanyahucorrectlypointedautthat the gloss of AlonsoDíazde
Montalvo(to bediscussedlater)daesrefertoit; moreimportantly.hediscoveredthat
inthreedifferentmanuscripts(whichBenitoRuanohadnot used)of theMemorial
of MarcosGarcíade Moradefendingte sentenciadiereis an importantsection,
míssmgin te edited text, which clearly refersto laws given as a ~<specialcity

« Repertoriode príncipes,ed. AVALLF-ARCF,J. B.: El cronistaPedrode LS-avias,Chapeil
1-mt, t972 (Universityof NarthCarolinaStudics u theRomanceLanguagesandLiteratures, 127),
p. 206.Baer, u his usual manner, distorted (he entire incident. Thus, there was no amrestafcont’ersos,
no trial, no tortureunderwhich thesuppasedly«eonfessed» ta «judaizing» (Historyof the Jeívs, it.
278; Historia de¿os judíos, II, 530).

RUANO, B.: «Del prabtemajudíoal problema converso»,Simposio Toledo Judaico, Toledo,
1972, II. 5-28; rpt. in his Los o,jgenes del Problema converso, Barcelona,1976,p. 28.

¡2 Thetextof thestatutehasbeenfrequentiypublished:MARTIN GAMERO, A.: Historia dela
ciudadde Toledo, Toledo, 1862,Pp. 1036-tfl4O; FRITZ BAER: Diejudenini chrisrlichen Spanien,
Berlín, 1936,it, 315-317 (partial edition);DE CARTAGENA, A.: Defensoriu,nmini/udschrisrianae,
ed. Manuel Alonso, Madrid, ~943.PP. 357-365;RUANO. B.: Toledoen elsiglo XV, Pp. 191-196,
and again in bis «La Sentencia-EstatuadePeroSarmiento»,Revista de la Universidad deMadrid 6,
1975,277-3(16,appendix,reprintedin his Los or4genesdelproblemaconverso, Pp. 82-85. Por the
sakeof convenienee,1 cited the text as in RUANO, E.: lb/edo, here,p. 192.
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enactment»to Toledo by «the king don Alfonso» prohibitingbaptizedJewsfrom

holdingpublie offlce~3.
Furtliermore,whereasonemight assumethatte privilegeof «danAlfonso»

referredtais noneotherthanthefueroof AlonsoVII giventoToledoin ¡lIS which
prohibited Jewsandthose«recentlyconverted»[ramholding office. Netanyahu
arguedthat this cannot be te documentreferredto, for a variety al reasaus
(especiallybecauseit said«recetacanverts»,whereasin te text citedin thestttute
ah canvertsand their descendantsare ínentianed).

Hawever,hisconclusianthatsometimesfterthejúeroof 1118(«sayin ¡¡45»),

dic Christiansof Toledopetitionedthe king ¡br yet anew law prahibitingnol the
«iecentcanverts»of ¡ ¡ 18 buteventheir descendautsframholdingpublie office is
not convincing.TheremayhavebeensorneJewswhocanvertedin the 1108riots in
Toledo;on theotherhand,thefueroseemstobespeakingin theolagicalgeneralities,
«noJewor anerecentlyconverted»,whichmay well simply reflectcanonlaw and
notrcfertothe1108 incidentalallí4. In ~mnyevent.thereis no evidenceof any large
numberof convertsatitatdate,andcertainlynot later.Mareparticularly,thereisno
evidenceat alí to supportthecontentionthat«oídChristians»alreadyresentedJews
holdingpublie office in Toledo,not in thetwelfth andnot in thethirteenthccntury.

Ontecontrary.Jewsoftenheldofficesof verygreatimportancein Toledo.Thus,
ifthe allegedprivilegeof «donAlfonso» hasanyreality, it mostcertain/vrefersto
thejhero of 1118, which the supportersof the statuteof 1449 misininterpreted,
accidentallyordeliberately,asbarringdescendanisof Jewishconverísfromholding

publie office.
Thestatutecontinueswith te eamplaintthat,nevertheless,«rnost»ofthealfices

such aspublie seribesare held by conversoswha are henceibrthprohibited from
holding any office, as this causesharmto «oídChristiansof purelineage»(a los

chrisiianosviejoslindos; possiblythe first useof this term Ip. 193]).
In spiteoftheabsurdchargesmadeaga¡nstconverwostherealcauseof Sarmientos

hatredis revealedafewunesfurtheron:someconversosofToledosupportedAlvaro
de Luna,hisoíd enemy.Therobberyandkilling tookplacehe biamesnotonly on
the conversosthemselves,but on Jewsgenerally,«enemiesof aurho¡y Cathalic
faith» (a statementrarely madein Spanishsaurces)wha always exhibit such

SeeBenzionNetanyahu.«Died the Toledansin 1449 Reiy on a Real Royal Priviicge?”.
ProceedingsoftheA,nericaumAcademyfor.IenishRc,search, 44(1977. 104-105.am,d PP. 116-124 lar
the points below.

>~ On¡he riot in Toledo in 1108, seemy «New Light on theJewsof MozarabieToledo»,AJS
(AssaciationforiewishStudiesReview,II. 1986,198-199 (olfprintsavailablcin MadridandTaleda;
there, on p. 199,1erroneotmslywroteAlfonsoVil insteadof Alfonso Viti, who ofcaurse wastheking
who contirmed(he fuero, in 1174).
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behavior.Like notoriousanti-Semitesbefarehim (eg.Lucasof Tuy), hegoesbíck
tatheancientlegendof JewshavingbetrayedToledoto theMuslimsatthe timeof
theircanquest.Sothe «deseendants»of thoseJews,te conversos,continueto rab
anddeceivethepeople.Notonlythat,tey haverobbedanddesúayed«temajority»

of the hausesof oídChristiansin thecity and throughoutthe rcalm! (p. l94)’~.
Certain publie afficials knownto be conversasare named:López Fernández

Cota(li. JuanFernándezCota,GonzaloRodríguezdeSanPedro(nephewof López
FernándezCota)(2), JuanNúñezandbis brothersPero(3) ~indDiego,JuanLópez
del Arroyo, JuanGonzálezde Illescas,PeroOrtiz, Diego Rodríguezel Alba (4)
Diego Martínezde Herrera, the alcaldeDiego GonzálezJaradaandbis sonPera

González(p. ¡95).
Someof thesefamily names:Cota,SanPedro,Núñez,deIllescas,Ortiz, appear

in the list of mostcommonlyaccuringnamesofconversosin Toledoin 1485,1495
and 1497t6.No soubtthis is only a partial list of conversoofficials in Toledo,and
perhapsrepresentsthosewham Sarmientoparticularly hated.

In responseta Sarmientosinfamaus «statute»,many outstandingChristian
authoritieswrotestingingrébuttalsin defenseof4w conversos.Amangtosewhich
havesurvived(therewerenodaubtothers)arethoseby LopedeBarrientos,Fernán
¡Maz de Toledo, Alonso Díazde Montalvo, Alonsode Cartagena,andJuande

Tarquemada.Later,AlfonsodeOropesa,wasalsoto writeon thesamesubject,but
that belongsto anotherchapter.

Nat alí of thesewerethemse¡vesconversos,as hasbeenerroneouslyclaimed.
LopedeBarrientoscertainlywasnot,nor wasAlonsoDíazdeMontalvo’’. Another

‘> On ¡he legend of theJewish «betrayal» ofToledo in 711, see my article. «Theiews and ffie
Muslim Conquest of Spain». Jewish Social Studies, 37,1976, 145-158, ond the follow-up study on
t<ucas afruy, «Jews and Albigensians in theMidd¡e Ages: Lucas afluyan Hereties in Leon”,Sejhrd,
41, 1981.71-93.

(1) In 1422 he was «escribanodel re»» and fartsied the diezmos ofrhe .lewish aljama orloledcs
for the cathedrai chapter (LEON TELLO: Judíosde Toledo, II, 224, cte.).

(2) bid.> nt 759.902.922,934,942,965,lOí 1.1-lisson Santo l-laruque is described as aiew of
Maqueda (p. 339).

(3) He maybe ihe regidor, decased, named in the lnquisitionpraceedings of 1494; ibid., n.0 1692.
(4) Could this be he doctor Diego Rodmiguez. of Valladolid, of thc ray-al cauncil (frequent

menlion u Crónicade lmalc:onero, etc.)?
» Seethe inrroducctionto CANTERABURGOS. Fr.andlEONTELLO. P.: Losjudaizantesdel

arzobispado cíe Tc.,íedo.Madrid, 1919.p. XXXIII.
‘~ The claim that these were ah conversos was made by Beltrán de Heredia,«Las bulas de

Nicolás-», p. 26, n. 6. LEON TELLO alsostated¡hat aimastailwereconversos (Judíos de Toledo> 1,
209). MARQUEZ VtLLANUEVA, Pr., in bis introduetianto Hernandode Talaveras:Católica
intpugnacion, clainsed that Barrientoswas a converso,whiehhe certainlywas not, and even added
AlfonsodeOropesata the list!



374 NormanRoth

treatisewasapparentlywritten by FranciscodeToledo,deanof thecaihedral,and
was directedto Torquemadaandalsato the pope,but it hasnat survived. This

Franciscolaterbecamebishapof Coria,andmayhavebeena converso’8.
LopedeBarrientos(barn1395,not1382,anddied 1469),Dominicanmasterand

bishopof Segovia,Avila andCuenca,hadbeenconfessorof JuanII, andten his

Chance/hormayor. Headdressedtoteking hisdefense,«Contraalgunoszizañadoras
de la nación de los convenidosdel pueblo de Israel>‘. Barrientoscondemned
SarmientoshenefimanMarquillas as «anotherHaman»,but notedthat whereas
1-lamanattackedJews,Marquillas attackedChristians(i. e.,conversos)’».

