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Abstract

During the fourteenth century, Spanish monarchs refocused their energies from the
Reconquista o internal contlicts in the Tace of plague and civil war. This study focuses on the
ollen-overlooked borderland region of Extremuadura, where the tensions between the monarchy
and local magnates were negotinted both innovatively and within traditional frameworks, Rather
than violently resist challenges to their local autonomy in the form of rebellions like those in
other regions, the (rontiersmen in the town of ‘I'rujillo turmed to arbitration in an cffort to curtail
the encroachments of royally-backed institutions like the Monastery of Guadalupe on the
patrimony of their community. ‘These disputes not only reveal the dynamic between royal
institutions and local magnates, but also illuminate the continuity of the traditional
interpretations of land use and access held by the magnates, in addition to the innovative

juridical solution of including the monastery as an honorary citizen of the community.



Introduction

An Extremefio shepherd herded the pigs he tended for the glorious Virgin of Guadalupe
and her servants to the woodlands of the monastery’s property in Valdepalacios, a village
midway between the town of Trujillo and the Monastery of Guadalupe. There the pigs would
feast on the acorns of live oaks that were just beginning to fall, providing them with the starch
they needed to fill out their diet. However, after a while of grazing and feeding in the shadow of
the oaks, the shepherd was approached by armed men from Trujillo demanding that he surrender
a portion of his herd as a fine. These armed men argued that since it was the time of the acorn
harvest, (montanera) only Trujillo’s citizens were allowed to benefit from the woodlands of its
district without paying a fine. Reluctantly the shepherd obeyed, unable to contend with the
vigilantes. When he reported the events to his superiors and the prior of the monastery, they were
outraged that not a few years after they had settled a dispute about the monastery’s access to the
lucrative acorns with the town council of Trujillo, they were again plagued by the ravenous
citizens.

Conflicts like the one mentioned above between Trujillo’s citizens and the Monastery of
Guadalupe took place often in the region of Extremadura in central Spain, a land inhabited and
claimed by conquistadors, shepherds, and the venerators of the world-renowned cult of the
Virgin of Guadalupe. It lies south of Old Castile and Leon, on the eastern border of Portugal,
west of La Mancha, Madrid, and Toledo, and north of Andalucia, Seville, and Cordoba. The
hilly plateau is roughly bounded on the north and the south by the Tajo (Tagus) and the
Guadiana Rivers, as well as the Cordillera Central and the Sierra Morena mountain ranges,
respectively —which supplied the origin of the region’s name, translated as “beyond the

mountains”. Extremadura is home to a variety of micro-ecosystems, from wooded mountain



ranges to rocky valleys: but it is generally arid. ill-suited to large-scale horticulural agriculture,
and dominated by stock-raising in the form of cattle, sheep. and pigs. Its livestock-driven
economy would later become one of the comerstones of the international Castilian merino wool
industry and likewise the high quality of Spanish ham (jamon serrano) it produced became
famous. However. for most of its history after the reconquest in the early- and middle-thirteenth
century. it remained sparsely populated as settlers (repobladores). bypassed it for the much more
prosperous region of Andalucia and the cities of Seville and Cordoba, which were conquered

soon after Extremadura.
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Figure 1: Map of Trujillo and Guadalupe Within Iberia, c. 1500
In Starr-LeBeau, Greichen D. /n the Shadow of the Virgin: Inguisitors, Friars, and Conversos in
Guadalupe, Spain. Princeton: Princeton University Press. 2003. 15.

Likewise, prior to the fourteenth century, the region received little interest from Castilian

monarchs and it remained in a state of general disorder, with many bandits (golfines)' terrorizing

' There is an interesting and prominent family rooted in Caceres. Trujillo’s nearby neighbor. by the name of
Golfin (Holguin) that some historians argue are the descendants of “strongmen™ dominating the arca East
of Trujillo before settling in Caceres. They likewise gloss over the word’s original meaning of bandit, to
suit this origin myth. Even more fantastically, other writers attribute this family’s origins to the Dauphin



the Cotmtrysidie.” Fenn like Jrogilles shetgnsd s gaoamtie Ve wtlesd of 1he §rsek, by
enticing et fers with the benelits of o yerseronss systesm of oansmnal band mid ssistlecs 21 szt
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was faced with myriad problers, T hews crives have cawsed the fourteenth cemury in Sprin t e
characterized, as the eminent historian eofilo Kuiz wrte, as a cerury of “plague. wars, il
strife, the persccution and furceful convession of Sews, and disputed successions,” It na gl
during this period that Castilian monarchs, such as Alfonso %3 (1312-1350) and hic vm Pedso |
(1350-1369), began W refocys their attention o the imernal solidification of the Catilian
monarchy and its hegemony over recently subjugated territory, like the rugged region of
L.xtremadura.

f-ernando 1V of Castile (1295-1312), Alfonso XI%s father, died suddenly when Alfonso

was 4 toddler, leaving a power vacuum and a number of opposing claimants o bis throne. pon
coming of age, he had to fight not only 1o carn the respect of other monarchs who still comsidered
him a youth (mozo), but also to consolidate his rule, He did so nat only through military
engagements against the Muslims of Al-Andalus, but also through the use of Marian cults to gain
popular support against his challengers.* By the middle of the fourteenth century. the Roval
Monastery of Guadalupe —Jocated in the northeast comer of Extremadura and bordering the lands

of Toledo —began o receive the patronage of the Castilian monarchy under Alfonso XI. Backed

of France. See Clodoaldo Nasanjo Alonso, Trujillo y su Tierra: Historia, Monumentos ¢ Hijos Hustres.
Trujillo: Tip. Sobrino de B, Pena, 1922.

2 peter Iinehan, *The Beginnings of Santa Maria de Guadalupe and the Direction of Founteenth-Century
Castile,” The Journdgl of Foeclesiastical History 36, no, 2 (1985 284-304. 300.

*“feofilo F. Ruiz, Spain’s Centuries of Crisis 1300-14 74 (Malden: Blackwell Publishing. 2007). 201.

* Linchan, “The Beginnings of Santa Maria de Guadalupe.”™ 291.



by royal privileges and charters. the Monastery of Guadalupe grew in prestige until it surpassed
even the famed Santiago de Compostela —increasingly inaccessible to pilgrims due to popular
revolts in Galicia —as the most visited pilgrimage center in the Iberian Peninsula by the fifteenth
century.’ It has been suggested by many historians that the monastery played a pivotal role in the
plans of monarchs who had already begun to capitalize on a shift of religious imagery from St.
James the Moor Killer (Santiago Matamoros) to the Virgin Mary as mother and protector of the
Spanish people. both spiritually and militarily.® The monastery was at the center of Alfonso XI's
attention and court by the middle of the fourteenth century in a way that can be compared to the
monastery and royal court at E| Escorial in the subsequent early modemn period.” The growing
interest in Marian cults as well as the particular draw of the Virgin of Guadalupe’s supposed
connection to St. Leander and Pope Gregory the Great as the protector of the city of Rome from
plague all contributed to the appeal and growth of the monastery.

Although Alfonso XI was largely successful in his endeavors, his momentum and plans
were cut short by plague, which took his life during the siege of Gibraltar in 1350 ~he was the
only European monarch to lose his life to the Black Death. His son Pedro | was faced with a

disputed succession by his half-brother, the future Enrique Il de Trastamara (1369-1379) and the

y

Gretchen D. Starr-LeBeau. in the Shadow of the Virgin: Inquisitors, Friars, and Conversos in Guadalupe,

Spain (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2003), 31.

- Such as: Amy Remensnyder, La Conguistadora: The Virgin Mary at War and Peace in the Old and New
Worlds (New York: Oxford University Press. 2014); Carlos Jesiis Rodriguez Casillas. “Alfonso X1y
Guadalupe: Un Punto y Aparte en la Historia de Extremadura.” XXXVI/ Coloquios Historicos de
Extremadura. vol. 2 (2009): 633-58; Francisco de Paula Caiias Galvez, “Devocién Mariana y Poder
Regio: Las Visitas Reales al Monasterio de Guadalupe Durante los Siglos X1V y XV (ca. 1330- 1472).”
Hispania Sacra 64, no. 130 (2012): 42747, Luis Vicente Diaz Martin, La Consolidacién de Guadalupe
Bajo Pedro 1. £n La Espaiia Medieval, no. 2 (1982): 315-36; Luis Vicente Diaz Martin. “La Mesta y el
Monasterio de Guadalupe: Un Problema Jurisdiccional a Mediados del Siglo XIV.” Anuario de Historia
Del Derecho Espaiiol. no, 48 (1978): 507-42; Peter Linehan, “The Beginnings of Santa Maria de
Guadalupe:” J. C. Monterde Garcia, “Reflexiones en Torno al Real Privilegio de Enrique 11 a Guadalupe.™
Alcantara: Revista del Seminario de Estudios Cacerefios, no. 59 (2004): 129-37; and many others.

7 Linehan, “The Beginnings of Santa Maria de Guadalupe.™ 303.



nobility that suppested him. The First Castilian Civil War that cnsued, as well as the famine and
population decline that resulied from the plague epidernic and war, continued to redirect the gaze
ol Castihan monarchs away from the Reconguista 1o the consolidation of their power within the
kingdom itself. The ability of Castilian monarchs to successfully extend and consolidate their
powvier in nonthern Extrernadura fluctuated, with some monarchs being more able to protect their
interest in the monastery, such as Pedro | and Enrique [, and others being less able, such as
Juan 11 (1306-1454). It is during the rcigns of Alfonso X1 and Pedro [ that the monastery became
the most closely linked to the Castilian monarchy. Alfonso XI and his successors treated the
monastery as a ceremonial and religious center for Castile, just as Santiago de Compostela had
been for Leon and Galicia, and Guadalupe became the burial place of many of Castile’s
subsequent monarchs. However, the monastery was not only a cultural and religious pilgrimage
site, but more pragmatically, it was also enlisted by the crown to further its political and
economic interest in the region by directly aiding in the resettlement of Extremadura, thereby
promoting greater stability in the region.

With the help of the many royal privileges granted to it by Alfonso X1 and Pedro I, the
monastery embarked on an aggressive campaign to purchase land in the nearby district (fermino)
of Trujillo to use as the foundation of an extensive livestock enterprise. The monastery’s policy
of purchasing cxpansive tracts of Jand that they attempted to restrict to their use alone was
encouraged by the monarchy to attract settlers and trade not only through pilgrims, but also
through better regulating the access to and utilization of these lands.* As the monastery of
Giuadalupe amassed more Jand and introduced new restrictions to its use, the council of Trujillo

began theoretically to lose valuable tax income and more importantly its citizens were losing

* Rodriguez Casillas, “Alfonso X y Guadalupe: Un Punto y Aparte.™, Linchan, *The Beginnings of Santa
Maria de Guadalupe.™
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wcess o lands which had tormerly been communal, as the monastery articulated these claims
Landd crwner<hip in a markedly different way.

1115 really only with the rise of the monastery's power that this corner of I:xtremadura
became a key battleground region, not in the Reconguista, but in the efforts of Christian
monarchs 16 consolidate their rule in the face of local magnates who were also fighting to
mamtain their power in this period of genceralized civil and economic unrest. In doing so. they
sparked conflicts and litigations over property rights and jurisdiction between the two most
powerful institutions in the region: the council of Trujillo and the Monastery of Guadalupe.

I hese conflicts beg the questions: what would make a small town in medieval Extremadura, on
the cultural and political fringe of Castile, believe that it could successfully contest the
advancement of t the powerful and royally-backed Monastery of Guadalupe; and what these
conflicts reveal about the way the different people in the region (e.g. magnates, monks, and
shepherds) thought about land and their rights to it? It also leads to questions about the political
and social backgrounds of the period, just over four decades after the Black Death and less than
twor decades after the First Castilian Civil War, and the effects that these contexts could have had
on the way these groups interacted with cach other over contested land.

