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CHAPTER TWO

‘Not All the Orphans Rea]ly Are”

The Diversity of Seville’s Juvenile Charity Wards
cluring the Long Eig}lteenth Century

VALENTINA TixorF
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2.1. Bartolomé Esteban Murillo, Three Boys Playing DZ'[.E, c. 1670.
Source: Xanthe Brooke and Peter Cherry, Murillo:
Scenes of Childbood (London: Merrell, 2001), 122.
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Early modern Seville had earned considerable renown for its many
charitable institutions. By the mid-eighteenth century, these included a
variety of specifically juvenile institutions, several of which also became
well known far beyond this city on the Guadalquivir River. Through the
records of these juvenile institutions, we learn much about how individu-
als in this society both defined and made provisions for needy children,
and also about the identities of the young people and families who had
recourse to them. As Kathryn Lynch has pointed out, for too long histori-
ans of the family and historians of charity and philanthropy have worked
in separate spheres, as if their respective subjects had little to do with
one another,’ This case study of Seville spans that breach in one respect,
exploring children’s entrance into orphanages as an important, concrete
moment when these two historical fields intersect and one that moreover
illuminates the broader cultural context.

Like other contributions to this volume, this chapter explores the his-
tory of children and childhood, but it does so specifically through records
generated by orphanages. Although based on institutional records, this
study 1s not strictly speaking an institutional history; rather than chroni-
cling the origins and development of a city’s orphanages, it instead seeks
to rethink the identities of the children who resided in them and how
they came to be there. Even though individual children’s voices are often
difficult to detect at this juncture, their backgrounds and experiences—
and their diversity—are evident and often differ from what we might
infer from orphanage founders’ stated utentions and prescriptive poli-
cies. Thus, this study demonstrates that even when we do not have direct
a?ess to childrens volces, we need not rely solely on adults’ statemnents
about how children should be treated, nor should we despair of learping
anything more about actual children. For additional insight, we can also
fr:itfully look at children’s identities and experiences, even when gleaned
through words penned by others 10 this case, by public officials, insti-
tutional administrators, and relatives. This approach illuminates not only
young people’s history but also the Important roles that adults in various
positions played in shaping their experiences, both during children’s own
ifetimes and in the historical record.

This study therefore complements other approaches to children’s his-
tory, such as legal studies, examinations of philesophical and pedagogi-
cal thought. and even more traditional instimrional histories, all of which
improve our understanding of the intellectual and social structures related
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to children and childhood but which generally pay less attention to spe-
cific children’s lives. Though neither a quantitative analysis nor a detailed

icrohistory of a particular case, the approach employed in this chapter in
many ways resembles scholarship that has approacted the history of chil-
drém and youth through police and legal records—other archival sources
that likewise capture the reality of individual children’s experiences within
the social and cultural contexts in which they lived.

This chapter contends that orphanage populations hold important
potential for understanding the history of childhood not only because they
exiSted In many communities but also because they reveal connections
between children and the social and cultural settings in which they were
enmeshed. T Seville, at 1east, orphanage populations were less marginal-
ized than is often presumed. This chapter especially challenges two per-
ceptions about orphans: first, the common but often erroneous conflation

(~ of orphans and foundlings as children without families; and second, the

S

common perception that orphanages served only the “children of margin-
als.”* In reality, Seville’s orphanages accommodated a diverse population
“of voung people. This diversity was not represented in every institution,
however, as children from different family backgrounds entered different
rungs Within a hierarchy of insttutions. The diversity and social segrega-
tion of Seville’s orphanage population resulted in part from institutional
founders’ and administrators’ divergent objectives and the different popu-
lations that they targeted. But children’s families also shaped orphanage
populations. Althougﬁeﬂs_qg;@ages had originally been established
for destitute and parentless children, it was very common for relatives—
including parents—to tap the resources of these institutions, with the result
that orphanages accommodated large numbers of children who were only
half-orphans (children with one decease t), and some who were not
orm wa of orphans and also
o'fmthﬁﬁ ‘yf family §that strongly influenced
whether and v?h%rb&-pm—d{uar child was institutionalized.