He raisesthe abviousobjectionthat his persecutiondiscauragesathersfrom
convertingandleadsto «blasphemy»amongthosealreadyconvertedwhosaythat
it wou¡dhavebeenbetternottabecameChristians.Indeed,headmits,conversosare
much morepersecutedthanJewsare(p. 183).Froma moral-historicalviewpoint,
Barrientosarguesthatthepraphetsandapastíeswerealí Jews,andlogically thelatter
would havebeenpersecutedasconversosaccordingta Marquillas>position (later,
hementionsSt.Julián,UseVisigothic) bishopofToledo,who asa converso,andalso
abishopof Barcelona,born in Valencia,in bisowntime, whomBarrientosmetand
spokewit, who wasof Jewishdescent(pp. 189-90).Not anlythat, but it would be
of greatdishonorto Christhimselfto insult andabusethoseof «thatline of hisholy
humanity» (Jewishconverts)by denying them aftices and beneftceswithin the
Church.Accardingto canonlaw, the SietePartidas,andthe agreementof ah te
cortes,indeed,notonly mustJewishconvertsnot be«disdained»,theymustevenbe
favared(pp. ¡84-186).

HerefersalsatoquestionstaEnriqueIII in theCortesconcerningte conversos,
andcalís those who alreadyten saughtto persecutethem so many «perverse
Hamans»(p. 1 87).Thatkingissueddecreesinfavorafconversos,hawever.Barrientos
sayshe himselfalso sawa papalbulí addressedto EnriqueagainsttSepersecutian
of conversos.

Henotesthathundredsof ChristianshavebecomeMuslims,reeentlyevente
brotlierafthebishopofZamara(tisisrefersto frayAlonsodeMeJía,aFranciscanasid
broterof JuandeMella, bishopofZamoraandlateracardinal.Fray Alonsowasthe
faunderof te Durangoheresyandleaderof thatmovement,manyof whamwere
imprisanedand burnedby arder of the king. Alonso fled to Granada,where

accordingto PérezdeGuzmán,hewascondemnedto death2<’),asidmanyChristians

“See AMADOR DE LOS RtOS,J.. 1-Jis/oria... de ¿os judiosde España vPor/ugal, Madrid, 1876,
III, 125: RUANO, B.: Los orígenes del problema converso, pp. 52-53.

Text ediled by Luis Getino, «Vida y obras de Fr. Lope de Barrientos», Anales Salmantinos. 1.
1927,182.(ForIhe correct year of Barrientos’ birth, see «Chronicande Valladolid,,,p. 14).

2> Crónica de don Juan 11. p. 608.
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arehereties;amongte Basquesandin Bohemia,for instance.Yet noonepersecutes
these,nor persecutesalí te Basquesbecausesornearehereties,narrabsandkills the
AndalucianasbecauseeverydaymanyofthemgotaGranadato becomeMuslimstí.

Remarkablealsois anotherinsight: sincevirtually ah of theJewsin Visigothic
Spaincanvertedto Christianity,whoamongte Christiansof Spaincouldbecertain
thathe is notadescendantof thoseconversos?(p. ¡97).

Ofgreatsignificanceisthelisthegivesof prominentChristianfamilieswhohave
conversomcmbersorareof conversodescent:The Manriques,Mendozas,Rojas,
Sarabias,Pimenteles,Lujanes,Solis,Mirandas,Osarios,Saucedas(Salcedos),and

athers;inclundingrelativesof HurtadodeMendoza,mayordomooftheking, andte
mariscalDiegoFernándezof Córdoba;also FranciscoFernándezMarmolejo,wha
was contador of the «king don Alfonso» (this is an error for Pedro1) whase
descendantsincludemany regidoresandcaballerosin Seville (pp. 198-200).Of
caursehe alsa mentionsJuanSánchezof Seville, contadormayorof EnriqueIII,
mentianedalsoin the cancionerode Baena,as well as theLunas,Stúñigas(later

Estúñigas)andathers2t.
Particu¡arlyimportantis hisstatementthatthealmiranteofCastile,donAlonso

1-lenríquez,on onesidewasdescendedfrom Alfonso XI andEnriqueII, andanthe
otherfrom Jews.II shouldbepointedoutthat thesecondwife of JuanII of Aragón

wasJuanaHenríquez,daughteroftheadmiralFadriqueHenríquez,andtustheirsan
Fernando,the «Catho¡icking», wasof conversodescent!23.Not only theroyal ¡inc

Pp. 195-196;¡bis salí taken verbatim from FernánOrtiz. Onefforts to reconvertChristians

who had tIed to Granada and become Muslims,after theconquest.see LADERO QUESADA, M.
A., Granada.1988,p. 350andan the missianary activitiesof HernandodeTalaverain thisregard,
DESIGUENZA, J.: Historiade la Orden deSan Jerónimo (Madrid, 1909), II,306-307. SuchChristian
converíswerecaliedtornadizos,but this is samewhat canfusingsinceMuslims who convertedlo
Christianity were also sometimes given that name. Therefore,sueh Christian apostates were
morespeciñcallyreferredtoas e/ches (from the name of the town).Examplesof such apastasy may
befoundin DEMATA CARRIAZO.J.:En lafrontera de Granada (Ho,nenajealprofrsor (arrtazo,
1), Seville, 1971,p. 244,andsee PP. 282, 283, 246 fI. Neitherhernoranyather autharhasreferred
ta our saurce. hawever.The CatholieManarchsin Toledo in 1480enaeteda ]aw againstChristians
in Andaluciawho aid the Muslims, suppiy arifis to them,etc., andalsoagainst the«bad Chrmstmans»
who go ta Granadato becomeMuslims or Jews(Ordenanzas reales, 1, Xli, 4, in Los códigos es-
pañoles, Madiid, 1872. VI, 284: Coleccióncíe cógidos víc>ves de España. Madrid, 1867, p. 293).

22 The Stúñigas were.of caurse,ami extrcmelypowerful family. Pedrode Estiiñigas, countof
Plasencia.waschicíjusticeof JuanII. Alvarowasthe tirts dukeof Plasenciaand Ihechiefjustiee of
thc CarbolieMonarchs.JoanSánchez was IsaacAbravancísgrandllither.

23 P. 199; Ihe ext is cited from the earliercorrupteditionof Fermín Caballeroby Américo Castro,
España en su historia> BuenasAires, 1948,pS39,andnotetheanecdote thereeoneeniingacausin
of Fernando,Sancho deRojas,which indicatesthat Fernandoknewof his Jewisdeseent.According
to Barrientos. de Rojas himsel1 wasof a converso fami ¡y.
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afCastile,hesays,buyalsatbatof Navarrecortainsdescendatsof conversos,for the
king donCarlosisdescendedby hisniotherfrom «pureisraelites»,i. e., apparently,

Jewsasidnotconverso(p 202).
Fernán¡Yaz deToledo,a conversorelator (caunsellor,wha receivedpetitions

to theCrown)andsecretaryof theking, preparedand«Instrucción»or background
paper,for Barrientos(possiblyin Octoberof ¡449)24. He soughtthebishopsfavor
on behalfof «alí thispoarpersecutednadanof thelineageofourLordJesusChrist
accordingto the llesh, whichaboyealí thingsis blessedof God».They will surely
be rewarded,he claims,for al! their merits adn«laudableworks»which thy have
doneanddo(hecertainlydidnothaveJewsassuchinmmd,butrathertheconversos).

HewarnedthatsuchpersecutianofconversosmaypreventotherJews,«outside
thefaith», from converting,andobservesthat manyconversosleaveToledo every
day far thelandof te Muslimsor otherkingdomsta becomeJews,sayingthattheir
(Christian)faith is of nobenefitnor doesit protectthemagainstsuchevils. As we
haveseen,Ba¡Tientosutilizedteseargumentsandevenexpandedupanthern.Díaz
furthercandemnstheprahitibionof conversosholdingoffice as contraryto canon
¿mdcivil 1am’, nothingte opinionof ¡nanycanoniststhai te Visigotbicprohitibion
appliedanly to apostateswhoreturnedto Judaism,but not to thasewho remainin
the Christianfaith.

Futhermore,bath the Partidasand other laws of the kings and espeeiallya
privilegegrantedby EnriqueIII whenmanyJewsin Toledoconverted,specifically
prohibitthis discrimination.(This refers,ofcaurse,to theconversionof manyJews
in 1391; unlbrtunately,however,the text of this privilege. referredto also by
Barrientos,apparentlyhasnotsurvived.)

Ofgreatinterestishisstatementthat«d.JuanGómez»archbishapofTaledo,was
a conversoasid sonof aJew(judío; readperhapsjudía?)of Toledo(p.246).No such

nameappearsinany list of thearchbishopof thecity, asidtheonly passibilityseems
tobethearchbishopGutierreGómez(1310-1319),whain factwasthesonof Come
Pérez,alguacilmavorofToleda,andhis wife Horabuena(Ora Buena).Thatname
is soexclusivelyJewishinmedievalSpain,asidparticulariyin Toledo,thattherecan
be little daubtas to herbackground.The archbisbap’sbratber,interestingly,was
FemasidGómez,chanceilorof FemandoIV and frequently involvedwith theJew
Samuel in the serviceof thatking. It happensthatFernánAlvarezdeToledo (d. ca.
1460),thecountof Alba, wasanephewof GutierreGómezandalsoof Iñigo López
de Mendoza,which furthersupportsthepossibility of theconversobackgraundof

24 See the numerous referenees to Fernán Días in CARRILLO: Crónica de/ halconero and in

BARRIENTOS: Refundición (see the mdcx u, the la¡ter valume for the both womks). Fíe was
somewhatmore importan¡ than histitie implies. AlfonsoAlvarez,acousirm, becomethccon/adormavor
of Castile in 1445, andthe greatjuris¡ Alonso Díaz de Montalvo was at one time a pupil of Fernán
Días (ROUND: Tbe Grec,/est man Unc.rowned, pp. 172-182).
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thaarchbishop(of caurse,thearchbishapiunadeCerezuela,broterof Alvaro de
Luna, wasalso of conversoarigin.butsamewhatremate;hardlytobedescribedas

the «sonof aJew»Y~.
However, immediatelythis in theprinted text appearsinformation takenfrom

RodrigoJiménezdeRada,supposedlyabotJttbis arcbbisbop,wbich in factis about

JuliánafToledo.Wcmustassumealacunainte texthere,andthenameof«Julianus
Pomerius»(asalsoin thetextof AlonsoDíazdeMontalvo, discussedlater) should
herebeaddedasyet anotherconverso.It isto him, i. e.Juliánof Toledo,thatRodrigo

refers.Nevertheless,therecanbeno doubtastathenameof «JuanGómez»hereas
a conversoarchbishop.