Previous studies have looked at the medieval conceptualization of land and conflicts over
its use and jurisdiction. Most notable among them is David Vassberg’s classic 1983 study Land
and Sociely in Golden Age Castile.” Although Trujillo is mentioned in a number of examples,
Vasshery's focus is much more dispersed across Castile and focused on the fifteenth and
sixtcenth centuries than on land and its role in society in the fourteenth century. In a similar way,

Jeffery I3owman's fascinating 2003 monograph Shifiing Landmarks: Property, Proof, and

" David 1., Vassherg. Land and Suciety in Golden Age Castile (New York: Cambridge University Press,
19%3).
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ear 1000 reveals the complicated systems of litigation and

Dispute in Catalonia around the Ye
gal documents from

detining boundaries in early medieval Catalonia through his analysis ofle

1® However, Bowman’s study is more concerned

this remarkably litigious and literate society.
economic system,

with a French historical discourse about the wansition of societies to a feudal

arguing that this change was not as radical as many had believed. Beyond the Market:

Transactions, Property and Social Networks in Monastic Galicia, 1200-1300, a collection of

studies edited by Reyna Pastor de Togneri in 2002, utilizes computer databases and 2,500
Galician land contracts (foros) between three monasteries and their local communities to study
the complicated concepts of land ownership and the impact of social networks in these types of

sales that they claim were economic transactions beyond the usual market.”' This study is

particularly helpful as a model to understand the way land transactions and conflicts can reflect

the intricate power relations of local social networks.

In her intriguing 2003 monograph /n the Shadow of the Virgin: Inquisitors, Friars, and
Conversos in Guadalupe, Spain, Gretchen Starr-LeBeau focuses on the monastery, its town
(puebla) and the local population of Jewish converts to Christianity (conversos), and mentions
the conflicts between the monastery and the city of Trujillo in passing. 12 Ida Altman also
mentions the conflicts between the Monastery of Guadalupe and the city of Trujillo in a short
aside in her 1989 work Emigrants and Sociely: Extremadura and America in the Sixteenth

Century, which studies the effects of emigrant Exiremerios and returnees from the Americas on

10 Jeffrey A. Bowman, Shifting Landmarks: Property, Progf, and Dispute in Catalonia Around the Year

1000 (Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 2003).

"' Reyna Pastor de Togneri, ed. Beyond the Market: Transactions, Property and Social Networks in
Monastic Galicia, 1200-1300. The Medieval Mediterranean, v. 40 (Boston: Brill, 2002). Most notably
they found that lay landowners would often sell the same piece of land to the monastery multiple times,

revealing the sense of ownership that heirs had of their family’s patrimony and the monasteries’

1wil[ingness to oblige them by buying it again from succeeding claimants.
2 Gretchen D. Starr-LeBeau, /n the Shadow of the Virgin.
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the local society ol sixteenth-century Caceres and Trujillo."* More specifically. the conflicts
between the monastery and Trujillo over land and jurisdictional power have also been the subject
of'a few articles by Spanish historian Maria Isabel Pérez de Tudela y Velasco.'! These articles
have been the main source consulted by subsequent studies that mention the conflicts. All of
these studies leave a gap in both time and geography, and in the case of Perez de Tudela. depth
in the way these conflicts reveal the central position of land and the communitarian tradition to
the magnate families lighting the monarchy for local control in this century of crises, which this
study aims to fill.

| will examine two published collections of fourteenth-century documents: one set
extracted and transcribed from the municipal archives of the city of Trujillo, and the other
gathered and transcribed from various Spanish archives concerning the Monastery of
Guadalupe.' These published documents will be examined together with copies of parchments
from the Archivo Histérico Nacional (AHN) in Madrid, Spain, which document the litigations of
1394 and 1417 between the Monastery of Guadalupe and Trujillo over the civil jurisdiction of
the village (aldea) of Valdepalacios and access to Trujillo’s public lands. These documents were
previously held in the archives of the Monastery of Guadalupe, but were later transferred to the
AHN. Transcriptions and translations of these documents have been prepared by the author. and

have been transcribed literally, with expansions bracketed ( ). The letter “v” is used when “u™ is

13 1da Altman, Emigrants and Society: Extremadura and America in the Sixteenth Century (Berkeley:
University of California Press, 1989).

14 Maria Isabel Pérez de Tudela y Velasco, “Guadalupe y Trujillo: Una [lustracién Sobre sus Relaciones en
el Siglo XIV." En la Espaiia Medieval, no. | (1980): 329-46; Maria 1sabel Pérez de Tudela y Velasco.
“Pleitos Entre Guadalupe y Trujillo por la Aldea de Valdepalacios.” Anwario de Estudios Medievales. no.
12 (1982): 537-548., 538.

'S Ma. de los Angeles Sanchez Rubio, Documentacion Medieval: Archivo Municipal de Trujillo (1256-
1516) (Caceres: Institucion Cultural “El Brocense,” Exema. Diputacién Provincial de Caceres. 1992):
Maria F. Cerro Herranz, Documentacion del Monasterio de Guadalupe: siglo X1V (Caceres:
Departamento de Publicaciones de la Excma. Diputacion Provincial de Badajoz, 1987).
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a consonant.

This study will first present a brief history of the city of Trujillo and its economy. local
gorernment. and social dynamies. It will highlight the importance of honor and the retention of
patrimony for the local magnates. in addition to an explanation of the politics and allegiances of
these families. Next. it will utilize the inquests held in 1353 to demonstrate the failure of the
council to maintain order and solve disputes, which pushed the monarchy to look for alternatives
to this earlier form of local government. It will then discuss the origins of the Monastery of
Guadalupe together with its relationship to the monarchy and the district of Trujillo, with a
particular emphasis on their economic ambitions in the region. Next. the study will analyze the
1394 and 1417 litigations between the city of Trujillo and the Monastery of Guadalupe, and will
suggest what these conflicts reveal about each institution’s conceptualization of land rights and
jurisdiction within the context of the growth of anti-seigneurial conflicts. Finally. these
interactions will be compared with interactions cited in scholarship about the previous and
subsequent centuries, and will place these interactions within the context of broader institutional
reform and the monarchy’s attempts to find a replacement for the schismatic town council in
resettling the rugged region. This study aims to understand the way fourteenth-century
Extremeiios thought about land in order to understand their bold defense of the boundaries of
their patrimony, as well as the dynamics behind the collusion of two systems of resettlement that
represented the interests of the magnate frontiersmen and the monarchy, through the Monastery

of Guadalupe.

14



Chapter 1
The Magnates of Trujillo and their Social Networks

In the region of Trujillo. the oligarchy of magnate petty-nobles (hidalgos) and the council
of Trujillo —which they controlled —were at the center of society. After Trujillo’s definitive
reconquest by Fernando 11 of Castile (1217-1252) on January 25. 1232 —after almost a century
of back and forth benween the Portuguese. Castilians. Leonese, and Muslims —the city received a
generous district (termino) with an “extraordinarily wealthy™ set of propios (property owned
directly by the council). These propios included “houses, corrals. property mortgages. and
income from various taxes and fines,” in addition to land that was rented out for “the common
interest.”"® The council was responsible for maintaining the boundaries of these lands against
encroachment and ensuring unbiased access for eligible settlers (repobladores) and citizens to
the naturali resources (game. firewood, acorns, etc.) of the entire district —privately- and publicly-
owned lands included. From the time of the city’s reconquest, the council of Trujillo held a
prominent position in local affairs and worked in a similar way as modern town councils do
today. with some medieval variances.

The council was ideally a representation of the city, and it is believed that in the twelfth
and thirteenth centuries, the entire town would meet to form the council.'” By the fourteenth
century. the council was divided into two groups of elected officials: the greater offices (cargos
mayores) and the lesser offices (cargos menores). The greater offices were composed of eight
regidores, the most important official equivalentto a modern councilman, and two deputies

(fieles) who assisted the regidores in performing their duties. These officials were the effective

'® Vassberg., Op. Cit.. 24.
17 Carmen Fernandez-Daza Alvear, La Ciudad de Tryjilio y su Tierra en la Baja Edad Media. (Madrid:

Universidad Complutense. 1991). 312.
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18 Gerbet Lo noblesse, 437, and Danicl Rodrigues Blanco Le Ordes de Sesthesgzo, 788, ¢ 1 C ity
Fernandez-Daza Alvear, Lea Chicleed de Truflilo, 317,
19 Carmen Fernandez-Daza Alvear, Lo Cluded de Trafillo, 317318,
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b ‘ for centuries and continuously fought to retain their

control among each other within their lineages and

against competing lineages, in addition to external
forces such as powerful nobles, the monarchy. and
the Monastery of Guadalupe.

Popular legend venerates the participation of three
noble lineages in the reconquest: the Altamiranos, the
Bejaranos, and the Afiascos. These lineages and the
families that comprised them became the local

magnates of Trujillo and the main beneficiaries of the

po g e g ;
e ST W B =" P -

) - - - agw 4 20
Figure 2: Gate of Triumph in Trujillo division of land and conciliar seats. *° Although all

In Carmen Fernandez-Daza Alvear. La

Ciudad de Trujilio v su Tierra en la Baja  three lineages participated in the reconquest, only two

Edad Media. Madrid: Universidad

Complutense, 1991. Front Cover. —the Altamiranos and Afascos —resided in Trujillo
immediately after, whereas the Bejaranos resided for a time in Badajoz before returning. The
Bejaranos were a family originally from Portugal and claimed descent from a conqueror of the
city of Bejar —hence their name. While in Badajoz, they became embroiled in a bloody feud with
another family in the city: the Portugales. Fearing the king’s retribution, two members of the
family escaped to Trujillo and married women from the Afiasco lineage.?' The Bejaranos’

reintegration into Trujillo’s society and their claim to divide the conciliar seats in equal thirds

sparked conflicts between the allied Bejarano-Afiasco faction and the powerful Altamiranos.

) Ibid.. 99.

' Diego de Hinojosa, Manuscrito de Hinojosa in Cronicas Trujillanas del Siglo XVI (Manuscritos de
Diego y Alonso de Hinojosa, Juan de Chaves y Esteban de Tapia). ed. by Miguel Mufioz de San Pedro
(Caceres: Publicaciones de la Biblioteca Pablica y Archivo Historico de Caceres, 1952), 25-26. See
Bejarano Family Tree in Appendix 2 below.
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The .ﬂ\ltam‘iranos were said to be originally from Avila and claimed descent from a mythical
Ferman Ruiz. who stayved in the city after its first loss to the Moors but opened the gates of the
city to the Christian army. aiding its final reconquest.* Another more documented ancestor
named Don Tome Altamirano was identified, in a document dated to 1256, as Alfonso X’s vassal
in Trujillo. Alfonso X granted this Don Tome the rents and taxes of Trujillo and was made the
castellan (alcaide) of the city’s citadel.” Altamirano descendants kept close ties with the
mona_rch)'. serving as royal chamberlains (camarero) and governors.” This lineage held a very
prominent place in the society of Trujillo, whose members were always to be allowed to speak
first in the closed meetings of the council and whose arms were displayed on the official weights
and measures of the city.™ The Altamiranos argued that because the Bejaranos and Afiascos were
so closely related. the conciliar offices should be divided in half —leaving the Bejaranos and
Anascos with only one quarter of the seats each and the Altamiranos with two quarters. The
animosity engendered by this arguably uneven division sparked blood-feuds, remembered as the

bandos. among the magnates that plagued the region for generations.

These feuds came to a head in 1353, a very busy and litigious year for the council in
which they were also embroiled in litigations to protect conciliar lands from settlers using the
legal tradition of presura, among other tactics, to take over ‘unused’ land and delineate their
boundaries as precisely as possible. Pedro 1’s judge (a/calde), Diego Juan de Salamanca, held a
hearing where the three lineages voiced their arguments and reported back to the king for a final
decision. In 1357, Pedro 1 of Castile decreed his decision that would placate the factionalism
over the division of conciliar offices. He stipulated that half of the council seats would be filled
by members of the Altamirano lineage and the other half would be shared by members of the
Bejarano and Afasco lineages —one quarter per lineage. It is argued by some historians that

Pedro’s decision —which favored the Altamirano faction —resulted from their close association

with the monarchy. Further, they argue that the Bejaranos’ later support of Pedro’s dynastic

2 Carmen Fernandez-Daza Alvear. La Ciudad de Tryjillo. 166.

= Ibid.