Since the diversity of orphanage populations resulted from both
compliance with and violatons of prescriptive institutional policies, it is
important to examine both the institutional policies regarding the admis-
sion of children and the ways that families worked within and around these
guidelines. The discussion below, therefore, begins with a brief overview

of the different institutions in Seville and their official admission poli-
cies, followed by an examination of the ways that families interacted with
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institutions to secure places for children. It concludes with an assessment
of how these findings compare to other scholarship on orphanages and
the social and cultural history of early modern Spain. Ultimately, this case
study of the children and families who used Seville’s orphanages not only
turthers our understanding of children, families, and charity but also sheds
light on issues of gender and social stratificatign. Finally, it underscores
the importance of age as a category of analysis informing all these issues.
The scope of this study —encompassing not just one institution but all
the orphanages in Seville—is crucial in illuminating the diversity of the
city’s orphanages and the wards they accommodated. However, éxamin—
ing multiple institutions also complicates attempts ar quantification. Many
of the institutions discussed here left inconsistent and sporadic records
which are difficult to combine and summarize in reliable statistics. Indeed,
extant records at some institutions do not permit reliable quantiﬁcatior;
over time at all, and the problem is only compounded when one attempts
to aggregate statistics from multiple institutions. The extant documen-
tation is rich, though, in noting contemporaries’ policies, observations,
and actions. Although these cannot be easily summed up mathematically,
they do illustrate clear patterns in orphanage operations and thus figure
prominently in the analysis provided here. This qualitative evidence also
provides rare insight into the lives of the children and adults who lived in
worked at, and interacted with Seville’s orphanages. ,
"The chronological focus is the “long eighteenth century,” here defined
as the yEars 1681 t0 1831. Lhe year 1681 marks the establishment of the
rstot the four “new” orphanages founded in the late seventeenthand early
?ighteenth centuries; the end date marks the year of the long-awaited open-
g ot Seville’s general poorhouse (bospicio general), which thereafter absorbed
many of the functions of orphanages and fundamentally changed the ways S
in which charity was organized and distributed in Seville.s This chronologi-
cal scope also corresponds roughly with the last century and a half of both
Spain’s “Old Regime” social welfare system—largely dismantled during
the desamortizacign (nationalization of church property) in the 1830s—and
Spain’s role as an imperial power in the continental Americas.®

Seville's Orphana ges: History and Hierarchy

Although the literature on charity children in preindustrial Europe com-
monly lumps together foundlings and orphans, contemporaries viewed
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these children as very different populations and generally treated them as

such. As Brian Pullan has noted, “Although distinctions were sometimes

obscured by phrases such as the English *fatherless children,’” the aban-

doned were in principle different from orphans; for orphans had been sep-

arated from known and lawfully married parents by the death of a father

or mother or both.” Foundlings, by Eontrast, “lacked the identity and the
minimal security afford€d Dy known and honest parents, by stable resi-
dence, by a good reputation among neighbours.”” As a result, foundlings
and orphans were often housed in separate institutions. Pullan might have
referred to eighteenth-century Seville as a case in point, for in this city
there was one foundling home and six different orpEnages.

Seville’s foundling home took in babres and quickly dispatched them
to wet nurses.® In contrast, orphanages housed children who were much
older than foundlmgs when thiey entered Insticutional care (typically
“between the ages of six and fourteen) and retained them in-house and
| inder the direct tutelage of institutional officials considerably longer than
foundlings were: most orphans were not expected to leave institutional care
unti] their late teens or early twenties. Moreover, whereas the foundling
Home and its administrators assumed responsibility for nearly all infants
deposited to their care (most of whom had been anonymously abandoned),

orphanages did not automatically accommodate all the poor or orphaned
children of the city. In fact, they did not even accept all those children for
whom admission was sought, who themselves made up only a subset of
Seville’s children in need. The demand for orphanage spaces consistently
outstripped the supply, and administrators could choose which children
to admit and which to exclude. Since institutional policies consistently
stated a preference for orphans, I refer to the institutions as “orphanages,”
though contemporaries more commonly used a bevy of other terms: hos-

% picio (poorhouse), colegio (school), casa (house).