No less importantis the statementthat therehavebeen,andare, many atber
prelatesof conversoorigin in Spain(we know of at leasthalf-a-dozenconverso
bishapsin te fifteenthcenturyalone).Amang thesewasthe bishapof Barceiana,

a masterof teology asid almonerof BenedictXIII, whorn Fernánsayshe saw ¡si

Morilla saíne36 years ago (about 1413). We recalí that Barrientosrepeatedthis
inforínation,addingthathe personallyknew this conversobishap,whom 1 so far
havebeenunableto identify.

Christiansoughtta treattheconversosgraciausly,te says,andwithah possible
«goad».bel, sustainasid honorthem,tretaingthem «fraternallyandcharitablyand
evenwith alí mannerof ¡ove».

«Thanksbe to God»,he adds,many noble families in Spainare of converso
origin (he namesalí of them, including the Mendozas,Ayalas. Lunas,and —a
shocker,Cervantes!)26.Alsa te royal housesof Casille, Navarre, Aragón and

Portugalhaveconverso«descendatts».Everywbere—clergy, caballeros,counts,
etc.~areconversosto befound.

Eventhaugbta certainamauntof braggingandselfaggrandizeinentis evident

in alí this.hewould notdaremakesuch statements(narwouldthe morerenawned
andsaberBarrientosrepeatthem)weretheynottrue(asrelator asidsecretaryto the
king, ¡Yazwas«alwayswithhirn»,asBarrientossaysinbisCrónica, andpersonally
knewal! thenobility). A descendantafaneof theconversofamiliesnamed,Salcedo,

23 Anotherrcmote possibility might be the arcbishop Gutierre Alvarez, cailed Gómez de Toledo,

wha was archbishop in ¡442 and died in 1446. 1-le wrote «De sanc/issinme trinilate», atreatise against
the Jews (in ah editions of his works). Nevertheless, the strongest suspicion fahis an Gutierre Gómez.
bath because of his mother>s name and the relationship of the Íamily to other prominent conversos,
on which see DE PULGAR, F. (not, as sometimes writ¡en, «Hernando del Pulgar»), Claros varones,

ed. BrianTate. Oxford. 1971, pS?, u. 77.
Juan (le Ce,-vantes was cardinal of 5m Pedía. Of caurse, the converso omigin of <he famaus

author 5 still debated, aun whether or not he was relaled to J Lían de Cervantes 1 do not knaw.
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laterarchbishopof Seville,wasindeedtheonewhapreservedthemanuscriptof this
documenf7.

A responseto FernánDíaz, in thefarmof a «memorial»or treatise,by bachiller
MarcosGarcíadeMora(alsocalled«Marquillos»)promptedthereplyof Barrientos
whichwehavepreviousLydiscussed2t.It is a fanaticaldiatribe, marrednotonly by

anti-Semitismbutby vile attacksonAlvarodeLuna.Making nodistinctionbetween
Jewsandconversos,heclaimedthat thewholekingdamis tyrannizedanddestroyed
by «Jews».

Mostof thetiradeisadefenseof hisasidPeroSarmientosactionsin Toledo,but
heunleashesa seriesof patentlyfalsechargesagainstalí (or most)of theconversos

ofthecity: theykeptJewishholidaysandSabbaths,warkedon Sundays,maintained
lampsin thesynagague,wentthereto prayeveryday,etc.Therefore,heways,those
who wereburneddeservedtheir death.for heretiesmustbe btirned in accoidwith

canonlaw2».
Againstthechargeof virtual treasan,in thatSarmientoandhis followersrefused

to receivethe king in the city, he repliesthat they soughtto «save»the king from
slavery to Alvaro de Luna and the ~<Jewishcaunsel»of the infidels (conversos).
Personaljealousyandspitewerenodoubtkeymotivesofhisattackon theconversos,
forhe comp¡ainsthat «MaseHamomo»(bis namefor FernánDíaz) notonly wasa
natorius«Jew»butthat,althoughta doctor(of¡aw),«heknowsnolettersatalí except

Jewishandhereticalones»whereasbe(García)thoughtonlyabachiller isa~<famous
legistandcanonist».1-10w far from thetrutli this chargeis canbe seenin theaforo-
mentionedfactthatAlonsoDíazde Montalvohimselfwasa pupil of FernánDíaz!

Unnoticedby alí who havewrittenanthis subjectis themanuscriptof a treatise
by thebachillerAlonsoGonzálezdeToledo,andalsaaddressedto Barriantas.In it,
herefersto thedecreeof IV Toledo (the Visigothic cauncil) againstJewsholding

publieoffice, but saystlíat hehasseentheglossesof thosedecretalsandthatoneof
themspecifica¡ly statesthat the prahibitionis againstJewsbut notdescendanisof

iews(aquellosquesondelafr delos judíosmósnondelosquesonde lagentede
losjudíos; f ¡ 29r).

Texí of Fernán Díaz edited by Fermín Caballero:No/i.iasdelaVida...Alonso5)/ccdeMontalvo
(see u.0 4 aboye), Pp. 243-254;there is a lengthy anaiysis by Nicholas Roond, «Palitics. Style aid
GraupAttitudes» in the «InstruccióndelRelator’>, Sulleii;,ofHispanicSiudies, 1969, 189-31S, which
is chiefly a summa.íyof thework andshedslittle light or its contexts.Caballeroseditionis perhaps
not to he trusted, andacritical edition of the text wotmld be weleornc.

-‘ Edited bv BENITO RUANO, E.: «El memorialcontralos conversosdel BachillerMarcos
Garcíade Mora>’, S’fard, 17. 1957:320-351:reprinted in bis Los orígenes del problema converso,
pp. 102-132.

-“ Selúrad, p. 331 Los orígenes, p. 113.
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Anatherargumentwhichheusesagainstdiseriminatarytretamentof conversos
is the«fame»of the archbishops-elect(Alonsode Cartagena,certainly),whamhe

observeswill no doubtbehonoredthroughouttheentireworld (f. ¡29v)(However,
thereferencelo himas«arehibishap-eletc»is peculiar,forheassumedtat office in
1436 immediatelyafler Ihedeathof this father,Pablode SantaMaña.Passiblyhe
hadnot yetbeenconfírmedby the pape).

Thesamemanuscripeontainsalsote lengthyreplyof Barrientosto histreatise
butthereis nothingnewterenotalreadyknownfrom hispreviauslycitedtreatise

(ff. 132v- ¡ 54r)30.
AlonsodeCartagena,sonof theconversoPablodeSantaMaría,succeededhis

father as bishop of Burgas.He wrote a lengthy Latin defenseof conversos,

particularly seekingta refutetheargumentsof «Marquillas».
Foliowing a long introduction,machof it anti-Jewishpolemic,he arguesfor

unity of Christians,bat «oíd»asidconverts,drawingsupportfromsuchsaurcesas
Augustin, canon1am’ (particularly te Cauncil of Basle in which he himself had

participated),theSietePartidasandlawsof EnriqueLII~’.
Turning directly to his refutationof «Marquillas»,Alonsorefersto a nearly

completecopy of the canansof theVisigoihie Toledocouncilswhichhe wasable
to seeat Basic,sincenope,fectof completecopvexistedin Spain(averyimportan
pieceof evidenceastoihelackof influenceofthis antil-Jewishlegislationon later
medievalSpanishlaw). Againsttheclaimsthat IV Toledoprohibitsconversosfrom
holding,office,hearguesthatthesecouncilswerenat«universal»but«particular»,

and thereforenatbinding. Futermare,«Jews»in that legislationmeansthosenot
converted,and«afJewishorigin»(exJudacis)mearis,accordingtohim,«Judaizers»,
but not sincereconverts>2.

Heconcludes{part three) by condemmingte activities of the foflowers of
Sarmiento(whomhenevernames,however),asidsaystheyareguilty ofheresyIike
the ancientheretiesor thoseof more modemtimes, andas hadFernánDíazand
Barrientosheincludesherete HussitesofBohemia,followersofJohnBuswho was
carruptedby the«perversedoctrineofiohnWyclif ofEngland»(again,asa member
of theCauncilof Basle,Alonso hadparticipatedin the condemnationof Hus~’.

«Judíosy cargas públicas».Madrid BN Ms, 1181,ff 129r-154v.
“ AtflNSO DE CARTAGENA: Dcfensoriuniuni/a/esc.-hristianae, ed. Manuel Alonso,Ma-

drid, ¡943,pp. 191, tI., 196, 206-lOS.
32 Ibid., p. 228 ti., andcli especiallyp. 231 again an the Basic manuscriptof the Toledo eanans.