* Clodoaldo Naranjo Alonso, Trujillo y su Tierra: Historia, Monumentos ¢ Hijos lustres (Trujillo: Tip.
Sobrino de B. Pena. 1922). 316. c.f. Carmen Fernandez-Daza Alvear. La Ciudad de Trujillo. 316:
Members such as Juan Alfonso de la Camera, royal chamberlain to Alfonso XI. who also granted him the
lordship (sefiorio) of Orellana la Vieja, and Alfonso Fernandez Altamirano. named Governor of Badajoz
by Pedro 1. See Altamirano-Orellana Family Tree in Appendix 2 below.

5 Estaban de Tapia y Paredes. Breve Tratado de los Lingjes y Decendencias, Divisas y Armas y Blasones
de los Caballeros de la Valerosa Ciudad de Trujillo in Cronicas Trujillanas del Siglo XVI, ed. by Miguel
Muiioz de San Pedro. 219.
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rival. Enrique l1. stemmed from their dissatisfaction with Pedro’s decision.” The main Bejarano
branch was one of the many supporters of Enrique 11 and received a lordship for their service at
the expense of royal power.?” However, the division of conciliar offices set in place by Pedro in
1357 was not altered until 1496, when it received only a minor change.”® That is not to say that
this compromise was entirely effective in curbing the factionalism of the city’s magnate lineages.
The lineages still feuded with each other regularly —albeit less violently —until the Catholic
Monarchs brought greater stability to the region. During the reign of the Catholic Monarchs, the
magnates were compelled to reduce the height of their urban towers, and their power and
freedom in the frontier of Extremadura waned as the urban militias (hermandades) strengthened
the power of the monarchy.”

It is important to note that although individuals would identify themselves with one
predominant lineage, a few generations after the resettlement of the city the three main lineages
were already connected through marriage and shared ancestors. Although it was divided among
three main lineages and each individual took special pride in their own lineage’s
accomplishments, the entire oligarchy of Trujillo’s magnate lineages was connected by marriage
and blood by the end of the fourteenth century. As a result of this endogamy, individuals could
decide which lineage would be their primary identifier, as in the case of Juan de Hinojosa, whose
paternal lineage would make him an Altamirano, but who chose to associate with the lineage of

his mother and wife: the Bejaranos.”® These lineages were also held together by the idea of

2% Clodoaldo Naranjo Alonso, Trujillo y su Tierra: Historia, Monumentos € Hijos Ilustres (Trujillo: Tip.
Sobrino de B. Pena, 1922), 316.

27 carmen Fernandez-Daza Alvear, La Ciudad de Trujilio, 80. The lordship of Orellana la Nueva (to the
west of the Altamirano lordship of Orellana la Vieja) was granted by Enrigue 1l to Alvar Garcia de
Bejarano in 1375.

* |bid., 317.

* Ibid., 126.

¥ 1bid., 163.
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telonging e a lavger group ot privileged hidaleas —who were exempt from most direct tanation
and their contermity o an ideal based on personal honor. in addition to their strong khinship and
patronage ties, Generally | indiv iduals of the hidalgo class were most commonly identified in
charters and othet documents by their familial relations (being the son or nephew of someone)
and rarely by some other identitier, such as occupation or place of residence.
The secial interctions and identity of the local nobiliny revolved around the lincage

group which tied individuals and nuclear families together in kinship through blood. marriage. or

f=

sometimes patronage relationships. Familiars
(deudos) and dependents (criados). were still
tied 1o the main noble families of Trujillo. and in
the case of the Anascos. could even represent a
lineage that had died out in the male line at least
by the end of the fourteenth century. Serving in
conciliar offices was contingent upon
membership in one of the three lineages and an
individual's access to certain communal
resources. and success was tied to their familial
allegiances and social networks. That is not to
say that citizenship was tied to familial

connections. since it was determined by owning

property or otherwise being a productive

Figure 3: Tower of the Bejarano ~llcazar
member of the society as well as living in the In Carmen Fernimdez-Daza Alvear. La Chudad de
Trujitlo v su Tierra en la Baja Edad Media, Madrid:
district. However. since citizenship was granted ~ Universidad Complutense. [991. 61.

Figure 1: Tower of the Bejarano Afcazar, Fernandez-

21 Daza Alvear, Cindud de Trujitlo v Su Ticrra



by the council, having such allegiances could be instrumental to gaining that distinction.
Likeswise, most council offices were not intended to be filled by any citizen, only those who
could claim hidalgo status.

While all of the lineages were closely tied to the city of Trujillo, only the Bejaranos and
Altamiranos had municipal fortress-palaces (alcazar), whereas the more rural Afiascos were
centered around a number of fortress-towers in the countryside —namely in Alcollarin,
Madrigalejo, and La Zarza, to name a few.*' These lineages also had a special conceptualization
of honor that tied their ownership of land with their individual identity.

Honor was highly valued by the magnates of Trujillo as well as the council, which was
largely a reflection of this social group. In the Middle Ages and in most Western European
societies, the fixation on honor was a common feature of feudal society. The historian Rafael
Serra Ruiz argued that in Spain, the idea of honor was so far-reaching and pervasive in society
that it “monopolized almost the entire identity of the medieval man.”* Similarly, Spanish
historian Americo Castro noted that “honor was felt like the cult of a belief, like an undividable
love affair with another lover, like the totality of conscience.”* Spanish honor could be slighted
not only by the more common personal events of sexual dishonor and verbal slander, but
according to the Spanish historian Claudio Sanchez-Albornoz, the individual’s honor could also
be attached to the “vassals and possessions of the hidalgo.”* It is particularly the last of these
associations, where an hidalgo’s honor could be tied to property and possessions, that stands out

in the conflicts over land and boundaries that occurred between the council of Trujillo and its

3 1bid., 168.
2 Rafael Serra Ruiz, Hosnor, Honra e Injuria en el Derecho Medieval Espariol, 39.

3 Américo Castro, El Drama de la Honra en Espaiia y en su Literatura (Madrid: Taurus, 1963), 3. c.f.

Rafael Serra Ruiz. Honor, Honra e Injuria en el Derecho Medieval Espanol, 45.
* Claudio Sanchez Albornoz, Esparia; Un Enigma Historico, 1, 620. c.f. Rafael Serra Ruiz, Honor, Honra

e Injuria en el Derecho Medieval Espariol (Murcia: Sucesores de Nogues, 1969), 39.
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magite citizens in 1384,

Although honor and s extenston 1o the porsessdons and patrimony of the individual el
lincage clearly played an iportant role in the soclety of Trujilo, it was not ideology undque o
Spain o even the Mediterranean, Historinns Seott Taylor argues o hls fscinating, study Honor
and Violence in Golden Age Castile Ut the older view ehameterlzing the Mediterranenn as
unique in its predilection for feuding and honor may be less rentistle, " Nevertheless, with the
understanding that this does not constitute a unique trait in this society*s penchant for using the
rhetoric of honor it is sl uselul in explaining these magnales® reasoning for entering, into
litigations or feuds even with institutions seemingly more powerful than themselves,

During the fourteenth century, the local magnates of 'rujillo continued to hold on (o their
privileged status and honor against the attempts of ambitious monarchs and monks (o consolidate
royal control and to exploit the communal lands they were protecting for their kin and fellow
citizens. Their coneeptions of honor, tied to their lands and possessions, s well as their
commitment to the communitarian system of land use stand out in the documentation of their
conflicts. [t also goes a long way 1o explain their preoccupation with even economically-poor
Jands, and their willingness to petition and even [ight the supposed highest power in the kingdom
and his representatives for control of lands that they were unable to [ully utilize and regulate. 1t
is because these magnates attached their honor as an extension of their individual identity —and
more broadly the identity of their lincage and social group —to their lands that they felt so
compelled to confront these powerful institutions for lands with arguably little cconomic worth,
The language of honor, while dominating the actions of institutions controlled by these

“ Scott K, Taylor, fHonor and Violence in Ciolden Age Spain, (New Haven: Yale University Press, 2008) .

6.
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magnates, Is overshadowed in the documents of the monastery by economic znd financizi

concerns. These differences ; 2 o S e wu s p
cesinthe ideological importance of land are most vividly displz 22 =

the conflicts that occurred between the council of Trujillo and the Monastery of Guadziupe in

1394 and 1417.
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Chapter 2
Land, Honor, and the Council of Trujillo

The council of Trujillo often entered into litigation over jurisdiction and property rights
to protect its interests and the traditional communitarian system of land use. The council not only
fought with other neighboring institutions like the Monastery of Guadalupe, but also fought
against opportunistic landowners who saw the generalized instability of the fourteenth century as
an opportunity to expand their lands at the expense of arguably little-used conciliar lands. These
opportunists came from every level of the society, but many were members of the magnate
lineages as well. These occurrences are not at all exclusive to Extremadura in the fourteenth
century, and were even archetypical in Castilian literature such as the Ailagros de Nuestra
Sefiora, which was written a century earlier in Northern Castile.” However, what is particularly
interesting is the importance of the lands in question, especially when these families began
selling their other holdings only a decade later to the Monastery of Guadalupe. Likewise. the
way they connected their honor to the boundaries of their lands is instrumental in understanding
why the council was unable to successfully settle disputes over land. Even if the defendants
received the approval of the judge, his delineation of the boundaries was often different from
what the council or the landowner would consider acceptable. Such a deviation was considered a
slight to their honor and required the arbitration of the monarch. The failure of the council to
consistently resolve these issues because of the magnates’ insistence on protecting their honor,
confirmed the crown’s notion that the council was not the best institution to promote the
resettlement of this area.

In March of 1353, Pedro | of Castile entrusted Gonzalo Fernandez Aifiasco (a somewhat

3% Gonzalo de Berceo, Milagros de Nuestra Seiiora. ¢. 1250; c.f. Ruiz, From Heaven to Earth. 71.
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prominent citizen of Trujillo and a member ol'one of its three main noble lineages) to hold
‘l A L] A - ™ . .. . e . - . . e L]
InQquests into the matter of Misappropriated conciliar lands with the permission of Trujillo's

il.Y? Se 1 a ~ . » .
council.” These inquests began with Gonzalo Fernandez sending out the sherilf (a/guacil), Pere

Anes. and his kinsmen, Domingo Gil and Diego Garcia, to the scene to investigate the

boundaries in question. After the parties, that is the representative of the council and the

representative of those who were charged with misappropriating conciliar land, had presented

witnesses (festigos) to back their claims, Fernandez would consult with “good men, wise in law

(savidores en derecho)™ and pronounce his

-
ruling. He would then have the boundaries Table 1: Inquest

) . Outcomes
separating the conciliar land from the '
defendants’ land recorded and announced to

the two parties. Although it is unclear how ® Someone

Dissatisfied
guilty the Trujillanos in these litigations m All satisfied
were of actually misappropriating conciliar
land as their own, it is clear that both parties
had very particular expectations for the Figure 4: Satisfaction Rates of 1353 Inquests

outcome of the inquest, and Gonzalo Fernandez often ruled outside that expectation.

Gonzalo Fernandez had a clear preference for those who were being charged with
misappropriations —-many of whom were members of his lineage group —revealed by Fernandez’s
approval of their claim in 84% (16 of 19) of the cases. However, his decision was rejected by

either one or both of the litigants the majority of the time (68%, 13 of 19). Surprisingly, more

3 AMT. Leg 1.1 N° 30 Fols. 89v-92r; in Ma. de los Angeles Sanchez Rubio, Documentacion Medieval:
Archivo Municipal de Trujillo (1256-1516) (Caceres: Institucion Cultural “El Brocense,” Excma.
Diputacion Provincial de Caceres, 1992), 35-36. ‘
¥ AMT. Leg 1.1 N° 9 Fols. 25r-26r; in Sanchez Rubio, Documentacion Medieval, 37.
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than halt o' the ime (58%, 11 of 19) the winning litigant was displeased with the decision.

usually citing their besmirched honor and intention to petition the monarch because the boundary
marked by Gonzalo Fernandez was prejudicial. In most of these cases. the aggravated winner
was a member of Fernandez's lineage and perhaps expected a better deal from their relative.
Regardless of the reality of ownership, both the council and the defendants attached their honor
to the exact boundaries of what they perceived to be their lands.