Foundlings did occasionally enter Seville’s orphanages, but they did

so in relatively small numbers. Like the foundlings of other preindus-
trial cities, Seville’s foundlings experienced horrific mortality rates, and
the vast majority died well before they reached the ages of six to eight,
at which time they would have been eligible to enter the city’s orphan-
ages. Yet so many babies were abandoned to the care of Seville’s foundling
home—they represented between 20 and 4o percent of all births in Seville
for years between r8co and 1830—that there was undoubtedly still a siz-
able population of foundlings who reached the ages at which thev might
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These efforts were short-lived, however, until Seville’s Seafarers’ Guild
(Universidad de Mareantes) established the Royal School of Sap Telmo
in Seville in 1681 with the support of King Charles I1. In light of this
istitution’s mission, it is no surprise that the guildsmen and crown named
it after a favorite patron saint of sailors (in English, Saint Elmo). The
Seafarers’ Guild administered the orphanage in coordination with royal
officials until the 1780s, when naval authorities assumed direct supervi-
sion. After several decades of financial distress in the first half of the nine-
teenth century, this orphanage for training sailors finally closed its doors
in 1847.

The other principal male orphanage in Seville was known most often
simply as “The Toribios” after founder Toribio de Velasco, a tertiary (lay)
member of the Order of Saint Francis. In his will of 1730, Velasco named a
variety of secular and religious authorities in Seville as the “protectors” of
this institution.”® Accordingly, the city council, asistente (Seville’s chief roy-
ally appointed municipal officer, the equivalent of the corregidor in other
m—cities), archbishop, and members of the cathedral chapter all con-

tinued to have roles in the administration of this institution until it was

absorbed into the general poorhouse in the 1830s."7

The two newest orphanages for girls in eighteenth-century Seville
were both run by religious women, but otherwise they had very different
origins and missions. Archbishop Manuel Arias established one at Seville’s
Espiritu Santo Convent in 1711, mandating that its wards be drawn exclu-
sively from among the city’s noble but poor girls.”® Though he gave them
the name “Girls of the Holy Spirit” (Nifias del Espiritu Santo), the institu-
tion became better known as the “Noble Girls' School” (Colegio de Nifas
Nobles), as I also refer to it, until the archbishop of Seville finally over-
turned its founding bylaws iuring the Franco years.

The Beaterio of the Most Holy Trinity (Beaterio de la Santisima
Trinidad) was the other female orphanage in the city. Isabel Moreno
Caballero and two female followers founded it in 1720. As beatas, these
women were not formally nuns, but they wore garb resembling habits and
lived together in communities known as beaterios. By the eighteenth century,
there already was a rich history of these devout female laywomen in Seville,
often linked to charitable work on behalf of orphans and other young girls
in danger. Beginning in the Counter-Reformation, these women and the
communities in which they lived increasingly fell under the supervision of
the secular clergy.’ While for most of the eighteenth century the Beaterio

TR
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of the Most Holy Trinity housed only a handful of girls at a time, it grew
dramatically in scale to accommodate over a hundred girls in the 17g0s,
and it would grow even further in the nineteenth century.

These brief sketches of Seville’s eighteenth-century orphanages reveal
that these institutions differed from each other not only in terms of admin-
istration and funding sources but also in terms of their populations. The
variety of institutional structures and purposes helps explain the diversity of
Seville’s orphanages and the broad array of children whom they served. We
see this most directly in orphanage bylaws pertaining to children eligibil-
ity, which reflect founders’ and administrators’ attempts to target specific
populations of young people. Although orphanages consistently mandated
that orphans be the preferred candidates for admission, they differed strik-
ingly in other admission criteria. Especially significant were those regard-
ing the family backgrounds of prospective wards. Administrators’ different
attitudes and policies concerning admission resulted in the segregation of
young people into differ%ns according to their family back-
grounds. Children of legitimate birth from higher-starus familes ;vent o
MOIE selective 1nsmmeﬁt-

tng their respectable family backgrounds, whereas young people of llegit-
imate birth or unknown o IStitrgt

amilies attended less selective
institutions where they were prepared for more humble roles,

Both male and female orphanages were socially tiered, but the hier-
archies were gendered, and thus somewhar different. Administrators of
the female institutions restricted enrollment to more privileged sectors
of society: natives of Seville and the daughters of legitimate marriages.
Moreover, the female institutions in particular explicitly sought to ens:re
the respectability of wards by capping the age of admission. For example,