See, e.g., p. 239: fi/am Idi ex ludeis sunc, cum ad iudaycam cec. ita/em ¡‘er vornitum redeunt; and see
especially PP. 242 anó 259. Note that this was also the opinion of Barrientos in bis very interesting
«response» there, p. 327.

>~ Ibid., pp. 286-287. He also refers to the Durango heresy, mentioned aboye in <he discussion of
Barrientos.
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Thereis alsoa very impartanttext by AlonsoDíazdeMontalvo(b. 1405),wha

held importantjudicial postsunderJuanJI andEnriqueIV andwasa prolifie authar
(arnongotherthings,hecompiledtrieOrdenanzasrealesdeCastilla, whichsawtive
editiasisin 1485alone;editedanóglossedihe Fueroreal anóalsothefirsí editianof
theSietePartidas, ¡491). In ¡453,heassistedthecommisssionwhichcondemned
Alvaro de Lunata death.Montalvosbiographerhaspointedout that theimportant

palitical treatisecontinedin hisglossto Fuero real 1. IV, containingthehistaryof
therebellionofthesupposed~<countof Dacia»,isactuallya satirialattackonLuna’4.

Thistext dealswith the situationof conversosholdingecelesiasticalandpublie
office.Thosewhoarefalsehecalís«perpetuallydainned»,andrecalísonceagainthe

oíd Visigothic laws prohibiting Jewsor their descendantsfrom holding office.
However, he notesthat for the sakeof «peace»in the faith, no distinetionmusbe
madebetween«Israelites»(conversos)andGentilesif theformeraretrueconverts.
Noristereanydistinetionwitb regardlo guilí foríheemeifixionofChrist,forwhich

«alIareculpable»JewandGentilealike(aviewsharedby manytheologians;indeed,
theaccusationthatJewswereresponsibleforthecrucifíxion isquite rarein medieval
saurces,asidespeciallyin Spain).Ah (JewsandGentiles)are ~<likelasísheep,but
now are converted(tumedta) the shepherd».

It~, in fact, thereareheredesamong(heconversos;Godwill beableta distinguish
them and «separates>them from ihe faithfu¡. Buí convertsare not autamatically

suspect,lar thraughtbaptismalí —JewandGentile—becomeasic body (1 Car.
12.12)and form oneChurch,without distinetion.

He also notesthat RodrigoJiménezde Radahadspokenhighly of «Julianus

Pomerius»andhisvirtue, who wasoftheJcwishpeopleandproclaimedthedoctrine
of God(indeed,JiménezdoessayMl this aboutJulianof Toledo,butaddsthat this

beingofJewishorigin waslike arosef¡ourishingamongthoms!%.Not only should
truecanvertsbe cansideredequalla olberChristians,tey musísialbedeniedany
officeof Christianhonor,andto actcontrarytothis isagainsí«express1am’ asidright).

The very argumentusedby Barrientosis also faundhere: there are many

Chrisíianhereties,like thosein Vizcaya, but nol ah the inhabitantsaretherefore
condemnedas heretics.

Somethingtotally newandof greatsignificanceappears,hawever:to thosewho
cite the Fuerojuzgoagainstconversosholdingpublieoffice,hereplies«thai 1am’ is

CABALLERO: Noticias. (see mi. 4 aboye), pSi - in his gioss to the Par/idas (L. VII. 1), there
is an apparent contradiction in Montalvosdefense on tuna, which is salisfactoíy expíained by
Ctatlero, pp. 53-54

“ JIMENEZ DE RADA. R.: De rebu,s hispanicie 111.13 (in his Opera, Madí-id, ¡793: reprint
Valencia. 1968. p. 60).
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nonauthentic,nor isthatbookauthesitic,naris it observedin Spain,andashappens

with theantiquatedthat law is alreadyreplacedby a contrarylaw: 7 Partidasflí. 24,
lev6,which islater».The1am’ of Partidasto whichherefersspecifiesthat thosewho
convertmustnotbecompelled,butshouldtosoof their ownfreewill. asidthatafter
conversionalí «Jews»shallbehonoredby everyonein thekisigdomandneitherthey

nor theirdescendantsbe reproachedfor havisigbeenJews.
Again, he carefully distinguishedthe true canvertsfrom thosewho may be

heretiesandrelapsetoJudaism.Hawever,thosewho arefaithful mustnotbedenied
and office, and especiallytose who forfive or sevenyearshave beengoad

Christians.Thesecanhardlybecalled«neophytes».
Rathercuriously,he cancludesby candemningthe palicy of EnriqueIII (the

ínter of Juan U, for whom Alonso wrote teseglosses),at de adviceof Pedro
Tenorio,archbishopof Toledo,to restrictconvertsfrom ecciesiasticalasid publie

office,asidcombinesthis with andeloquentdenunciationof Toledofor maintaining
suchpemiciousstatutes(notethathis iscxactly¡heoppositeof whatFernánDíazand
Barrientosboth said, clairning ta have seenprivileges of EnriqueIII permitting

convertsto holdsuchoffíces).
Finally, heconcludesby protestingthat tis persecutionofconversaris nottrue

zeal ¡br thefaith,buta typeof malice,and thathatredshouldbedirectedat sin and

nol men.Thasem’ho pursuethesefalsenotionsand lam’s arethe trueheretics’6.
As Ls well knom’n, thebattle againstconversosdid notend,of caurse,with the

Sarmienioaffair,butcontiníjedwell lino te sixteentcenturyandbeyand.Whenthe
archbishopal ToledoJuanMartínezSilicea(1546-1557)publishedhisEstatutode

limpiezade la sangreagainstconversosholding eccíesiasticaloffice, te famaus
leading followcr of Erasmusin Spain, Juan de Vergara,who himself had been

secretarytotwapreviousarchbishapof Toledo,m’roteadenunciationoftheEsíatuío.
In this work, still in manuscript,heagainraisedah thepaintsthathadalreadybeen
madein thefiftcenth-centurydispute,notingtat suchdiscriminationLs contraryto
the lam’s of the kingdomand ta scriptureand natural1am’, and injurious to «many

noble peopleandprincipals de los Rey(nos)».He adds,as had FernánDíazand
Barrientos,that it is espeeicallyagainstthe lawsof AltbnsoX andEnriqueIII, and
finally henotestat only papalbulísbutalsoSt.Paul in RamasisprotectedtheJews,
m’ho arethe «adoptedsons»(of God)37.

tuero Reat Madrid, 1781, cd., glosses to IV. tIl. 2, pp. 339-352.
«Contradicción del Estatuto de Toledo», Universidades de Salamanca Mrs. 455, 0.70-87 (on

Juande Vergara, see rhe imparrant articie ot 1. GOÑI u Luis Momeno Nieto cd.. D/cc/c,nar/o
enciclopédico de Toledo y su provincia, Toledo. ¡977, pp. 502-506.



382 NormanRo/It

CIUDAD REAL

In Jusieof ¡449,therebellianagainstteconversosspreadalsotaCiudadReal.
TheOrderof Calatrava,alreadynotoriousfor its murderandrobberyin thecity on
previousoccasian,wasinvolvedalsoin instigatingtheseriots.Morethan300 men,
«armedwith manyanddiversearms»,attackedte ecosiversas,andespeciallythe
tax collectarsandotheroffmcials,andburneda greatpartof thecity. Therabberyof
hausesofconversos,whichoff¡cialsof te city werepawerlessta stop,lastedfortwo
days.Someconversosoffícials werekilled asid theirbodiesdraggedin thepublie
square.

Fromte perspectiveofeenuiries,onereadsálmoslwith moredistresstan te
list of thosekilled of theburning of «manybooks»and«manywritings». Onecan
only wonderwhattreasuresmayhavethusbeenlost.

JuanII this time intervenedvigorausiyto punishtoserespansible,and it was
this wbichelicitedte lengtyrepartoftheeventsinCiudadReal,endingwithaplea
for mercy asid promises to make «restitution» to those rabbed asid to restare
conversostorheiroffíces(ofcaurse,no«restitution»couldbemadetothosewhohad

beenmurdered).Nevertheless,thekingreadilygrantedhiscompleteasidunconditional
pardontoalí theinhabitansof tecity, andexemptionfrom anypunishmentfarany
crimesrelatedto theincident. Hedid, however,aecepttheoffer of restitution’5.

RESPONSE:THE INQUISITION

AII of this gayeaddedpowerto titasewhoaLreadyfavoredthc establishmentof
an Isiquisition. Neverthelees,it is notablethatJuande Torquemada,laterto be the
InquisitorGeneral,andatherreligiausleadersconvincedtepapeto issueabulí o
excommunicationagaisistSarmienta,but JuanJI almostimmediatelyaskedfar and
receiveda suspensionof tat bulí (Octaberof ¡450). Apparentlythekingsoughtto
regainte supportof Toledo.In Augustof 1451,he actualiyconj¡rmedte prohi-
bition of conversosholding office in Toledo. The pope ten pardonedalí the
followersof Sarmientawhomhe hadexcommunicated,audrestoredthem to their
formeroffices.Finally, Sarmientahimselfwas pardosiedandrestared(alreadyin
¡450) to favo?>.

“DELGADO MERCHAN, L.: Historia documentadadeCiudad Real. CiudadRea¡, 1907,pp.
399-406. doeument 12); cf Delagdo’s description ofthe evcnts, pp. 158-163. but not always accurate
or mu agreement with the text of <he document.