In one inquest. which occurred on April 23, 1353, Gonzalo Blazquez. a citizen of Trujillo
and a member of the Bejarano lineage closely linked to that of Gonzalo Fernandez, argued
against the claims of the council on behalf of his mother Maria Alfonso. the widow of Blasco
Blazquez. Gonzalo Blazquez argued that this keredad had belonged to his maternal grandfather
and had been passed to his mother, being held by their family “peacefully without intervention
from the said council . . . for more than fifty years.”® In this way. he argued ~by the town
charter. the law, and order of the King, that even if it had belonged to the aforesaid council. it
had lost it because of time [that had passed without use].” ** This legal tradition of presura. an
old custom in Castile, was readily used by anyone from savvy peasant families to fabulously
wealthy nobles in order to expand their properties into “unused” land. David Vasseberg argues
that the right of presura generally “favored the development of small property owners.™" In
general this legal and customary tradition was often favored by the monarchy and local
governments, given its potential in aiding the resettlement and development of lands after their

reconquest. Allowing these lands to be transferred to people who used them not only increased

the area’s production, but also aided in taming it with a denser population in the countryside.

** 1bid. “en paz e en faz del dicho concejo . . . avie mas de cinquenia anos que lo tovieran”™

“ Ibid. “segun fuero e derecho e ordenamiento del rey, que qunque sydo fuese del dicho concejo. que lo
aviu perdido por tienpo”

41 Vasseberg. Land and Society.121.
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Trujillo’s relatively recent reconquest, as well as its location in a geographically mountainous
area. left the fermino with plenty of open and empty land in need of settlers in the mid-fourteenth
century. However. some lands such as particular woodlands (montes) were particularly important

to the community. such that official favored the councils retention of these lands for use by all

citizens.
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Figure 5: Map of Trujillo's District
In Carmen Fernandez-Daza Alvear. La Ciudad de Trujillo y su Tierra en la Baja Edad Media. Madrid:

Universidad Complutense, 1991. 76.

Indeed, in this case Gonzalo Fernandez ruled in favor of the council and against Gonzalo
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Blazquez and his widowed mother Maria Alfonso. Although Blazquez was a member of the
Bejarano lineage —which was closely allied with the Afascos against the Altamiranos —his
Ninship ties and legal arguments were not enough to persuade Fernandez to cede the
community 's rights to this valuable commodity. However, this was not to be the last of the
matter, and Gonzalo Blazquez “said . . . that he took [the sentence] as an offense to his honor
(agravio) and he petitioned . . . the aforesaid notaries that [they] give him a copy of it to present
to .. . the King and seek his arbitration in the matter.”™ Similarly, the council’s representative
(personero). Blasco Sanchez de Solana —a member of the Afiasco lineage —asked the notaries for
a copy to “"guard the rights of the said council.”™? In this way, Gonzalo Blazquez reveals the way
the majority (13. 68%) of magnates in these cases chose to use the rhetoric of honor. The case of
Gonzalo Blazquez is also interesting because four years later he sold two-thirds of his family’s
dehesa of Las Abiertas —near La Zarza —to a Jewish family. His nephews and nieces, likewise
sold many of their lands in Madrigalejo and El Toril to the Monastery of Guadalupe, indicating
the financial difficulty of this family and inability to continue maintaining and using their
lands.* Regardless of the economic decline this family was likely facing just after the
devastation of the plague in 1349; in 1353 they still fought to maintain the boundaries of these
lands and intended to petition the monarch. The most convincing explanation for this mentality is
their connection of honor with maintaining one’s patrimony against conceivably illicit seizures.
The magnate’s attribution of honor with the preservation of patrimony is similarly

illustrated in a sixteenth century chronicle from Trujillo that records events of the fourteenth

2 AMT. Leg 1.1 N° 10 Fols. 26v-28r; in Sanchez Rubio, Documentacion Medieval, 39.

“que lo tomava en agravio e que pedia a nos los dichos escrivanos que le diesemos dello testimonio para
lo mostrar a nuestro senor el rey e pedille merced sobrello”

3 \bid. “guarda del derecho del dicho concejo”

¥ Cerro Herranz. Documentacion del Monasterio de Guadalupe: Siglo XIV, 84, 113, 116. See Blasco
Blazquez Family Tree and Fernand Blazquez Bote Family Tree in Appendix 2 below.
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century. Theauthor, Dieyo de | linojosa (a resident of Frujillo born in 1489 10 a prominent

amily wi wde-ranvine sociol o . - o . .
family with wide-ranging social connections but limited financial means) records the beginnings

ol one of the many blood-feudsy (handosy that plagued Trujillo in the aftermath of a land

transaction gone wrong, | amilial honor was the main casualty. Pascual Gil de Cervantes, the
head of a prominent family of the Bejarano lincage, had a nephew that he was supporting
through legal training  probably at the university in Salamanca. This nephew, however, wanted
to sell some of the land Cervantes had given him in his seredad back to his uncle, Cervantes
reluctantly agreed, but for a price that was 0o low for the nephew, who argued that he “could get
more for it and so more he [Cervantes) ought to give.”” Cervantes was insulled that his nephew
implied he had been trying to sell it to others (ulmonedando) and dared him to ry to sell it to
someone else, as it was part of his own feredad. Indeed, he sold it to Hernando Alonso de
Orellana, Lord of Orellana la Vieja, not only selling the property outside the family and the
lineage group, but selling it to the Bejarano’s most bitter rivals, the Altamiranos. Orellana sent a
number of retainers, (escuderos) with notaries in tow, to take possession of the property, who
were pushed off the land by Cervantes’s retainers. Secking revenge, the retainers of Orellana
killed a son of Cervantes on his way to the grammar school in town, launching —according to this
chronicler —the first of the handos in Trujillo, each side avenging themselves against the other

with escalating violence. The root of this blood-feud was the perceived illicit transfer of familial

patrimony to an outsider or rival that affronted the honor of the family and lineage.

* Diego Hinojosa, Cronicas Trujillanas 20.
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Gonzalo Fernandez was also entrusted by the monarch and the council with the power to

grant communal lands to the villages and hamlets within the district of Trujillo. On June 10,
1353, he granted an ejido to the village of Cafamero, located on the western edge of Trujillo’s
district. In his study on land in sixteenth-century Castile, Vassberg describes the gjido as a “multi-
purpose piece of land that could serve as pasture . . . as a threshing floor, as a garbage dump, for
loafing, and as a keeping-place for stray animals.”™® For the council, granting a public ejido for
the use of its citizens and the residents of subject villages within the district was expected to
attract settlers to the under-populated area and assist in the economic development and
resettlement of these places that had been previously ravaged by constant warfare. The document
states that the ¢fido was being granted “through the honor of the said council [of Trujillo] so that
the said place of Cafiamero might be better populated and so that those who already live or will
come to live hence forward might be able to water and pasture [their flocks].™ Residents of the

village of Cafiamero, as citizens of Trujillo, could expect to use this land year-round for

“ Vasseberg, Land and Society, 27. _ i
7 Documentacion Trujillo, 48. “pro e onra del dicho concejo porque el dicho lugar de Canamero sea

mejor poblado e los que agora y moran o venieren morar de aqui adelante puedan y bevir e pascer”
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athering firewood. hunting el :
g.uh:. £ 12, and fishing, as wel] as to have access to the other communal lands

2 -:. .\\‘ " v \‘\ - s - . . . g
and natural resources throughout the district.™ The regidores of the council had a number of

ivations for pers : ailie . ;
motivations for personal and tamilial gaIn n granting the ¢jido —since as a communal property

they would have greater possibilities to exploit it without needing to purchase it —but the

itional ideology of ¢ - _ - .
traditions 2} ommunitarian land use and the connection of land with honor remained

at the foretront. The honor of the council and its members was tied to the land that became the
¢jido of Caiamero as part of the council’s growing patrimony, just as the magnate’s own lands
and patrimony were tied to the honor of the individual and the lineage. As their representative
institution, the council’s honor —and thus the lands of the council —was also highly important to
the magnates when challenged by outside institutions, such as the Monastery of Guadalupe in the
latter part of the fourteenth century and the Mesta (an administrative body representing the
transhumant herders of Castile) in the fifteenth century. *°

Castiliaq monarchs had a long history of leaning on this practice of granting rights and
privileges through fueros (town charters) in order to attract settlers to newly reconquered areas.*
For Extremadura —especially the region of Trujillo —this system was only minimally successful
because of subsequent conquests in the much richer region of Andalucia, which held a greater
attraction to settlers who bypassed the depopulated and wooded lands of Extremadura. These
examples of property disputes, ranging from litigation to blood fueds, among the magnates of
Trujillo reveal the underlying issues of a system that was reliant on an institution (the council)
whose members became accustomed to a certain degree of autonomy under previously distracted

monarchs. As a result of the magnate’s oligarchical control of the council, conciliar lands often

*® Ibid. “aprovechar en todo tienpo de la lande e madera e lena e cortido a caca e pescado e aguas e aves

e venaciones de todo el dicho exido”
¥ Vasseberg, .
* [bid.. 20.
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became monopolized by their familics and retainers, much (o the general discontent of the rest of
! i’ i ili L [

the populace.™ The council’s inability 1o successlully restrain the local magnate families -since

they. or their retainers, held almost al| of'its offices —and bring stability and scutlers to this

frontier likely prompted the monarchy to look to a more promising institution with a somewhat

different attitude towards land rights. The promotion of such an institution that was allied more

closely with the monarchy was intended to be a loss of power for the council, checking the

magnates that controlled it. In addition it would be a general economic and social benefit for the

region where the older institutions had lukewarm results.

5! Fernandez-Daza Alvear, La Ciudad de Trujiflo, 171.
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Figure 7: The Virgin of Guadalupe
to Caceres. where he found that his son had just In Antonio C. Flonano, £7 Moenaxierio de
Gradaie. Madnd: Everest, 197761
died. The Virgin pertormed her first miracle by

resurrecting the child. and all of Caceres was astonished.™ With the help of the cin efficials

2 Thousht to be either Alfonso X —the commisioner of the Cantigas de Santa Maria —or his great-grandson
.-\lf-on::o N1, who atributed his victon in the Battle of the Rinver Saladoe to the vingin and was its first real
roval supporter. Seet Schasridn Ganva “El Real Santuanoe de Santa Mana de Guadalupe en el Primer
Siglo de su Historia.” Revista Jo Estadios Evremoos 37,00, 12001% 339

R Sehastian Garcia “El Real Santuario de Santa Maria de Guadalupe.” Jo0-303.
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Battle of the River Salado in 1340.% | 1326. the chureh of Guadalupe received a benefaction

(hat gave an indulgence to pilgrims Boing to Guadalupe from the pope in Avignon, which depicts

the church as flourishing and already attracting a number of pilgrims. However, by 1335 a letter

from Benedict XI1 described the church as in danger of collapse and in a grave position as a

result of battles between the diocese of Plasencia and the archdiocese of Toledo for jurisdiction

over the church.> With the great pilgrimage center of Santiago de Compostela becoming
increasingly more difficult for pilgrims to access due to popular revolts in Galicia, Guadalupe
seemed a way to rejuvenate the archdiocese by claiming it under the ecclesiastical jurisdiction of
their subject diocese, Plasencia. It is through the cardinal Pedro Gomez Barroso that Alfonso
XI’s attentions were turned firmly to Guadalupe, and in December 1337, the king ordered that
the monastery and the town be given a district taken from those of Trujillo and Talavera at the
cardinal’s request.”® After Alfonso stepped in, the monastery regularly received royal privileges
aimed at spurring the growth and development of the pilgrimage center and their growing
tivestock enterprise.