Seville’s city councilmen adopted bylaws for the municipal girls’ orphan-
age that stated:

Because the principal business and vocation of the said house js
the asylum and internment of lost orphaned girls,] the admin-
istrator is ordered and charged that no one exceeding age four-
teen be raken in, since older girls might be dangerous people
and improper for the bad examples that they might give to the
other girls, and also because, being older than the said age, they
have the freedom to run away and to disturb the rest, as has been
experienced, and many of them have been dismissed from homes
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where they have been serving for their bad examples and theft,
and it 1s just to avoid this harm.**

Echoing such concerns, administrators at the Beaterio de la Santisima
Trinidad similarly stipulated that the girls entering their institution must
do so “between the ages of seven and ten, since this is a house of educa-
tion, not correction.””” Even the nun who served as the girls’ teacher at
thool advised the archbishop not to accede to requests
to admit girls older than ten, arguing that “the earlier they are removed
from the world, the fewer bad traits they bring, which are difficult or per-
haps even impossible to shed.”** And, of course, the Noble Girls’ School
furthermore required that its wards be from Seville’s noble families.
Although none of the male orphanages restricted entry to sons of the
nobility, there also was a clear hierarchy for boys that became more pro-
nounced over time. Both the orphanage of San Telmo and the orphan-
age-cum-reformatory Kiiowp as.the Toribios were originally established
to take in the ubiquitous poor and apparently parentless boys who seemed
to overrun Seville’s streets, as the municipal School of Christian Doctrine
had been established to do in the sixteenth century. Administrators of the
Toribios always targeted this population, admitting boys with little regard
for lineage, sometimes even forcibly rounding up and interning them. In
contrast, the administrators of San Telmo became more discriminating in
their admission policies, increasingly demanding proof of age, legitimacy,
and other requirements. This process had begun already in the late seven-
t’émwould continue, despite arguments by some members
of the Seafarers’ Guild that these tighter admission guidelines were at odds
with the goal of serving the neediest boys.”> Most dramatically, in 1721
administrators began requiring all prospective applicants to submit docu-
mentation attesting to their “blood purity” (limpieza de sangre), barring
the descendants of Jews, Muslims (Moros), mulattoes, gypsies, individuals
punished bv the Spanish Inquisition, and those who had practiced any of
a long list of “unrespectable” (desestimados) or “vile” (viles) trades, which
included butchers, muleteers, and actors, among others.’* Although they
granted some exceptions, San Telmo administrators were generally vigi-
lant about ensuring that these admission criteria regarding age and family
backgrounds were met by requiring documentation, including paperwork,
concerning an applicant’s identity and proof of orphanage, legitimacy, and
affirmation of his own and his family’s good character.’s

oy
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In contrast, the Toribios continued to serve boys of diverse back-
grounds, who were admitted with little regard given to their personal or
pare.nt.al background. We see this clearly in a note written by Toribios
administrator José Marfa Rodriguez in 1833 to accompany a requested
roster of Toribios residents and their parents. He remarked J“[The names
of] some of the parents do not appear here because they [th(; boys] do not
know them, nor does this institution have it on record
admitted on orders that only stated the child’s name.
to verify the relatives of those who have them, while th
know no family at all.”*$ Clearly,

since they were
- It will rake time
ere are others who
. Rodriguez had not been too meticu-
101.15 in demanding extensive information about the background of the
chlldlren he took in nor had his predecessors, mindful of their mission to
take in children who appeared to live in the streets, seemingly abandoned
by parents and other adult caretakers. Whereas San Telmo became more
selective and elitist over the course of the eighteenth and early nineteenth
centur.ies, the Toribios expanded to accommodate boys and men who had
committed crimes or who were sent there for other punitive reasons
. The disparities in admission criteria at both male and female ins.titu—
tions certainly help explain the diversity of Seville’s orphanage population
as well as its distribution across Institutions. But the range ofihildr 7
fictually resident in Seville’s orphanages was even greater than might EI;
inferred from looking solely at prescriptive documents, since childrfn also *
entered tbese institutions at the margins—or even in hagrant violation—
of prescriptive admission criteria, Relatives, including parents, were often
responsible for encouraging administrators to waive admissi,on require-
ments. It was thus not just institutiona) founders and administrators who
shaPed the identities of the clienteles they served but also tamily members
and other adults who did so by advocating and arranging the entry of
ticular young people into Seville's orphanages. S