‘~ Text of Nicholas’ bulí in BENITO RUANO: Toledoen el siglo XV, pp. 215-216; cf ibid., p.
76 on the pardons. and Juan lIs letter, pp. 222-223. Note that ah this disproves Sicroft’s claim that
<hepoperenewedhisct,ndemnation ofSarmientos «Sentencia>~, A. SCIROFF. A.: Lescontroverses
desstatus de «pureté»desangre»enEspagnedu XVecmu XVIIesiécle,París, 196<), p. 63.
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BeltrándeHerediawouldhaveus believe,far reasosishebestknewasidwhich
certaisilyhadta do with hisownstrosiganti-Jewishanimas,tat te establishment
of theInquisition in Castilewasdueentirelytate «animosity»betweesiAlvarode

Luna asid the conversos,andthat Alvaro wishedto rid himselfof bis enemiesby
accusingthem of heresy.Thereis no evidenceto sustainsucha theory(especially
giventhefactthatAlvaro washimselfof conversoorigin asidin anycase,te actual
battleagainsttite conversoswaspreciselybecausetheywereaccusedof supporting
andeveninstigatingthe tax policy of Alvaro4’>.

TitestatementofAlosisadeEspisio,whoincidentallywascertainlynota«neóflto»
(convert), in 1459 that if therewere ta be an Inquisition in Castile, many real
Judaizerswould entertheflamesand thusbesavedfrom eternalfire doesnotprave

thathis judgementwastrue, asid still less that therewasany«Semitie»conspiracy
betweenconversosasidJews,as Beltránclaimed4’.

In 1461,however,a¡mosttwodecadesaftertheToledoriots,EnriqueIV did peti-

tion Piuslito establishandInquisitionin Castile.Apparently,titerewasnoresponse
to this request(the popedied soanafter). Fernandode Plaza,a Franciscan,in a
sermonatcourt(possiblyin 1457,whente king wasin Segovia),claimedhehad
thecircumeisedforeskinsof sonsof conversoswhamtheir fathershadsecretlycir-
cumeised.Theking, samewhatskeptical,orderedhim to producetite foreskisisasid
tite namesof te circumeisedconversos.(It hasbeenclaimedthatthisabsurdsermon
wasasicof te maincausesof te Toledoriotsof 1467,butthis seemsdoubtful42).

TOLEDO RIOTSOF ¡467

A documentof interdictagainstthecity, audagainstAlvarGómez,aconverso,

tbealcaldemayorasidformersecretaryof EnriqueIV, wasreadin Toledoin 1467.
Titis involvedthepaymentofcertainecciesiasticaltaxesandehargesagaisist«certain
Jews»(conversos?)who weregrantedrights as tax-farmerson te assessments.
Befarea compromisecauldbereachedin theensuingdebateFernandadela Torre,
a possiblerelativeof thephilosapherAlfonso, intervened.After a furter lengthy
debate,agroupofarmedconversosbrokeinta thecathedralwith tite intentof killing

« «Las bulas de Nicolas V» (see n.0 7 aboye), pp. 33-34.
Eorta/itiumfidei, 182v, cUed ibid., p. 35. That Alonso was nota converso was already known,

but has been conetusively demostrated by Benzion Netanyahu, «Alonso de Espina: Was he a New
Chmistiant, Proc-eedingsoftheA¡nericanAc-adetnvjhrJe}vislzRe,rearch43, 1976,107-165<hedid
nol, however,citeBeltrán there).

42 ENRíQUEZDEL CASTILLO. D.: Crónica (BAELXX, p. 130);cf IDE AZCONA, T.: isabel
de Casillía, Madrid, 1964, Pp. 377-382.MENDEZ BEJARANO, M.: Histoire de /a juiverie de

Sevil/a, Madrid, 1922,p. 144 niade the claimthatthis was achiefcauseoUhe 1467 rio<s.



384 Noirnan Roth

their enemies.inevitably,opencaínbatresultedonceagain. PeraLópezdeAyala.
as usual,headedthe «oídChristian»cause.During the ensuingbattle,storesand
hausesof theconversoswereburnedandthetire spreadthraughta largepartof the
surroundingneaghbarhaod.

FernandodelaTorre,captainoftheconversoband,in attemptingto escapefrom
thecity wascapturedandimprisionedin thetowerof tite churchof SanLeacadiaasid
hung thenextmarning.1-lis body asidthatof hisbrotherAlvaro werelaterdragged
to theplazaof Zocodove?.

Conversoswereaccusedoffavingdocumentsin Hebrewwhich exemptedthern
from certain«contributions»,asidotiter booksin Hebrewprohibtedby theChurch.
whichbooksthelocal Jewswerecalledto examineasid describe(not influencedby
any rnodern theoriesof «cíypto-Judaism»,the Jews at the time despisedthe

conversosandwereonly tao giadto coaperatein causingthem trouble«4.
Tite result of ah this was again restrictivemeasuresasid persecutionof the

conversos.A manuscriptsaurcelays the blan~eentirely on theclergyandgovern-
rnentof thecity, «whafavoredthedestmctionandrabbingof theconversos4~.Like
his fatiterbeforehim, in 1468EnriqueIV grasiteda pardanta titasewito hadengaged
in the anti-convetsoriotsandorderedthat no conversosbe allowedto hald publie
office (butin 1471 hereversedtitis arder).Healsopersonallyattemptedtopacifytite

ccjradíasofToledo.dividedbetween«oid»and~<micw»Christinasby uniting twaof
titese andhimself becominga mernber. in 1480, the synodof Alcalá, undertite
intluenceal ArchbishopCarrilloof Toledo,prahibitedcofradíashasedon distine-
tions of «lunpieza>A’.

indeed.amongtite conversooffícialsofEnriquewasDiegoGonzálezdeToledo
(n¡ociorFranco»)possiblybisconíadormavorasid«oidor»oftheAudiance,whose
sonAlonsoFíitnco hadbeenoneoftheleadersin thebattlein ¡467.andwhoowned
hausesin the juderíaof Toledo47.

Tite bitternessagainstconversos¡u Toledocertainlydid not subside,hawever.
1486aconversocanonoftite cathedrai,Pedía¡YazdeMadrid, wascotnpelledta

BENtTO RUANO: Toledocl el agIo XV, pp. 93—100.
~ 5ce dic 1 et ter of Pedro cíe Mesa.canonof Toledo. u Men,o,-ias dcdc,,, Bu ;ic¡ve IV(It> Cc,s/iIlo.

Madrid. 1835-1913), II, 545-551. which was nol utilized by Benito Ruano.
Cited by Benito Ruano,op. cii.. p. lOO (¿fi hi s Los co/genes del problenm.a t-o/mve/wo, PP 135—

151; which, however. addsnolhing new).
See «Anales de Garci—Sánchez..juradode Sevilla».Analescíe la uni’ensídod hispalense. 14.

1953,50. OniheAlcalá synod, BENITO RUANO:To/edo en. e/siglo XV, p. 136.Seegenerallyos
al1 ihis Menan cus t/c’ Eumrícpíe IV. 11,551—553; LLON TEIl fl: Judíosde Toledo 1, 236and document
60. pp. 472-479.

Meunoritus cíe Ennit¡ue IV, 11.76. u.0 1; 8! ~NITORUA NO: Lo. or/genesdelproblenmc, cotív’er,so.
p. [39:1 [iON TELtO: Judñ’sde ¡4/edo, JI. 322. mit 935.
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swearbefarewitnessesthathe wouldceaseto assistat «hours»(services)in te
catedral,whichhadbeenprahibitedto conversosby abulí of NichalasY; andtus
in spiteof te kingsabove-mentianedactions4t.

UprisingsagainstconversosconrinuedLo spread.Theriots in Córdobain 1473
arevariauslyreportedby ihe conversohistariansAlonsodePalenciaandDiegode
Valera(for whateverreason,Baerchaseto acceptte mostbiasedaccaunt,thatof
Alonso,asidignoredcompletelythereportof DiegodeValera49).theseriatsquickly
spreadlo numerausothertownsin te regionasidbeyond.In Jaén,te condestable

mayorMiguel LucasdeIranzo,whoprotectedde conversos,wasmurderedin te
churchasidhisfamily terrorizedasidforced tahidein te casile.Alonsoblamedah
of thison JuanPacheco,but hei;n’t evenmesitionedin theotersaurces,asidtisis
asilyanatherinstanceafAlonsosantagonismtoafficials of Enrique.DiegoEnríquez
del Castillobriefly mentionste uprisingin Córdoba,blamingthe conversosand
claiming theycould no longerlive in tite city afterthat (untrue).

Of greatimportanceis the leiter of te condestable,written anly a dayor so
befarehisownassasinatiasi,to tejudgeandcity officials ofAndújar. In it, heleUs
of dic seandalausnews concerningte riots. The condition aral quality of te
conversosis such,he says,that tere is no reasonfor suehactions.Heremindsthe
affícialsofteirdutyandloyaltyto tite kingasidhonoroftite city. «It wauldbemore
justasid honestandbetterif oneor someof Ihesaid(conversos)whalive badlyand
caunterto conscienceandthe law shouldbe accusedasid punishedhy justice,and
natdo generahlyagainsíalí of themwhathasbeendone.»It is alsofurtherabvious
from tite letterthat bis«uncle»(relativeby marriage)Pedrode Esíaviashadalso

5”

orderedtheprotectionof te conversos-
In 1478 «certain clergy asid others» in Seville informed the Cathohic

Monarchs(whohadremainedin the city sincethe birth of titeir sonJuan)that
titereweremanyconversosguiltyof «judaizing»in thecity.CardinalPedroGon-
zálezde Mendoza,alsoarchbishopof Seville, issuedcertainlaws which every
Citristian was to abey.Particularattentionwas givento tite detailsof whatthe
clergy musí teaehdieir parishioners,and what everyCliristian musí teachbis
children.Ofcaurse,conversoswere ta begiven specialattesitionin this regard

~>LEON TELLO, ibid., 1,471, doeument59.
DE PALENCIA, A.: Crónicade EnriqueIV, tr. AntonioPazy Melia,Madrid, 1904-1908,111,

[07, tf.; DE VALERA, D.: Memorialdediversashazañas(BARLXX), pp.78-79.Diegoineorrectly
gayethedalaApril of 1474,but aeeordingto PedrodeEscaviasit wasin Marchof 1473 (whiehis
correet);seeJuan BautistaAvalle-Arcespreviouslycited edition (n.0 10 aboye),p.230, andcfi PP.
90-94of his introduction.SeealsoENRíQUEZDEL CASTILLO, D.: Crónica, p. 214.