Once the monastery had become firmly established with the help of Alfonso X, its

* Peter Linehan, “The Beginnings of Santa Maria de Guadalupe and the Direction of Fourteenth-Century
Caslile,” The Jowurnal of Ecclesiastical History 36, no. 2 (1985): 284-304.

* Linehan, “The Beginnings of Santa Maria de Guadalupe,” 295-296. .

% Sanchez Rubio, Documentacion del Monasterio de Guadalupe siglo X1V, 1. ¢.f. Linehan, “The

Beginnings of Santa Maria de Guadalupe,” 290.
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second prior. Toribio Fernange, de Men

i, avid) Rt :
o Y purchased fands in (he neighboring districts of
Talavera and Trujillo to exp

and the mongy
dslery'e o . i
Y's cconomic base, ‘[ he lands bought in the district
0|“|'ru_;|llo wWere

the most numeroye
Quy and ¢ e . .
ranged from entire villages and their surrounding lands
1o small vineyards and orchards,

57 <4~
Ihc monyste ale
astery also purchased mills and houses in addition to
agricultural land. A large portion of the best lands of the monastery we W
stery were acquired throug

i nd the m ; .
donations, 4 onastery acquired most of js wealth in that way in addition 1o its royal

privileges and exemptions. Nevertheless, under the priorate of Toribio Fernandez, the monastery
purchased —or otherwise obtained

~thirty-two properties, with more than half (62.5%) of those

properties being purchased in the decade from 1360-1369

The upsurge in purchases resulted from g privilege granted by Pedro I to the monastery,

which allowed the monks to purchase as much land as they could within the districts of Talavera

and Trujillo for sixty-thousand maravedis (Spanish silver currency). Without this privilege, it

would have been considered illegal, according to the “order of the courts (cortes de Castilla) and

43 58 - - £ A
the monarchs,”*® for monasteries to alienate land from neighboring cities under royal jurisdiction

(realengo). This royal privilege assisted in consolidating the economic base that the monastery
had begun to build in the preceding decades through isolated purchases and donations.® In
addition, this privilege also granted the monastery the tax revenue from and the enactment of

justice on those who lived and worked on the lands they purchased.® Even more telling is the

* Perez de Tudela, “Guadalupe y Trujillo,” 329-330.

% Sanchez Rubio, Documentacion del Monasterio de Guadalupe siglo XIV, 76. See also Perez de Tudela,
“Guadalupe y Trujillo,” 343. “por quanto segunt ordenamiento de cortes e de los reyes onde yo vengo las
eglesisas nin las ordenes de mios regnos non puden aver heredat ninguna en el mio rengalengo sin
licencia.” 5 .

* Luis Vicente Diaz Martin, “La Consolidacion de Guadalupe Bajo Pedro 1, in En La Espafia Medieval, 2
(1982): 315-36. . .

® Sanchez Rubio, Documentacion del Monasterio de Guadalupe siglo X1V, 76. “e que las heredades que
assi conpraren para la dicha eglesia que los vezinos que y moraren e fo.?‘ P?ChOS e derechos que ovieren a
mi pechar, que os den a la dicha eglesia e non a otra parfe e que la justicia de los que moraren en las
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jetter sent by Enrique 11 (1369-1379) i, 1366 confirming 5 Privilege granted by Alf; X1 that
! Alfonso a
the lands of the monastery were to be Protected by the neighboring councils o: Trujillo and
ru
Talavera from their citizens® desire 1 use them communally.*' |n effect. this privilige opted out
the Monastery of Guadalupe from the traditionag] System of communal use and supported their

pretentions to privatize access to their lands, These purchases and privileges dered
engendere

conflicts with the citizens of Trujllo especially, who were losing their local revenues, and they

retaliated against the monastery by charging fines and seizing monastic herds as payment for the

use of lands in Trujillo’s.

Although the monastery’s lay neighbors, as will is discussed in the succeeding chapter,
were a source of harassment and conflict, they were not alone, and the monastery’s increasing
wealth from their livestock enterprise and pilgrims again caught the attention of their
ecclesiastical neighbors. The bishops of Santiago de Compostela, Plasencia, and Toledo were
again enticed by the potential riches that the monastery could bring if it was brought under the
jurisdiction of their episcopal sees during the reign of Pedro 1. However, the bishop of
Plasencia was by far the most vio]ent' and persistent in his attempts to incorporate the monastery
of Guadalupe. On one occasion in July of 1350, he even went with a large number of armed men
to take control of the monastery, but after not finding Toribio Fernandez —who was with the king
in Seville —he sacked its sacristy and took five hundred maravedis (Castilian silver currency).%?

Pedro I, whose reign was plagued by tumultuous relationships with Castilian bishops and the

papacy, came to the rescue of the monastery. After the king intervened firmly on the monastery’s

dichas heredades que sea de la dicha eglesia.”
* Ibid., 119. ) . L
* Linehan, “The Beginnings of Santa Maria de Guadalupe,” 295-296. and Diaz Martin, “La Consolidacion

63de Guadalupe Bajo Pedro 1,” 320-36. ) » 320
Diaz Martin, “La Consolidacién de Guadalupe Bajo Pedro 1.” 320.

37



pehalll, the bishop of Plasencia attempled 1 BO over his heyg
cad and apneale
arguing that the monastery should at Jeqq ity ity d’nd appealed 1o Pope C lement V.
s income ) _
(his attront. insisting that the monastery yag under direct royal "f;lrm. to the papacy . Pedro met
al palronage ¢ " ;
any bishop o the papacy. He even sent letters 1o Trujillo, Caceres :EIL :nd .
» Laceres. and Talavera in 1352,

- _. 1 r i

insisting that they protect the monastery and its prior from the villainc Jesi g s
aous ecclesiastics.” Once

pedro | had dealt with the

competing ecclesiastical powers and

solidified the Monastery of Sellers to Monastery

Guadalupe under royal jurisdiction
Most Likely
Afiasco, 7,13%
and patronage, the monastery was .
Bejarano/
. 3 Afasco, 4,
acain able to continue its pattern of 8%

economic growth.
The monastery bought land

within the eastern and southeastern

i f the district of Trujill
portions © 1110, ARasco, 18,

36%
which bordered the lands already

under the monastery’s jurisdiction.

Figure 8: Seller to Monastery Familial Distribution
The majority of the lands purchased
by the monastery were purchased from families of the Afiasco and Bejarano lineages. who were

the beneficiaries of lands in this area of Trujillo’s district after the reconquest.* Although

devotion would have likely played a part in these transactions, the devotion of the sellers to the

* Sanchez Rubio, Documentacion del Monasterio de Guadalupe siglo X1V.36-37. and Diaz Martin. “La

. Consolidacién de Guadalupe Bajo Pedro I.” 320.
* Fenandez-Daza Alvear, La Ciudad de Trigillo, 168.
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= s |

|;.;cus.~:cd in the previous chapters, i[ i yw naking the
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religious houses '\\"Cl"C’ o!l‘e‘n ina \belter Posilion (g Pro\g,;%esw that a lack of liquid currency. which
would act m a‘wqy .:’f) dlll‘erem from what can pe el\'pccte(,i ‘t\"as the reason why these families
These t;lmlh‘?b —par llCll.lal ly the Adascos —would have !ii ] f‘()m the patterns described carlier.”
glack Dcall] in that t_helr largt; landholdings would hay 1:3} OEEl ﬂffected economically by the
work effectively during the aftermath o € been more difficult to maintain and

f the epi :

: . pidemic. Many

g e wh : £ y or ]

sinor orphans, or mart ied children of recently deceased parenlsﬂzﬁlf: lll-irslwzfe dlh‘:},mdo“’ss
s IKely died of plague,

Jeaving their c‘hildren wi-t]? few liquid fesources. These cir
willingness of these families to sell lands in thejy patl_imo:UItTlSlEnces also explain the
eligious Of prestlglou.s motr_vat:ons. Itis through the dire s)irtu0 tl' S, wlt'h' e cIearer_
illingness to sell their patrimony to an outside institution, w;iltllzti :Ii;hr‘l?epifirsl Itl)es “;ff:‘ thelr
enefits.

By the end of the fourteenth century and wih the early support of the monarchs Alfonso

x1 and Pedro 1, as well as with the continued favor of their successors, the monastery became

one of the most powerful and visited shrines on the peninsula. It had also turned its royal
privileges into a territorial empire, purchasing lands that had mostly been within the district of
Trujillo. The monastery used the economic foundation of rents and pastures to support their
booming livestock enterprise which, in addition to regular donations and income from pilgrims,
provided the monks with everything they needed to prosper. They looked at their properties in a
much more restrictive way than the council had. The early priors of the monastery —especial ly
Toribio Fernandez de Mena —obtained royal privileges that guaranteed private access to their
lands in addition to the taxes of people who lived and worked on their lands. These privileges
show the beginning of the monarchy’s intent to shift the way land was used and accessed in this
rugged region, while also giving the monastery seigneurial powers in these lands at the expense

of the council of Trujillo and the magnates who controlled it. For the monastery, ownership

® Warren Brown, “Charters as Weapons: On the Role Played by Early Medieval Dispute Records in the

Disputes they Record,” in Journal of Medieval History, 28. (2002). 247. .
" Jonathan Rj ley-Smitl;, ~Early Crusaders to the East and the Cost of Crusadmg. 1095-1 ;30, 6‘11n17;'r_e
Crusades: The Essential Readings, ed. by Thomas F. Madden (Oxford: Blackwell, 2002). 164-165.
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The Patrimony of the Monastery th
» the Loss of the Counci
uncil?

storians h

i ave viewed the pr
aany i growth of the Monastery into the district of Trujill
Lol Truyyillo as

. .;um;ountable wave of royally-backed, abbatial colonization 68 Howe
5 - Ver, previous

. F the extent to which i
rstandings of th these conflicts were losses for Trujilio hay k
ander ¢ not taken into

. ideological achievements of the counci and th
ount the' ! the magnates wh :
socau vho controlled it. Even
en the monastery received the economic advantages and protections it sought most in it
inits

W I

pirations with the council, it still had to operate under the communitarian system, foregoing

it oyal privileges to reach an enforceable compromise. The triumph of the council’s ideology
of land US€ is important in understanding the central position of the traditional communitarian
¢ of 1and. not only in Extremadura but in the rest of medieva] and early modern Spain.
Likewise, it further reveals the relative inability of Castilian monarchs to back the monastery in
more than writing, especially during the often weak reigns of the early Trastamara monarchs.¢®

The persistence of the conciliar ideology is exemplified in the arbitrations of 1394 and 1417

which resulted from the earlier conflicts between the monastery and the council.

*See: Perez de Tudela, “Guadalupe y Truyjillo,” 329-330. Perez de Tudela, “Pleitos Entre Guadalupe y
Trujillo por la Aldea de Valdepalacios,” 537—48.