Families' Roles in Securing Places for Children

Relatives often made the requests for children’s admission to orphanages
z‘:\lln'ts, uncles, and grandparents were common 3 vocates for thet o
family members, entirely in keeping with orphanage policies. The found?
€IS and supporting patrons of these msttatons con;istentl}' mandated that
orphans be the preferred or, as was the case for San Telmo, even exclusive
candidates for admission. The Spanish term “orphan” (bue';ﬁmo. huérfana)
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applied to any child survivor of a deceased parent, though adjectival clallllses
CSMWMndS of oArphans: those' \V’hgse’mot e;s
had died (buérfanos de madre), those whose tathers/ had died (buerﬂmo; z.e
padre), and those who had no surviving parent (buerﬁmos de padr.e y madre;
in English, “full orphans”).*” Generally, chll(#re.n with .n.o surviving par-
ents were to be given highest priority in admission decisions, and” among
children that had been orphaned by one parent (“half-orphans”) those
whose fathers had died were generally preferred to those whose mothers
e ﬁijpite these requirements and the demographic profile of St.zvﬂle%
that must have resulted in far more full orphans than thfs Fotal capacity o
Seville’s orphanages, children with one or blot.h parents hvuiabho?‘éi zit
these orphanages.*® This is because parents joined od.ler .rela.tlves an av ;d
am placement into these institutions. They di
50 at least at the four principal institutions of Sevill(? in this peruﬂ?‘(Parentﬁ
may also have placed children at the smaller munlClpa.l orPhaPages, thoug
the admissions and matriculation records for these. institutions are scalnf
and preclude firm conclusions on this point.*’) Administrators of the. guhs
home at the Beaterio de la Santisima Trinidad, for example, noted in t 'e
1790s that “experience shows that many girls enter at the request;)f;};exr'
mothers,”® a trend that continued into the nineteenth Sentu.ry. ‘ 1 ewy
neighborhoods away at the Noble Girls’ School,, when \alennna}e esh}
Mondragén sought to enroll her daughter Maria de la Concepc1or~L she
reminded the archbishop that there had been precede.nts for adrmtlimg
noble girls with surviving parents.?* Parents also sent ‘t‘hEII sonsbto Yo’r’p an-
ages. A Toribios administrator noted in 1702 that the helples.s (3\‘5 (nn;log
esamparados) served by his institution included those admitte on th
request of their poor fathers, or widowed mothers, who cagnot rnz;lmtalri
them, educate them, nor provide for them any way of leér.nmg an hones
trade.”?? Likewise, one observer of the San Telmo maritime orphanage
remarked in 1746, “Not all of the [orphans] really are, since tbrgugh the
work or inclinations of the administrators this particular [admission] cri-

R,
terion is waived.” N .
In cheir efforts to tap the charitable benefits originally mtendef for
i ; acto
y . orphans, parents frequently argued thac ther were de
om-
orphans due to poverty or other disadvantages—H—was-especratty ¢

mon for widowed mothers to make such pleas. Maria Gonzilez used so;ne
1 5 r
familiar rhetorical strategies when she sought a space at San Telmo fo
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her son in 1788. Addressing orphanage officials, she described herself as
a “poor widow” with “no help except that of God and you” and men-
tioned employment requirements (as a wet nurse and domestic servant)
that reflected the precariousness of her econormic situation and prevented
her from raising a child. She also was typical in highlighting specific cir-
cumstances that she hoped would merit favorable attention and a special
claim on charity dispensed by the institution, in this case the fact that
her son’s grandfather had been a master shoemaker for the orphanage,
(Other applicants cited physical handicaps, a large number of other chil-
dren, or—at the maritime orphanage of San Telmo—the nautjcal service
of a boy’s deceased father or another family member.) Maria Gonzile
also resembled other mothers in expressing fears over the fare of a child
who she otherwise could not properly supervise and educate, a tack that
relatives and guardians would employ even more emphatically when they
explicitly expressed interest in the educational opportunities that orphan-
ages offered. Finally, like many other applicants, Maria Gonzilez included
in her petition to orphanage officials external corroboration of the family’s
good character and legitimate poverty, signaled by the official designation
as a member of the “solemn poor” (pobre de solemnidad) s
Through such efforts by parents—generally tenacious widows—
sometimes half-orphaned children were admitted even when there were
full orphans awaiting slots. For example, when administrators at the mar-
itime orphanage of San Telmo decided to enforce more vigorously the
policy of preferential admission for complete orphans, widows adjusted
their strategies, now circumventing the regular admission process at the
orphanage by appealing directly to royal officials who could effectively
override official admission guidelines. San Telmo administrators might
even have encouraged this approach. When the widow Maria Seco sought
to have her eight-year-old son, Joset Mufioz, admitted to Sap Telmo in
1783, administrators told her that, since there were full orphans await-
Ing spaces at San Telmo, Josef could not be admitted without a special
dispensation from royal authorities. She took the hint and wrote directly
to José de Gilvez, a high-ranking official in the Spanish royal government