“AVELLO-ARCE, op. cit., 174-175.
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with specialscrmansdesignedta convincethemof tite errorof tite Jewishrites
asid the dangerof «perpetualdamnatian»in abservingthese5’.

Oneofthecommonmythsprevalentaboutconversos(MenéndezPelayo,López
Martínezasidotherwriters) is thattheyreceivedlittle orpoarinstructionin teirnew
faith.Titereis, infact,noevidencetosustaintis theory.Ontite contrary,if conversos
were so poorly instructed,itow are we to explain the abundanceof bishops,
theologians,and otiter clergy who wereconversos?Tite autstandingChristian
teolagicalwritersofthefifteesithwerenearlyah conversionorofimmediateconversos

descent.Almost alí of tite writings whicit we havefrom conversosof tite fifteenth
centuryand afterrevealthemto havebeenvery goadChristiansideed.

FERNANDO DE PULGAR

Nevertheless,discriminatianagainsttite conversoscantinued,suchaseffartsta
banconversosfrarncofradíasasidotherguilds, in spiteof tite previaus¡ymentioned
Alcalá synodrulisig againsttus. alsacantinued.Femandode Pulgar,himself a
converso(actually,apparently,te sonof aconverso:DiegoRodríguezdePulgarof
Toledo,a scribe of Juan II) and secretaryto bathEnriqueIV and tite Catitalie
Manarchs.wrate a sitarply iranie ¡elter of protestto CardinalMendoza:

Your lordship surelyknows of ¡he new
statute passed in Guipúzcoa (1) in which
it was decreed thai ~veshouid nol go
there to m-narry orto dweil. etc. as
ifwe had nootherdesire than togo
and inhabit thai ferti¡e doníain an(l ihat
bloon>ing countmyside. It seems a little
like the ordinance dic stoneeulters of
Toledomade. not to teach<iíeir trade
to any (con verso).

He cantinuesto ask,sarcastically,is it not laugitablethatoíd Christians«send
titeir sonsitereto serveusasfootmen»,yetdan’twasitto marryte conversoswhom

the serve?Aínong tite conversoshe nainesas havingChristianapprenticesin their
itausesareFernánDíazdeToledo,therelatos¿mdFemandoAlvarezandAlfonso
de Avila, conversosecretaries(like Pulgar)of te CatitolieMonarchs.Pulgaradds
thatfaur«oídChristians»arecurresitlyreceivinginstructionin bishause,and«ruare
that forty» alreadyhaddone5052.

>‘ PULGAR, E. de: Crónicade los ReyesCatólicos,versión in¿dita, cd.Juande MataCaniazo,
Coleccíchm de crónicas españolas, V, Madrid, 1943, 334; dic later redaclion, in BAR LXX, 331.

>2 PtJI.C.AR, E. DE: Letras. ed. J. Domíngez Boidona. Madrid. 1958, p. 137, u.0 XXXI;
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Mast importantisanaterletterof Pulgartatecardinal,incorrectlyeditedand
misinterpretedbyCaniazoasidsore-editedby CanteraBurgos53.Pulgarhererefers
totite «stupiditysoblind»asid«blindnessso stupid»of te conversowitich braught
abauttiteconsequenceswliicb recentlyhadresulted.Canteracogentilycomparedtis
witit Pulgar’ssimilarpitrasein thefirst redactionof hisCrónica, in whicit herefers
to titasewhoinsist in ~~judaizing»asbeingpassessedof a«blindnesssostupidand
and ignotasicesoblind»54. Nothisig that some,indeed,deservepunisitment,he
reservesthenecessityof this far tite «fewwho haverelapsed»,butnatforte many

witahavenat;atherwise,~<terewouldnotbesufficientwaod»fortebumingofalí
conversos.As Canterasioted,tis contrastspoignantlywith the chilling opposite

view expressby Bemáldez:«Porte fire is lighted... it will burn until it reaciteste
extremesof te driestwaod»55.

Tite few badconversosare so, he says,becauseof te exampleof bad«oid
Chtistians»,asidto burnte tausantisof goadconversoswouldbe~<mostcrueland
evendifficult todo».Whitout causingwidespreadasiimositytateministersofthe
Inquisition. (Heestimatestat titereare in Andalucíaalanesame10.000conversa
girísbetweentiteagesof tenasidtwentywhonevergo outof titeirhausesasidknow
of no atiterdoctrinetan tat of titeir parents(goadChristians).

Sarcasticaiiy,heconciudesthat te Inquisitorsof Seville, Diegode Merlo asid
the«doctorof Medina»(probablyfray JuandeMedina,aJeranimite)aregoadmen,
«but1 ksiawwell tat tey will natmakesuchgoadChíistianswit titeir Ereasthe
l~isitop danPaul(Pablode SantaMaría)asiddon Alonso (deCartagena)will wit
water;¿mdnotwithautcanse,fartesecitasenbyarRedeemerChrist(forteir task),
butthoseoters(Inquisitors)werecitasenby tite licentiateaurchancellorfortheirs».

An ananymousrebuttalto Pulgar,discussedatlengthby Carnazaasid againby
Cantera,cantains amangother things the interestingstatemesittat a certain

CANTERA BURGOS, F.: «Fernando de Pulgar y los converso», SeJhrad 4,1944, 297; English
transiation,usedhere. is that of HIGHFIELD, R.: Spainin rIte Fiftee/mthCenturv,London, 1972,p.
299. Pulgarsays «we” thus including himseif amongtheconversos. Guipuzeoa is a smali Basque
bown. lneidentaliy,thetetterto PedroNavarro,reproducedin faesimileanddiscussedby Caniazoin
theintroductiontoliiseditionofPULGAR: Crónica.pp.LXI V-XX, is notbyhimbutbyFertiánPérez
de Pulgar.andwaswritten not in 1484 but in ¡509! He wasandaltogehter diiferent persomí,author
of Breve pcmrte de las hazañas del excelente nombrado Gran Capican. Thereis no evidence thathe
wasmn any wayrelated to FemandodePulgar.Carriazo,of alt people,shoutdhaveknownthis, for
thehadaireadyeditedanddiscussedthisvery tetter,correctty,in 1926 (artietereprintedin bisEnla
frenteradeGranada, p. 75 fI.).

‘•‘ Crónica,cd.Can-iazo, V, XL]X-LI; cd.Cantera, o,~ cis., PP. 306-310. Caniazo, inercdibiy, had
great diffmculty in deeipheringthis extremelysimpleandlegible text.

‘~ Crónica, ibid., p. 335, lines 8-9.
“ Cantera, op. ch., pp. 307-308.
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«memberof yaurnationwhomyou knaw»,as well as te FranciscanMansode
Espina,itadganeaníongte conversosla instructthem>6.Pulgarm’as criticizedfor
itaving saidtat tite Inquisitorsof Sevilleactedincorrectlyin whattedid,asitadthe
queen.He defendedhimselfagainsttite charge,sayingtat he neverwrotesuch
tings;altbougitpossiblytitequeendid en~ in whatsheorderedor instructed,andte
InquisitorsIPtiteirpreceedings.l-IenoíesíhaíjuanII, although«certainlygood»,Liad
donewrang in entrustingtite city of Toledoor Sarmiento57.

laoneofhisletterslo afriend, writtenfromToledo,PulgarmentionsthaIFernán
Pérezdc Guzmán(citronicler, authorof te importantbiographicaisketcitesof
famauscontemporaries,Generacionesysemblanzas),was taUthaI PablodeSanta
María had written to an «oíd condestablewho was sick in Toledo» (Ruy Lope

Dávalos),andPulgarnotestheironyoftis inacityso fullof«notablephysicians»
(surelya referenceto conversos,arJews).«1doníknawwhetherit canbesaidsiam’.
for we seetat tite famausodreros(makcrsof leatherbatíles)haveexpelledfrom
iteretite notablephysicians,asidtus1 believetal nowtey arediereprovidedwith
manybetterrebelliousbottlemakerstitan nativegoadphysicians»58.(Canterawas
certainlycorí-ect,contrarytatitesuggestionof Pulgar’seditar,inseeingthis asaclear
referencetatite Toledoriotsof 1449,asidpartieu¡arlywith regardtatite bottlemaker
who wasoneof tite instigatorsof that riot).

Similar¡y,letterXIV referstatebattleayer«limpiezadesangrein Toledo,asid
de decreesagainsíconversosholdingpublie office.Tite «oid Christians»,hesays,
cannotbearseeingwealtit —especiallynew wealth—in te handsof tosetitey
considerundeservingof it. 1-le complainstat manyhavebeenforcedlo leavetite
city, includingone m’ith greatknowledgeof astrologyandastronomy.Demanding
thata¡l suchpeopleof «1am’ birtb» sitouldd abandonteir honorsm’ould resultsin
suchabsurditiesastakingam’ayalí offices,tax-eollection,etc.,whicitEnriqueIV had
conferredonpeapleof «1am’ lineage»(Jewsandconversos)samethirty yearsearlier.
Sarcastica¡ly,he concludes«we augitíto believetat Godcreatedmen,¿md not
lineagesin m’hich tey arechasesi5t.