*When Enrique II of Trastamara overthrew his half-brother Pedro I, he initiated a new ruling dynasty in
Castile —and later Aragon —known as the Trastamaras. Many of these early monarchs were faced with the
repercussions of Enrique 11°s choice to reward the nobles that supported him against Pedro 1 with
$enerous grants decentralizing the power of the monarchy that was often controlled by powerful nobles
Sueh as Alvaro de Luna (1388-1453) and Juan Pacheco (1419-1474). Interestingly. both Alvaro de Luna
0d Juan Pacheco were granted the city of Trujillo as a lordship but neither could effectively control the
[uly city that fought against its subjugation to a lord, protecting the patrimony of the monarch. See

tmandez-Daza Alvear, La Ciudad de Trujilio.
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monastery, these conflicts came to a FL,,ure 9: Epitaph ofJuana Sanchez de Trujillo

The epitaph of Juana Sanchez de Trujillo. Lady of

head during two arbitrations. These Valdepalacios. whose husband is claimed to be the
inspiration for Cervantes™ Don Quijote. located bellow
arbitrations were sparked by alleged the choir of the monastery church of Guadalupe.
in L. G. Hortigon. Don Quijote en Guadalupe.S.1.: The
hostilities committed by Trujillanos author, 1996. 13.

against the Monastery of Guadalupe and were centered around the monastery’s land. and the

village of Valdepalacios, in particular.” Valdepalacios was particularly important among the vast

holdings of the monastery within the district of Trujillo because it consisted of an entire village

. ' i istrict that was
and ~according to charters held by the monastery —it was the only place in the district that

_ : fits of tax
donated to the monastery as a fief (sefiorio). entitling the monastery to the bene

e . ine that belonged
nie hostility alluded to in the arbitration of 1394 was the conﬁscancl:; t;g :ia {;u:m of swi
© Monastery. See AN, Clero Secular-Regular. carp- 398. doc
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- . Py and jurisdiction are most ¢leqr|
M lcanly exemplificd. B
! sth
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s Pprort of their case, Boyy arbitralions have
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) istorians, such as P b
_ribed by some histo ! erez de )
ot Jescribed BY udela, as 2 complete win for the Monastery

dalupe because of both ended in the Mmonastery receiving the cconomic benefits of
0

hip. However, understanding these conflicts in the broader context of the dynamics of
o

ot‘(]llﬂ
cilizens

hange and continuity characteristic of the fourteenth century rather than the growth of the
¢

snastery alone, the results of these arbitrations become more complicated
m .

The first arbitration was chiefly concerned with guaranteeing the council’s cooperation in
allowing the monastery to pasture its herds in the communal areas of its own lands, otherwise
reserved for those with vecino status. For the Trujillanos who committed the hostilities that

sparked the arbitrations, the monastery was a foreign landowner whose use of communal lands

incurred the customary fine. The monastery’s claim was supported with royal privileges, as well

% AHN, Clero Secular-Regular, carp. 394, doc. 2, and carp. 395, doc. 18. c.f. Sanchez Rubio.
Documentacion del Monasterio de Guadalupe siglo XIV, 60-63 and 134-136, The village was donaled by
Juana Sanchez de Trujillo, who inherited Valdepalacios from her father Gonzalo Sanchez de Trujillo. and
her husband Ruy Gonzalez Quijada. In return for the donation they would receive a certain amount of
money as well as tombs under the choir of the monastery church. L. G. Hortigon, a Spanish antiquarian.
argues that Ruy Gonzalez Quijada was Cervantes’ inspiration for Don Quijote. See L. G. Hortigdn. Don

Duijote en Guadalupe. S.1.: The author, 1996. .

This arbitration is also discussed by: Maria Isabel Perez de Tudela, “Pleitos Entre Guadalupe y Trujillo
porla Aldea de Valdepalacios,” Anuario de Estudios Medievales, no. 12 (1 982): 537-48.
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¢ ’ -ltcr 1l .(, . . ’ A 3
as a le et lrom Lnrigue 11§ of ¢ AN 1y Vb o) of rusiilles o i et 399, K 93

demanding their compliance.’”” At the « g% 5
p AV end of thes day, e arbitemting judyes 1onitie, \Aatus s of

Trugillo and Ferran Perer, the )
) res e mayor Gafealde y of « sundalugrs, (i nisussy \iacis sgdeses,

favoring the monastery s cawe, | hey explained thiat the s mmArsy biad grrmiesym Wy gredure s
herds “at the Ume of te montanera, in alf of the montes of the diadic of | rufillo, jad zs tie
citizens (vecines) of the aforesaid city [pasture theis berds), ™ § i emncil and the rmmery
agreed that the sentence would be incligible for appeal and parted with the e than the comnftic
had been resolved,

The swifiness of the arbitration and the judyes” deference v the saomastery i likely the
result of the expansion and consolidation of rayal pavier that was resurgent during the ceiyn of
Enrique (11 after a period of general decentralization,” With the threa of soya) povier. the
magnates of Trujillo felt less able 1 contend with the soyally-favored sumaery. It is 2l
noteworthy that in 1394, the monastery did not present a Jaim for jusisdictional sights oves the
residents of Valdepalacios and their oiher Vands, or atternpt 1 exclude the eitivens of Trufillo
from using them. Rather, the monastery advanced 4 much more modest claim focused on the
recognition of its right to use the lands it had purchawed or that vicre donated o it In effeat the
Monastery of Guadalupe requested 1o be granted the rights of citizenship (vecindad). Althouyh
the Jeronimite Order of friars had a privileged refationship with the monarchy from their
beginnings in 1373, their installation in Guadalupe fad tak.en place oply five years before the

1394 arbitration.”™ As a result, the friars were Jikely not yet a5 ambitinus, and at that point only

” AHN. Clero Secular-Regular. carp. 398, dac, 17, .f. Perez de Tudela. ~Pleitsrs bntre Guadalupe &
Trujillo por Ja Aldea de Valdepalacios.” 534 '
" AHN. Clero Secular-Regular. carp. 394, doc, 17. fal. 6 1. “pusedioyn trocr al flif:m{'ﬂf fa‘f la montanera en
trupillo assy comes Loy viosdnos de la dicha vitla,
vl Spain (Whaca: Cornell University Prews. 19%3), 537,
their Patrons and Succeswes, 13T3-1516.7 The Journal of

todas | los motnytte)s del terpming de rug
™ Joseph . (" Callaghan. A History of Medic
™ 1. R. L Highfield, *“The Jeronimites in Spain.

44



1-' \‘\“-’ \."-?l A——
desired reliet from vigilante Trujitlanos that were fining the monastery for using what they

considered to be their land.

1 ’i “RE E H i ad 3 = . . .
I'he background of the drbllrdlmg_judgcs is also important (o note when considering the

outcome in favor of the monastery. Each arbitrating judge ideally represented one litigant. Ferran

Perez —as the mayor (alcalde) of Guadalupe, and thus under the seigneurial jurisdiction of the

monastery —was likely to be the most sympathetic judge to represent the monastery. Toribio
Matheos. the judge representing the city, was a resident of Trujillo and a member of the city’s
extended Afiasco magnate lineage. As a magnate citizen of Trujillo, his allegiance to the council
seems unquestionable; however, his lineage and their allies, the Bejaranos, had close ties to the
monastery from an early date.” Although these webs of allegiances would have affected the
judge’s decision, it would be impossible to fully understand the individual’s actual preferences.
Nevertheless, this questionable association and potential preference for the monastery, as well as
the minority of the young Juan Il and decentralization of the Castilian monarchy that again

ensued, could explain the subsequent relapse of Trujillaros and the need for a second arbitration

in 1417.

Eeclesiastical History 34. no. 04 (1983): 513-533. |
" See above Chapter 3: The Growth of the Monastery and Its Royal and Local Connections.
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Figure 10: The First Folios of the 1394

ges dbisplay the shitt in ceremony fm,?] thicsi
These Pas and the much more formal and stylized 1|
arblnl-gtrlf)[:egular, carp. 398, doc. 17, fol. 1 r. and A
igﬁldoc. 11, fol. 1 1.

and 1417 Arbitrations
nuch more informal 1394

417 arbitration, AHN, Clero
HN, Clero Secular-Regular, carp.

i d the council met again two decades later to arbitrate their differences. Now
The friars an

kes were higher an(i the friars more ambitious in their claims. The conflict centered around
i:lain issues: 1) whether the residents of Valdepalacios were vassals and paid their taxes
;;pechrf:') to the city of Trujillo or to the Monastery of Guadalupe: 2) whether the monastery
one should be allowed to pasture its herds in the heredades and montes of Valdepalacios. and
ay other land owned by the monastery, or whether the land should be available to all citizens of

I «a; and 3) whether the
Tnjillo during the customarily communal times such as the monfanera; )

i nontes and dehesas
| dizens of Trujillo had a right to collect firewood, hunt, and fish in the s

»

3

. Clerg Secular«Regular, carp. 401, doc. 11. fol. 1 v.-2r.
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astens was hphting {or civil - O S
monasten ghting for civil and criminal jurisdiction of the land they had purchased in the
istrict of Trwdillo and 10 privatize necece
Jistr 1 privatize access to these lands and the economic products therein, such

s pastures. irewood, deer, fis N .
L er. fish. and acoms, The council of Trujillo, in contrast. was fighting

against the encroachments P
against 1 ments ol an ecclesiastical lord (@budengo) on their jurisdictional rights and
the traditional communitarian sysiem of lang lige "

Fray Martin de Xires, the legal representative of the monastery, supported his claims with

l‘O?‘3| privileges granting the monastery rights 1o freely pasture its livestock anywhere throughout
Castile and to receive the taxes of people who lived and worked on its lands.*® Pedro Martinez
and Diego Gonzalez de Torres, the legal representatives of the council of Trujillo, argued in
response that “the houses and the village of the aforesaid place of Valdepalacios may belong to
(the Monastery] but the citizens and residents {moradores) who reside and will reside in the

aforesaid place are vassals of Trujillo and not of the aforesaid prior and friars.”® Further, they

™ Defending the city from seigneurial or other outside encroachments was not a phenomenon known in
Trujillo alone and many cities fought against being granted to lords. such as Caceres Truyjillo’s neighbor.
or even against other powerful neighboring monasteries. See: Maria Isabel Alfonso Anton. “Oiia Contra
Frias o el Pleito de los Cien Testigos: Una Pesquisa en la Castilla del Siglo XI1I1.” Edad Media: Revista de
Historia. no. 3 (2000): 61-88.; Carmen Diez Herrera. “Un Ejemplo de Enfrentamiento Entre Dos
Instituciones de Poder Local: El Monasterio de Santo Toribio y la Villa de Potes en la Baja Edad Media.”
Castilia y el Mundo Feudal Homenaje al Profesor Julio Valdeon 3 (2009). 111-24.; José Maria Minguez
Fernandez. “La Resistencia Antisefiorial del Concejo de Caceres Durante el Siglo XV: Un Esquema Para
el Analisis de las Minorias Dirigentes de los Concejos.” NORBA. Revista de Arte, Geografia e Historia,
no. 1 (1980): 219-30.; José Manuel Nieto Soria. “Abadengo Episcopal y Realengo en Tiempos de
Alfonso XI de Castilla.” En La Espaiia Medieval. no. 4 (1984): 707-34.: Hipolito Rafael Oliva Herrer.
“Conflictos Antisefioriales en el Reino de Castilla a Finales de la Edad Media: Viejas Preguntas, ¢(Nuevas
Respuestas?” Historia. Instituciones. Doctumenios. no. 36 (2009): 313-31.; Juan lgna.i:io Ruiz de la Peda
Solar. “Las Ciudades de Sefiorio Eclesiastico y los Conflictos por el Control del Gobierno Local (1252-
1350)." In Conflictos Sociales, Politicos e Intelectuales en la Espania de los Siglos An YAV A1y
Semana de Estudios Medievales, Najera, del 4 al 8 de Agosto de 2{}03: 1 ]3--4?3. Instituto d‘c Esttld|o§ 3
Riojanos. 2004.: Teofilo Ruiz, *Voices of the Oppressed: Pcaszfnt Re*,j;lsu:ncc :n L:lh: Medieval Castile.
Castilla y ef Mundo Feudal Homendje al Profesor Julio Valdedn. 3 (:0[] }): 6.)—'?.‘.. - -

% AHN. Clero Secular-Regular, carp. 401. doc. 11. fol. 6 v. “fo qual dizen gluc) fes pterpenescen ¢ han de
aver por derecho. Et por p(rijvilegios giuc) dizen IHI'J'U) Hl’“‘_’” del RL_'.""I‘“U:"'F ekt g‘“f" ¢ ‘,h"’ R*‘ d;;:;
-‘W'Ob‘(so) e confirmados de nfuestjro seno(r) el Rey. Alluding to pnivileges in Bocumentacion de

“Mwms!erio de Guadalupe. 10-12 and 146-148. ey
AHN Clero Secular-Regular, carp. 401. doc. 11.fol. 6v-

wEt nos el dicho concejo allegamos ¢ degamos
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qreued that within memory _; ,

arg 7Y 1thad always been (he custom that the residents of Valdepalacios

id their taxes to the city of Trui; th

pa ¥ ol Trujillo and thy the council had always been in possession of the
- enact justlice i i 2

right 1o J ¢ 1n the village of Valdepalacios *? For the council of Trujillo and its

snates. the civil jurisdict;
mag Jurisdiction of lands coulq not be alienated through sale or purchase even

with broad royal privileges, because their town charter (fiero) prohibited it. Therefore, most

Trujillanos, like their Northern Castilian counterparts, did not equate land ownership with

seignorial jurisdiction, as had been the case in Castile before the mid-thirteenth century.®

In response to th ’ ; .
p € monastery’s second claim for restricted, private access of the dehesas

and montes on their lands, the council’s representatives argued that

the acorns (/ande) of the montes of the afore

id Fen .
the other Aer said heredad of Valdepalacios and of

1€ 0 'e-f{’ade.? that the aforesaid prior and friars and convent own in the
district of Trujillo or the waters and venison and fish and birds and all other

hunted [animals] in all of the aforesaid heredades that exist and will be, belong to

us the afgqresald council and to our citizens all communally since the settlement of
this city.