who interceded on her behalf. ‘The ploy worked, and her son Josef Muiioz
was admitced 3¢

Cases such i

onstrate how widows with children had indeed
“learned to use the aternalism of a sgri i
— e p

most needful of protection*as Mary Elizabeth Perry has contended poor
,—k——'———. -
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women did in sixteenth- and seventeenth-century Seville. But widows’
intﬁwwﬂ‘e cighteenth century also show that
theybalance the strategies of “obedient submission”—which Perry
also has found—with vocal claims for themselves and their children.’’
Far from being silent and ignored or shunning institutional relief, when
it came to securing an orphanage Jlot for their children, these widows
could clamor loudly and insist on being heard, often quite effectively.
In response to a steady stream of requests by widows, some orphanage
administrators even began to argue that by admitting the half-orphaned
sons of widows, they could actually best practice charity, since they would
thereby help both a child and his widowed mother3®
Although widows were most prominent among the parents seeking
their children’s admission to orphanages, fathers also sought places at
orphanages for their children. This was especially common at the elite
Noble Girls’ School, where we also observe the admission of girls who
were not even half-orphans. Keenly aware of the requirement of nobility,
fathers (both widowers and not) highlighted their families’ reputations
in correspondence to the archbishop seeking places for their daughrters.
Ygnacio Chacon y Rivera, for example, pointed out that his daughter
“met all the qualifications of well known and accomplished [executoriada)
purity and nobility of blood and poverty.”® Relying on their reputa-
tions, others referred simply to cheir family’s “known nobility” (conocida
sobleza). They also frequently remarked on military leadership positions
and other service rendered to the crown as proof of their family’s social
status and sometimes submitted elaborate proofs of lineage to bolster

their claims.*”

Yet the families of prospective Noble Girls’ School wards also argued
that they needed the assistance That dhs institution provided. The poverty
clmese families was not, however, the same indigence claimed
bVM rela-
(¢ To their social status and obligations. Indeed, one reason that noble
families were especially interested in placing daughters at this institu-
tion was the promise of a future dowry that would enable wards to take
the black veil at one of the city’s elite convents. Pedro Ortiz de Escobar
v Abert, for example, implicitly conveved his interest in the dowry ben-
efit when he sought to guarantee a place for his daughter, Felisiana, at
the Noble Girls’ School. In his petition, he described three-year-old

Felisiana as

T
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sihowu}g signs even at such a tender age of following the religious
llfe, this being the only life to which she can aspire since Gofi has
given her a father and grandparents who are of noble blood but
very poor. Although the [supplicant] earns the salary correspond-
ing to his position [as lieutenant in an infantry regiment], it is
barel‘y enough to support himself decently, and not enou;gh to
p.rov1de any inheritance to his children other than the memory of
has great devouon to royal service; and thus to provide the agre-
mgnuoned Dofia Felisiana access to religious life[,] he asks your
hlghr}ess ... to favor the supplicant and the aforementioned boﬁa
Felisiana de Escobar y Abet [by] grantung her the special grace

and.hcense to enter as a resident of the Espiritu Santo School in
Seville when she reaches the requisite age.#

| As this letter illustrates, Ortiz de Escobar y Abet sought to ensur
his daughter’s access to a respectable adult position as a nun throu hsu;e
route facilitated by the Noble Girls’ School. He wrote many mig 't’ .
over sev§ral years in his efforts to secure a place for his young} daussfiee S
a campaign that began well before she even reached the age of sefen .
Wth.h she would become eligible for admission. Ultimately he wa N
cessful; Feliciana was admirtted to the Noble Girls’ School i;l 1752 S S}TC‘
she would have been seven or eight years old.#* s