ButCasiteraalsoaverloakedoneof titemostimpartantof al! Pulgar’ssíalemenís
in bis leíters,íhatof 1473 lo FranciscodeToledo,bishapof Coria,himselfalsoof

» Cantera, p. 3 t9; cf. Carnaza, pp. LIKI-LV. Canterawas atso trndoubtedty cotrect that Leiter
XXI wasPulgar’srepiy to diat attack (incidentally, <he text of Augustine there whieh Cantera coold
not identify in the fmrst ietter is here specificaliy nientioned: Ep. 149).

“PULGAR: Letras; pp. 85-89; Cantera, PP. 321-329.
‘<Letras, p. 21, nY IV; Cantera. p. 331; cf PEREZ DF. GUZMAN: Crónica... Juan II (BAE

LXXVtlI), p. 662, and Manuel Abusos introduction to Alonso de Cartagena, Dcfrnsoriu,n,p. 25.
“ Letras. pp. 63, 66, 67.
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conversodescent.Tite letter containsvaluable insigitts inta the evenis going an
traugitoutSpainattite time,andespeciallyin Toledo.Tite peapledrivenautof the
city makewaronit, ¿mdtaseintecity withtoseexpeliedfromit. «Asidsincetitase
citizesisaregrealínquisitorsof te faitit, it is suppasedtat heresyitas fallen upan
tite goodsof theworkersof (titecausitof) Fuensalida»,sothai tite stealtosegoads
asidbumasidbateverywhere.Thoseexpelled,m’itit tite samereligiouszealbumand
batwhereverthey can.«Thereis no moreCastile»,heconcludessadly.Tite causil
of Fuensalida,of caurse,wasPeroLópezdeAyala. In 1473,Enrique1V senthim to
take citargeof Toledo,asidtm’o yearslaterte CatitalieManarcitswereaskingte
peapleof Toledolo sesidrepresentativesta testify ta itis crimesco.

Aceording ta te bitterly sntirical poemCoplasde Mingo Revulgo—which,
contraryto Baersincredibledismissalofitasaneof tite <dow asidvulgarditties»of
tite era,isactuallyavery importantsaurcefor thereignofEnrique1V—tite religious
situatianm’as sodeteriaratedthatanecauldsial distinguishtite flock of Citrisí ~<sior
thaiof tite otiter stammerer(Mases)norof tite keesiMoarof Meca».In hisglossto
te poem,Pulgarexplainstatbecauseofte lackof effectiveleadersitiponecannot
recognizein te Catoliefaith wita areChristiasis,JewsorMuslims,«foraccording
totite Iam’s oftite realm,Jem’sandMuslimsshouldwear(distinguishing)cloíhingasid
signsby witicit toberecognized»buí titis —like alí «goadlaws»—is now«infirm»
andalí alike wearte samecloting6’.

Qn greatisiterestalsoishisdiscussionof tite diferesicebetweentite 1am’ofCitrist
asidtitat of Mases,whichmaysitedsorneligitt ontite reasonsforconversianofsome
of tite Jews.ApparentlyíatalIy usiawareof theetitical teachingsof eitertheBible
ar rabbinicalsaurces,PulgarstatesthaiMasescanqueredCanaanby forceof arms
asid that «his»1am’ wasgiventate accompanimeníof muchnoise,trumpeis,etc.,
whereasthatof Christm’as siotgivensobuí m’asonly a 1am’ of humility, charity,etc.
(Indeed,it couldbesham’nwithoutmuchdifficulty titat tite real«lackofinstructian»
asid ignaranceof manyconversoswasin Jem’ish religioussaurces,sialCitristian).

Leiras, pp. 120-121, n.< XXtV. Canterabricfly mnentionsit, but not tbis passage. OnLópezde
AyataandToledo,seeRUANO, B.: Toledoen elsiglo XV, p. 277,n.072, asidp. 281 (unfortunatety,
he made no userof Pulgar’sletters).

<‘Coplas X, in PULGAR: Letras, whithis glosas, pp. 172-173;Baer’scharacserizationof the
satirei n Historv oftIteJewsII. 300 (Historia de los ¡ud/os It, 547). Baerscarcely mentionedPulgar
al ah. (The authorship of <he Coplas is still <he subjcctof debate.tt was frcquentlyattributedto Pulgar
hirnself, and also to <be converso poet Rodrigo de Cota and evento Juande Mena, i. Rodríguez
Puértolasarguesthat <he authorwas the convenvo fray Iñigo de Mendoza,which is possihle if
unproven.Rodríguez made<he eomrnonen-ororrefesiingto Psmlgaras«Hernandodel Pulgar»,who
was, aspreviouslyruentioned,analtogetberdifferentandlaterauthor;seehis «Sobreci autorde las
Coplasde Mingo Revulgo», Homenaje a RodríguezMoñino, Madrid, 1966,II, 31, 131 ff)
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Finally, tite Coplasrefer to tite necessityof confessingto tite priestalí sins asid
allowing him lo «su-ipte skin»from anein arderto saveitim. Pulgarrefersthis ta
tite isiquisition, so tat if by sitame,forgetfulnessor ignoraneete penitentshould
neglecttomentionasin, theInquisitarwill forcehim la rememberin ardertabring
itim salvation62.

Pulgardefinitely changeditis publie stance,atleast,towardstite Inquisition. Ir
hisearlier writings asidpilvateletters,as m’e haveseen,he wasadamant¡yopposed
toit. However,ashehimselfcameundersuspicianasidattack,andastite inquisition
gainedpawerhebecomesacompletesupporter,both in bisglosasasid in tite re-
vísionof bis Crónica. Indeed,his earlierapenoppositiantait maybe onemore
importantsaurcein the growingevidencem’hicit castsdoubt on tite accepted
theory that Ihe Catholic Monarchstitemselveswere entirely responsiblefar
initiating tite Inquisition.

Turningloanotermajarwork by Pulgar,TheClaros Varonesa seriesof ilín-

minatingbuthigitly romanticizedbiograpiticalsketcitesof importantcontemparary
figures,m’ediscoveranunusualexpressionusedin hisaccauntofiuandeSilva,count
ofCifuentes(d. 1464).Pulgarsayshewasa«noblemanofpurebload»(erafijodaigo
delimpia sangre).Thereisnothingatah «exaggerated»in Carnazasstatementthat
biswasastrangeobservationfor aconversoto make,asBrian Tatem’rote. Indeed,
it is verystrange,asidcertainlyin contrastwith itis sharpcriticisínof tite doctrineof
limpiezain his letters.It maypossiblereflectasuspicionof tite timethattheSilvas
were«tainted»wit conversobíood,whicit rumarPulgarwishedtadeny63.Yetanother
reasonforPulgar’spraiseof deSilvais titat titegayebissupportasidpratectionto tite
conversosin Toledo in tite 1467 uprising.In 1471,Puigar’sm’ife MencíaFernández
sold go to one of de Silvas follam’ers a substancialamountin Toledo from te
«masterof León,aJew»(probablyaphysician)andothers.We know thatPulgar
lived in Madrid in ¡473,possibly until ¡487 asid this may explaintis saleof itis
Toledopropert<.

AnotherimportantdocumentcosicerningPulgarhascometoiight. In ¡467 te
infanteAlfonso,braterof EnriqueIV, m’asproclaimedkingandEnriquedeposed
(tite «farceof Avila»). Immediatelytitereafter,Alfonso grasitedto itis seeretary
Fernandode Arce 20.000mrs of tax moneycanfiscatedfram Pulgarbecausehe
remainedlayal to Enrique(amongtis sum was6.000mrs of taxesante Jewish

62 G/oscm to Cap/as, pp. 224,227-228.
<4 Claros varones, cd. BrianTate, Oxford, 1971, p. 39; Carriazo, in Pulgar: Crónica, p. XXV, and

Tates observation on this, p. 92, n.< 118.
<4 LEON TELLO: Judíosde Toledo, 11,399, n.0 1.113. On Pulgar in Madrid, see Carnaza,

introduetion to Crónica, p. XXX.
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butchersofToledo),ThisdacumentagainplacesPulgarin Toledo,aswealsoksiow

from hisletters,andpreciselyalthe timeof te conversoriats there65.
ThereturnlaCantarasseminalstudyof Pulgar,heitassitowntal tite converso

audíarcarefuflyrevisedchapters96 asid120of thisCrónicato reflectbis view that
tite conversoproblemwas no longerconfinedlo Seville alone,buí raterwassiam’
aprablemof te entirekisigdom(asnotedbefare,peritapsa moreeorrectinterpre-

tation is his awn citangeof iteart m’ith regardto the Inquisitian,siat tite converso
problem,m’itich hesurelyknem’fromhisbeinganeyewitnessof te riotsinTaleda
m’as siat confined ta Seville»). Pulgar minimizesor ignoreste violenceto Ihe
conversosin thisrevision,praisesIsabelfarroutisigouttiteheresyamongsornewito
m’ere~judaizing»,andperhapsmostimporlaiítly hereviseditis earliersíatemenítat
tite papehad«concededte autharity»to establisittheInquisitionin Castilela«te
papeordered»lis estahlishment.Canteracorrectlyconcludedtal this waslo avoid
plaeingihe responsability¡brtite Inquisitionontite CatbolicMonarcits,anobserva-

tion which histariasisof tite Inquisition haveeompletetlyignored%
Cositraryto Carnazasviews, Canterahas also correclly demonstratedthat

Pulgarwasveitemesitlyopposedtatite «Judaizers»asidolberfalseconversos,batit
in itis lellers and in lite Crónica. More can be said, itom’ever. Pulgaralsostresses
repeatedlythatthesefalseconversosm’erefew.Also, of caurse,it mustbe empita-

sizedthat hewasaboyeah an apologistfar tite monarcity,adevoutCitristian, asid
in favorof ihe Inquisition in spiteof whathe atfirst hadconsideredils excesses.