Once again, the council claimed the town charter (fuero) and the custom of their citizens from
the very settlement of the city in 1232 as their ultimate support. Accordingly, the citizens of
Trujillo shared in communal ownership —held and protected by the council on their behalf —of

the natural products of all lands, public or private, within the district. They further argued that:

q(uejpuesto g(ue) las casas e aldea del dicho lug(ar) de val de palacios sea suyo g(ue) los vezinos e
morador(e)s q(ue) mora(n) e moraren en (e)l dicho lugtajr q(ue) son vasallos de Trugillo e no del dicho
pirijor e frayles.” o '

52 AHN, Clero Secular-Regular, carp. 401, doc. 11, fol. 6 v. “lten g(ue) la justicia del dicho lug(a)r g(ue) es
de Trugillo e no(n) del dicho p(rijor e frayl(e)s nin nunca lo oviero(n) nin della usaron ellos ni sus
antecesor(e)s desde la poblaciofn) de la dicha villa aca ni lo podrian prova(r) antes nos el dicho concejo
tener ¢ poner justicia en (e)l dicho lug(ajr de todo sienpre aca el estar en tal posesion.’

¥ Ruiz, From Heaven to Earti, 73.

% AHN. Clero Secular-Regular, carp. 401, doc. 11, fol. 6 v. “allegamos q(ue) la lande de los montes q(ue)
son e;; la dicha heredar de Valdepalacios e en las ofras heredades qg(ue) (e)l dicho p(rijor e frayles e
convento tienen en t{erymino de Trugillo o(tro)s sy las aguas e venaon( 6’)5: ¢ pescados e casa e avesieaca
de todas las dischas heredades q(ue) era(i) e so(1) de nos el dicho concejo e de n(uest)ros vezinos todas
comunalme(n)te desde la poblacion desta villa”

48



when the lands and Zeredudeos we

‘ re divided j '
i on easonls ooty o ;l:.;dlmlt: land for knights (cavallerias) and
A atural products of th
¢ carth] were not

given Lo the owners of |the lands). only i b
; % Sl only the ar;
pllSlllI'C (]’U-"")) of the ﬂlOI’CSRid he,-",d“dt’s_ A rable farmland ”uhan_'\'j and the

Jands within the district of Trujillo belonged to the community and were available for every

citizen's Use.
Once the two sides had made known their intentions and the main points of contention.

the representatives of either side cross-examined each other.® They asked leading questions.

attempting to get the other to admit knowing that something had been customary or traditionally
done in 2 way that would prove their argument. In addition, witnesses were presented who were
fascinatingly well-read in law, having degrees in law (Jeyes) and decrees (decreros). and having
held important posts in the local government of Toledo —the site of the arbitration —and at the
royal court.®” Both sides went back and forth admitting things that were beneficial for the case of
the other. For example Diego Gonzalez de Torres admitted that “he had heard it said that the
aforesaid monastery had entered with . . . thirty pigs during the time of the montanera.” >

Likewise, Fray Martin de Xires admitted that the council had been enacting justice in

Valdepalacios, arresting criminals and enforcing the law.” On December 31. 1417. Fray Martin

¥ AHN, Clero Secular-Regular, carp. 401, doc. 11. fol. 6 v. “Et q(ue) gfuajndo se plarjtiero(n) las titejras
¢ heredades por cavallerias e por peonias q(ue) no(n) les fueron dadas a los senores dellas. Salvo las

lavores e el pasto de las dichas heredades™

“ AHN, Clero Secular-Regular, carp. 401, doc. 11. fol. _-40. : _ s
" AHN, Clero Secular-Regular, carp. 401. doc. |1. fol. 42 . ~Et luego los dichos jueces arbitr(os)

. 5 : j00s desto fuero(n) present(es) Ruy
arbit(ra)dor(e)s dixiero(n) q(ue) oya(n) lo g(ue) desia(n) testigo qlue) : 7
Lopes bachgllzzr en Iey({(z); gl(cal)]d(};) en Toledo et Goncalo Ferr(ande)s bachiller en decretos alcalid(e) de
la justicia en Toledo et Alfon(so) Gom(e)s de Sevilla e(scr)ivano del Rey para esto llamados
Especialme(n)t el.” . _ . . .

" AHN, Clefg)SZce:l;?—g!gggjII;f‘OI:)arp. 401. doc. 11, fol.39 r. ~dixo q(ue) oyo decir g(ue) el dicho monesterio
,ﬂq{ue) traya . . . treynta puercas en(e)l t(ie
AHN, Clero Secular-Regular, carp. 401,

n)po dela montanera

doc. 11. 01.39 v. ~p(er)o g(ue) oyo desir q(ue) de unos anos aca
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» Xires made his [inal petition [ i
de Petition for the councij 10 recognize the monastery as having the same

sohts as a citizen of Trujillo. Thi
rigl : Jitlo. This not only allowed the monastery to use the communal lands of

sir village of Valde i
their villag palacios, but also granted them the ability to “pasture all of their herds

freely in the aforesaid land and in all of the woodlands (imonfes) of Trujillo just as a vecino of

.. . %90 Th;
Trujillo would. " This was completely unacceptable to Pedro Martinez and Diego Gonzalez, the
representatives of the council, who argued that “the aforesaid monastery and convent was never
nor could possibly be a citizen (vecino) of the aforesaid city of Trujillo.”” The council took issue
with this blanket recognition that would allow the monastery to use all of the council’s
communal lands, denying that the monastery had ever had —and should ever have —such a
distinction.”? Although this point had been agreed upon in the arbitration of 1394 in the
monastery’s favor, the council and its representatives adamantly took issue with granting the
monastery the rights of citizenship.

The arbitrating judges Fernando Alvarez de Toledo, the Lord of Valdecorneja —a member
of an influential Toledo family with vast holdings across Extremadura —and Fray Bartolome de
Cordoba (who had a license in law and was a monk of Guadalupe) came to a compromise that

appeared to appease both parties. The council of Trujillo retained control of the civil jurisdiction,

taxation, and enactment of justice in Valdepalacios.” The monastery was again to be granted

q(ue) avian levado ala dicha villa de Trug(i)llo a estos om{e)s presos e aun q(ue) avia(n) enplazado a

algunas p(er)sonas del dicho lugar p(ar)a Trug(i)llo” _ _ , _ _
% AHN, Clero Secular-Regular, carp. 401, doc. 11, fol. 41 v. “al dicho concejo ¢ oficiales d(e) la dicha villa

que dexan usar e pacer c(on) todos sus ganados iibrcmer}t(e) aIFdicho_ con(jejo e monesterio en la dicha
t(ierra) e en todos los mo(n)tes de Trug(i)llo como a vesino de I‘rug(l)l.lo.-
" AHN, Clero Secular-Regular, carp. 401, doc. 11, fol. 41 .v.l“no(n) devian Enandar [ cosa alg(un)a de lo
pedido por el dicho frey Marti(n) de Xires por q(ua)luimzi dt']?iler(z{.f)l])l qiue)l dicho monesterio e co(n)ve(n)to
y i “o ser vesino de la dicha villa de Trug(1)llo |
QECJ’(LHBIEJ? 82?‘5 r:e::if]r;)rf)l:({f; lsa?, carp. 401, doc. 11. fol. 41 v."ni(n) de.via(n) usar ni{n) pacer con sus .
puercos ni(n) con otros sus ganados n(in) c{on) p(ar)te dellos en la t(ie)rra et mo(n)tes de Trug(i)llo ni(n)

c(on) p(ar)te dellos™

" AHN, Clero Secular-Regular, carp. 401, doc. 11, fol. 46 v.
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Spanish historian Marj X .
P i lsabelPorez de Tudela argues that this arbitration was a clear

win for the Monastery of Guadalupe, which “accomplished one of their most ardent desires. 10

. considered a citizen (vecino) of Trujillo. % ] .
be ¢ ) J1l0.™ Moreover, she argues that Fray Martin de Xires.

the representative of the monastery. used the monastery’s claim to the jurisdiction of

Valdepalacios to manipulate the arbitrating judges into granting them citizen status as a
compromise for the loss of their claim to the civil jurisdiction of Valdepalacios. However. what
is particularly striking is that the council and the local magnates retained their communitarian
rights —at least ideologically. The monastery was not granted private and exclusive ownership of
its lands as it had wished. but rather was forced to operate within the traditional communitarian
system. In order to incorporate the monastery. the arbitrating judges and the jurists they

consulted innovatively reformed the meaning of citizenship (vecindad) to allow for the

monastery to receive the economic benefits they desired while retaining the traditional sy stem.

It is surprising that not only in 1417 but also in the 1394 arbitration. the jurists and

arbitrating judges considered conferring citizenship to a collective entity such as a monasteny . |

|. doc. I, fol 40 v. e .
° pey Trujillo por la Aldea de Valdepalacios,” 538, el monasterio
c 1 11 i

os, al ser considerado vecino de rujillo.

" . -

_ AN, Clero Secular-Regular, carp. 4
Perez de Tudela, “*Pleitos Entre Guadalu
ha conseguido uno de sus mas ardientes dese
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pow of ne other instances where citizenship

N Was conce ol i v -
A% conceptualized in this way . since it appears to

appl cexclusively w indiv iduals who owned land i -
B And i the district and were granted recognition as a

" » council.™ When histors
wecino by the When historian Tamar Herzog describes s walization of
£ COT‘ICCP uahzalon

-+ nship based on sixteenth- and sev
citizenship and seventeenth-centun L
ntury sources, she speaks about it in its

application individuals alone. with no mention about its possible application to entities or
ication 0
-7 There P s ™, - e .
groups.” There is a need for turther research into the flexibility of the term vecino. and the

fascinating medieval counterpart of our modern debate over the classification of corporations as

people or citizens.”™

o iRy . 3 .
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Figure 11: A Modern Defiesa in Extremadura
From Grupo Chinato de Montana: hitp://grupochinatodemontana.blogspot.com
/2008/1 1/ruta-ciclista-de-la-dehesa.html

These arbitrations reveal the importance of communitarian land use in fourteenth-century
Extremadura and other parts of Castile. Prized natural resources within the most lucrative types

of land (i.e. acorns, dehesas) were fiercely defended by the council for communal use in the face

* Tamar Herzog Defining Nations: Inumigrants and Citizens in Earlv Modern Spain and Spanish America,

(New Haven: Yale University Press. 2003). 14-15. and 17-42.
" Ibid.
*In the United States this debate is centered in the 20!
Federal Elections Commission. which gave corporatons

2010 Supreme Court decision Citizens Unired v.
certain citizen rights (e.g. free speech).
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of increasing pressure to privatize access (g
§ 1€ vast holdings of the monastery. Although the

astery allegedly held roval priv ]
monastery ¢ Y oyal pi vileges that would enable it to carve out its own monastic fiel

, within istri ; .
(abadengo) the district of Trujillo, the traditional system prevailed in the minds of the

consulting jurists and arbitrating judges. This was a fact that Fray Martin de Xires, the

ery’s representativ \ :
monastery s rep ative, learned after a few months of arbitrating, His arguments clearly

shifted by January 1417 to work within the existing communitarian system by seeking citizen

status for the monastery in order to gain the economic benefits and protections it sought.

Councils, magnates, and villagers all fought for the communal system against a variety of

different groups well into the sixteenth century.

Historian David Vasseberg notes that, particularly in sixteenth-century Trujillo and
Extremadura, access to the prized acorns was guarded with fervor by local communities who
demanded equal and free access among the citizens.” In Castile, the communitarian system
retained its importance and impact on the local population even in places that were mostly
comprised of privately-owned land.'® That is not to say that because communal access was so
important, all land could be considered public —as Vasseberg rightfully argues —but rather that it

is the importance of communal access to certain natural resources and the protection of public

conciliar lands that was the essence of the communitarian system in Castile. "I This is seen in

fourteenth-century Extremadura through these litigations, which reveal the importance of

communal access to privately-owned land, the protection of the council’s patrimony against

invading lords, and a system that would supplant the council and the magnates, setting the

monastery in its place.

:ﬂVasseberg, Land and Society. 37-38.
tbid., 83-85.
" Ibid., 84.
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Conclusion

[ he council and the monastery. e i
wlery, ench with their respective ideologies of land use,

,cprc"""'“l an carlier and a later promotion of (e monarchy, Duving the carly days of
reconguest and resettlement in the thirteentl century, xtremudura's town councils were riviled
only by the military orders of Suntingo, Aleantars, and Calutrava,™ 1he mugnates that controlled
the local government reeeived little attention from Custilian monarchs, who were preoccupicd
with the expansion o their realms southward, They used their positions to give themselves, their
familics, and their retainers aceess o the extensive - and in the case of Trujillo, one of the largest
systems of - conciliar lands granted by the monarchy in order to entice settlers, However, the
way the magnates viewed land and the dynamics of their relutionships debilitated the council.
.and and patrimony. especially, were inseparably tied --as they were clsewhere in Medicval
Lurope —to the honor of the individual, the lincage, and even the council. The magnates were
extremely protective of their lands, misappropriated or not, if they believed they had rightful
claims to them. Thus, when disputes arose among the magnates and other citizens, the
functionaries of the council (being magnates themselves) were unable to successiully resolve
them. Their incessant feuding further complicated the council’s ability to maintain peace and

protect scttlers from bandits (golfines).

The inquests into the misappropriation of conciliar lands conducted in 1353 reveal the
incffectiveness of the council. As a result of the magnate’s association of land and patrimony
with their honor, the judge appointed by the council was unable (o effectively settle these
disputes. Even those who the judge ruled in favor of threatened to petition the monarch to soothe

"““The military orders (Santiago, Alcantara, and Calatrava) wore Hi"_'“"" lo other "‘_3“_1-‘-5“"5 m“i!"l'}‘ orders
like the Templars that combined the regular life of monasticism with military training, and knighthood. In
Spain these orders became fabulously wealthy and were gnrlccl. immense tracts of land throughout
Extremadura, where the three most famous orders had their origin in the reconquest,
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ged honor more

J— than half of the yjme i
» the time, Similarly | 1he

infamaous blood-feuds (handny)

. wid to have begun as the result of 4 nerco: )
Were oFa pereeived alicnation of familial patrimony to a member

-, pival lincage. Because the

magnates co
3 htrolled the offices of the council through their

.. or retainers, they were § .
ives or Y Were impotent 1o curb the violence they themselves were committing

relat
[ acking in 1t ability to settle disputes, protect jis properties, curb violence. and promote
.cttlement. the council of Trujillo lost the Support it once had from the monarchy. which sought
new ways of land use and a potentially more Prosperous institution to take control of the local
government of this rugged region in the king’s stead.

When the process of reconquest began to slow in the fourteenth century and monarchs
such as Alfonso XI and Pedro I attempted to consolidate royal authority and promote economic
development in their realms, the council no longer seemed to be the best institution to tackle the
monarchy’s wishes. However, the Monastery of Guadalupe, as the most visited pilgrimage site
on the Iberian Peninsula, seemed more likely to attract settlers and promote economic growth.
The secular priors of the monastery —especially Toribio Fernandez de Mena —were apt
petitioners and continued to focus the attention of the monarchy to its potential and defense
against ravenous bishops and vigilante citizens. These priors likely intended to promote a system
of land use and access that restricted public access to privately-owned lands, particularly the

monastery’s own, by gaining royal privileges that supported this aim. In this way. they attempted

to opt out of the traditional communitarian system promoted by the council and made their

monastery the sole beneficiary of its lands.

The priors early procured the royal privileges that were foundational for this shift in land

use during the reigns of Alfonso XI and Pedro I, and the monastery continued to have the

support of the new dynasty of Trastamara monarchs after the deposal and death of Pedro I in
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~49 However, the support of ; i
1369. pport of the layer was anemic, at best, because of the decentralization of

. chy’s power v A (iret T
(he monarchy’s power when the first Frastamara, Enrique I1. came to power. The influx of
* .

erful nobles vying for ¢ :
powert - ontrol of the monarch, as well as the precarious minorities resulting

from early deaths all contributed to the ineffectiveness of the monarch to enforce his privileges.
There were periods, such as the reign of Enrique 1] who fought to re-consolidate the power of

the monarchy, when the Monastery of Guadalupe could rely on the monarch’s threat to gain the

submission of the council of Trujillo. In the arbitration of 1394, through the combination of

arbitrating judges potentially preferential to the monastery and the threat of Enrique 111, the
monastery received the council’s assurance that they would protect their interests and access to
their lands from vigilante Trujillanos, who believed they were protecting their community’s
access to natural resources from intruding outsiders. Nevertheless, the council often had the
benefit of a weak or otherwise preoccupied monarch that allowed them to push back against the
encroachment of the monastery and retain their communitarian system.

By the beginning of the fifteenth century, the monastery —then under the influential
Jeronimite order of regular monks —attempted with greater boldness to claim their royal
privileges through their arbitration with the council of Trujillo in 1417. During the four-month
arbitration, the monastery’s representatives presented a case for the restriction of access to the
monastery’s lands to its workers alone and for the civil and criminal jurisdiction of their lands

—especially the village of Valdepalacios in Trujillo’s district. They defended their claims with

copies of the royal privileges they had received and through a donation charter that explicitly

- K *
gave it seigneurial jurisdiction over Valdepalacios. However, the council’s obstinate defense of

the communitarian system and its ju risdiction over lands within their district —wh ich fortuitously

coincided with the minority of Juan II, one of Castile’s weakest monarchs —kept the monastery

56
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tivul,

In the end, the monastepy s representa
S SCNALVE refieen : :
clocused theijr claims 1o the cconomic benelity

- oranting Guadalupe the privilepes of . )
ol gl l £es ol Cilizenship ang dropped their claims 1o the civil and
- 15 10 the civil an

_aimal jurisdiction and privatizag o
criminal ] l Aation ofits lands. Iy (his way, the monast Id1
: » e 1Islery would have access

o own lands without the fine charon g
o its ¢ ¢ charged 1o outsiders, along with necess 1o th tof Trujillo’s
255 1o the rest of Trujillo’s

public lands in the district. The arbitrating judges

monastery citizenship, and the council ret

agreed 1o this compromise, granted the
Ained its jurisdiction and most importantly the

itarian system upon which it was hac
communitariai Ch it was based. As g reg ‘the T inabili
sed. As a result of the I'rastamaras’ inability to

defend the privileges they granted to Guada]upc, the monaslery was forced (o find alternatives o

secure its livestock empire and economic growth.

It was by working within the traditional Communilarian system that the arbitrating judges
and the monastery came upon the fascinating and unique medieval concession of granting
citizenship to a corporate entity. The weakness of Castilian monarchs in the fourteenth century
prompted the monastery to shelve their claim to the royal privileges they had been granted and
work with the magnates in the system of land use that was not only the foundation of their local
sociéty, but congruent with the honor of their city, their lineage, and their individual identity. It
is precisely the political instability of the fourteenth century of crises that propelled these
different groups to grapple with opposing ideologies of fand use and experiment with innovative
constructs of citizenship. The conflicts between the magnates and monks of this rugged and
marginal region over political jurisdiction and the access of their respective shepherds to land

and natural resources reveal the dynamics of innovation and continuity that sprang from the anti-

seigneurial conflicts characteristic of periods of political and cultural change.
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‘ Appendiy |-

(.Iussar_\ of Terms
P e ‘_.“-Ic'ﬂd“"".' seigneurial Inrdship.
L oflense toone’s honor, a prejudiced de
" o castellan, castle manager.
] 1; judge. could also be similar 1o the m
L ..'_Jr: fortress. palace. or castle,
Iz: aisitlage
i sherntl.

L =
,-,p,u.-nfd”"": to auction off.

sdo~: popular name tor the blood-feuds which w ; . ’
jourteenth and fifteenth centuries. ¢re endemic to Trujillo throughout the thineenth
Camarero: chamberlain. royal butler ran the househol|q

mavores: greater offices of the town counci : .
deputies (ficles). ncil —compossed of eight councilmen (regidores) and

cision.

ayorofacity or 1oun.

(urgos
o

(Cargos menores: 2 number of other local officials that assisted th
and the enactment of justice.

(avallerias: measurement of land, originally denoted land meant to be distributed 1o knights or
horsemen.

Comersos: Jewish converts to Christianity.

 riados: dependents, sometimes servants.

Decretos: decrees.

Dehesas: woodland pasture.

Deudos: familiars. relatives.

Ejido: a multi-purpose public pasture meant for general use by the local population for gathering
stray animals, loafing, and dumping garbage.

Escorial, El': a Jeronimite monastery center of early modern Spanish court.

Escuderos: retainers.

Extremeriios: people from Extremadura.

Fieles: deputies who assisted the councilmen (regidores).

Foros: galician land contracts.

Fueros: town charters.

Golfines: bandits.

Heredad- land or other property owned and inherited from relatives.

Hermandades: urban militias.

Hidulgos: petty nobles.

Jamon serrano: Spanish ham.

Labores: arable farmland.

Lineage: a grouping of families connected by marriage blood or patronage bonds.

Leyes: laws.

Maravedis: Spanish silver currency. )

Mayordomo: comptroller, one of the lesser offices (cargos menores) of the town council.

Mesta: an administrative body representing the transhumant herders of Castile.

Montanera: time of year when the acorns of live oaks in the woodlands were harvested and used to

fatten out pigs before their slaughter.

e council in economic regulation
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VoY hilly woodlands.
i

Ullf'.l'lf”“
Vot \outh, young lad.
=" .
l'"”\“,' p.l"\fllrl.'.
pochar (o pay LaNes.
- measurement of k £ o
U = e eronmes wmd. originally denoted |,
pers T’ Jegal representative, solicitor and meant 16 be distri p
- Jegal and traditional practi : ributed 10 peasants,
- actice of acquiri
5 ' <
use over a certain period of time quIring ownership of land that
Z e awied ’ at was “unused’ though active
, rty owned direct] sed” though active
l"l"-_’["(]_\. prup«, rect y by lhc o .
puchlu: 2 1OWN- uncil, could include hoyses mont
Realengo: being directly unde d gages. and public land.
ccclesiastical lord.
geconquiista: the reconquest of territory in the south of
: 0

0 i P the Iberiz .
RL,L'“!;?; - g}f'{;z“lllnu]n?." n of the town council, often pr:me e Lo Mus"l'ims members
. e . three lincages Inent men in the ci "

;. e cily and always membe

- residents,

prostird

rroyal jurisdieyj
sdiction, as ¢ :
Pposed to under the jurisdiction of a lay or

Rypub!adm‘e.s‘: settlers.

Santiago Matamoros: St. James the Moor Kil|
Seriorio: & seigneurial fief, Heer
Termino. a jurisdictional district.

Testigos: witnesses of an act or instrument
Tryjilianos: people from Trujillo. '
Vecindad: local citizenship, granted by the council
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