Pulgarhas ¡cfI a very interestingdocumení,tite supposedspeecitof Gómez
Manrique.corregidorof Toledoandoa famauspoet,whichsornebelieveis almost
entirely Pulgar’s owncreatian.Benito Ruanohascalled tis «speech»oneof tite
earliestpolitical discaursesin Spanishliterature(Iterewere,of caurse,otermuch
earlier,suchastosein tite worksof JuanManuel).Witile it is undoubtedlycorrect
tbat literarystyleis mostly Pulgar’s,it seemsunuikely thai he would havedaredlo
invent entirely tite seníimentsexpressedin it ar the fact of the speecit,witich
Manriqueasid atiterscauldeasilyhavecitallesiged.

In any event,te speecitcontainsaglawingdefenseof te conversos:

Wesee from experieneesornemen of
those whomwejudge(tobe) boní of
low blot,d, whosenatural inclination

<4 LEON TELLO. ibid., p. 374,u.0 1.047(shedidnotseemto beawareofthesignificaneeofthese
documentsconcerningPulgarand made nocornmentontheraevenin theintroductorystudy.Indeed,
in the index tUs seeonddocumenidoesnoleven appearunder«Pulgar»!).

<6 CANTERA BURGOS: «FemandodePutgary los conversos»,p, 334 ff; with tbe paraltel
versíonsof tbeehapters from earchrecension.
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forees them to abandon the lowly offmces
of <heir fadiers anO study sejence and
become great in<ellecuals (grandesletrados).
Wcsee o<hers who have a natural
inelinasion for arrns; others br
agriculture; others for goodand
orderly speecb; other for adníinistration;
and for o<her varjaus aris in which
they have a particular ability
aecordingto tbeir natural inelination.

1-le asks,ritetorically, shouldalí titeseabandonteir naturalinclinationsm’hicit
resultin teseabilitiesbecausethraugitthemtey abtainhanors?Onteoterhasid,
manydescendanísofkingandnoblesaresiam’ of baseconditianbecauseoftiteir ¡aek
of ability. This, tao, isnatural:«shouldm’e siam’ makevaliant(estórzados)ah tose

descendantsofKing Pyrritus,becausetiteiracestorwasvalient’?Orsitouldwemake
wísetedescendanísof King Salomónbecausehewasthemostwiset?Orgiveriches
asidgrealestatestotitaseoftite lineageof King Pedroof CastileorDinis of Poitugal,
becauseíhey do not basetem.andyo seemlo tink sitonidhavetem aeearding
to their descentP1!».

Titis was aparlicularly loadedpolitical asidsocialaílaek.Tite síalemeníabeul
tite descendantsof Pedrois obvious,andtaucitedarawsierveal tite time,aswell as
tataboutDinis ofPortugal,in light oftite recentwarbetm’eenCastileasidPortugal.
King Pyrrhus,of caurse,was tite famausGreekitero who foughtconstantm’ars

againstRameasid Sicily. Plutarcit,in hisLives,saysofitim thathemightevenitave
been greaterbut that he was never satisfied with tat already archievedasid
canstantlyitadhiseyeannem’ canquesís.Oid aurautitarhavethis in mmd,peritaps,
andwastitis tereforeacleverlyveiledcrixicismof titeCatateMonarchsplanned
waragainstGranada?Important,tao,is tite implicitdenialofthe«limpiezadesangre»
argumení:honorsor richesbelonglo tosewhoseabilitiesshow tey deserveítem,
not to titasewhoclaim «oíd»or noblebirth.

Baer,whosayManriquesspeechciledanly secosid-hasidin Altamirashistory
of Spain, at first m’rote that it m’as entirely fictitiaus becauseManm’ique’s «anti-
Semitism»is well known! Later,havingreadCanterasarticle (butsúlínot having
actualiyconsultedPulgar’sCrónica, with Baerapparentlyneversam’), heclaimed
that tite speechm’as entire¡y Pulgar’s own invention,and appearsta indicate tal
Canterais tite saurcefar Ibis view. In fact, Canterasieversaidanyting of Ihe sarI;
anly titat Pulgar’slelter of ¡478 (nY XIV) was «includedalmostentirely» in titis

<0 PULGAR: Crónica, cd. Caniazo, V. 348-349. Benito Ruanos staternen< in bis Toledo en el

siglo XV, p. 127, n.029.
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speechin theCrónica68.Titis, however,isalsoagrealexaggeration,fortereareonly
superficialsimilarities.Notisigpermiísuslacancludefromtis thaIPulgarentirely
«invented»Manriquesspeecit.

Baertitenfurliter provides,wit noindicalionof asaurce,obviously,iheenlirely
false informatian thai GómezManrique, wham he has alreadylabelled «anti-
converso»as m’el¡ as ~<anti-Semitic»,orderedte arrestandexecutianof several
conversos,íncludingthe Bachiller (Alfonso) de la Torre in 1485. The famaus
philosapiter,autorof tite Visióndelectabledelafilosofta,whichwasinfluencedby
Maimonides,diedin 146069!NeititerPulgar,narFilassludyof te ToledoInquisi-
tion of 1485,whiehBaercites,gives¿myhitaastatitis supposedactivityof Gómez
Manrique.

Pu¡gar’sinfarmation in itis Crónica is, in fact, exlremelyimportanífor te
Toledo Inquisition asbeingalmosí<heon)y cantemporaryrecord.Hewrites:

tnthis year (1485) the inquisition continued,
whiehhad begun against tbe Chris<ians of
Jewish lineage wba began to «judaize». In
the city of Toledo sorne men and women were
found who secretly observed Jewis rites,
who in greatignoranceand danger ot tbeir
souls kept neither the one nor the other law
because they werenotcircumeisediike Jews...
andalthough they observedtheSabbath and
sorne Jewisfasts,<bey did not observe
ah <he Sabbatbsmiar ah the fas<s,
and if tbey observedoííe rite they
did not observeanother,so that they
werefalseta both laws(Christianand
Jewisb).It bappened in sorne cases that
the husbandkept certain Jewish
ceremoníesandtbewife wasagoad
Christian,andthat oneson and
daughterwouldbe goad Christians
and anotherhold the Jewishopinion.
Thus, in onehouseIhere was a
diversityof beiief, and onewould
hide from <he others7m’.

Historv ojiews II, 339, andp. 495, ;mnd p. 495, n.< ¡4; Historia de /osiud tos II, 578andp. 777,
u. ¡6.

TIte Visión delec.tablewas tirst published ca. 1484, and <bere was an italian translation
published u Venicein 1556,andfrom tbis it was transíated back into Spanish by a Jew, Francisco
de Cáceres (eds. Franlcfurt, 1623.,- Amsterdam, 1663)! OnAlfonso de la Tan-eandMaimonides
iníluence,see <he workscited in my Maimonides.Essass ami Texts Madison,1985,p. 138,n.0 17.

~“ Crónica, ed. Carnaza,Vt, 210.
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It is importanttanateherethatPulgarstatestiterewereonly «sorne»conversos
whowerecondemned.Accordinglo Pitasaecaunt,in thefirsautoonlytwa families
werebumedtitat ofSanchodeCiudad¿mdthatofPedroGonzálezdeTebaofCiudad
Real.In ¡486,same750reconciliadosmarchedin te pracessionin February,asid
otitersin latercutas;asidin May 14 menand9 womanwere bumed.Titesefigures
do nol supportPulgarsstatementof «sorne»,unlesshe íneantoiWy tosewho
actuallywerecondemnedto death.

Tite mostimportantstatementPulgarmakes,itowever,is onewitieit shouldbe
memarizedby alí tosewhohavewritten muchnonsensecancemingtite Inquisitian.
1-le saysthat «becausein tis caseof heresy,testimonyis receivedfrom Muslims,
Jem’s,servants,infamausasid vile men (raezes;a variantof rafez, rahez,etc.) and
becauseof this sornem’ere imprisonedasid candemnedto tite penaltyof burning,
therewerefausidin titis city someJewsasidpoarasidvile menm’ito, fromenmityor
malice, gaye false testimosiy against sameconversos,saying titey «Judaize».
Knom’ing tite trut, tite Qucenorderedtemjudged,and eigitt Jewswere appre-
hendedasidtortured7’.

Pulgarisclearlyawareof te grealanimosityof te Jewsfor tite converscms,asid
thefact tat sorneof titesem’ouldhavegivenfalsetestimonyagainsttite conversos
is not at ah surprising.Furthermore,his cantentionthat many other«vile men»,
servants,asid te like alsogayesuspecttestimonyaboutte suppased«judaizisig»
of conversosis suppartedalsa in otiter contemporaryaccountsm’e haveof te
Inquisitian,particularlyframtatally trustworty«oídChristiasis»inCórdoba.From
alí of titis mucitcautiansieedstobeusedin acceptingat facevaluetite testimosiyof
Inquisitianalprocessesastatite ~<crypto-Judaims»of te conversos.

Justasimportantly,fromtheeventsdetaileditereoftheanti-conversoriotsoftite
fifteeníhcentury,asidofthenatureof titasewhoinstigatedthem,m’e gainmanynew
insights intodeprobableoriginsof tite Inquisition andte nature,andsaurce,oftite
anti-Semitismm’iticit soughtto eradicate,siotareligion, but an entire people.Titis
anti-Semitismwasnatyet directedatJewsassuch,whawerein factuntauchedby
theunrestin mostplaces,butattite sacioeconornicasid political threatwitich same
«oídCitristiasis»saw in the conversos.It m’as lo resultultimately, hom’ever,in tite
totalexpulsianof <heiewsframSpain.Hatredandbigatry,onceunleashed,praved
impassib¡elo control.

2mIbíd.,p.211.