Day Students, Boarders, and Delinquents

The adult advocates, generally relatives, who sought to enroll child

in Seville’s orphanages clearly spanned a broad range, {from aunts reg
pncles of full orphans, to indigent mothers of half-orph;ms to noblenileln
in prestigious military and bureaucratic positions who we,re the fathe
Qf daughters who had not lost either parent. Further adding to the div .
sity of orphanage populations were day students and paying boarders ;r—
the lat.e eighteenth century, the Beaterio of the Most Holy Trinity ;w'ay
operating a free day school to which neighborhood girls could con?e a dS
attend classes with orphanage wards. Families also sent boys to the ci n
male Qrphanages for education and training. For example ‘the mothelrrysf
Antonio Nufiez paid two reales per day to the Toribios in 1’814 for her ;
to be there, but only for workdays, “since he comes to learn to be a hS ;
maker; and on holidays he eats at home.”# The navigational instmct:)r;):;
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San Telmo also tutored private students who came to t.he orphanage for
instruction. In 1783, San Telmo’s chief internal admlnlstrgtor, thehmar-
quis of La Plata, complained that there were more than sixty 5171c . s;u;
dents. (Three years earlier another inspector had counted Zf;lrty—ell% t.
Institutional rules later capped the allowable r.1un.1ber at six. szrelzan‘s
the backgrounds or identities of these youths indicated, bpt we 450
that one was the son of a judge in Seville’s high court .(audzencm). ' .
Also common were boarders who resided alongside the chanty rei—
dents at the city’s four principal orphanages. Boarders even r'651ded at the
Noble Girls” School, in spite of the explicit bag on such residents in the
institution’s founding bylaws.*® Only the manCJPalp_rthmgﬁs;dgE:;
appear to have accommodated any boar.der.s, likely in Part becausjerl:lr:lnlvax
(correctly) perceived them as poor instmmor.}s tbat dld not proy '
of the services or benefits that the newer institutions d.ld. Thc? pare;us an
guardians who paid to board children at orphanages did so eltllller evca?es;:
they were unable to raise their children the@selves or b.ecause they wan }
to secure the services that orphanages prowdefi, espeqally ed?satlon azd
discipline. As an example of the forn?er we might point to \\71 gwerh:ers
carpenter Juan Manuel Carrera, who 1n1tlzlll§b7 entrusted‘ his two ‘ au‘glg i
to the care of neighbors then sought the advice ar.ld assistance of ac efrg;1
man who encouraged him to seek the girls’ admission to Beaterio of the
Most Holy Trinity, where he eventually boarded them at the modest rate
r day.¥
e e s .
but rather the pull of educational opportunities that motvated famlthe
to_pay to board children at orphanages. This was most cpmrlllon atrm_
most selective institutions, which offered the best educauon:'a o};l)po‘ -
nities and prospects for postorphanage life, \f’hether as gu}r:sﬂm t If; c12r—
well-regarded convents or as junior ofﬁcers in tl.le Spanis eet(.j Osths
ticular, San Telmo’s advanced navigational Currlc.ulum attr:;ctfe hy ot
from even prominent families. For example, Captam-(:wener%l of t de“ "
Francisco Manxén, who in his position as San Telmo‘s (.1651gnate | “pr
tector” endorsed several widows’ requests for the admission of their sons
in San Telmo, sent a young relative of his own to study at San Tel'mo asa
boarder in 1778, alerting the administrative officers at San Telmo:

My brother Don Joseph recently sent [to me] his thirteen-year-
old relative and godchild Josef Turriel, from the College of
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Villacaredo, with the idea that he should be looked after and that
he serve me as a page[.] But having seen how bright this boy is,
and [considering] that if he builds op the beginnings of an edu-
cation that he already has, he might become a good mathemati-
cian(,] I have determined to send him to that Royal School [of
San Telmo] so that you gentleman can put him in the appropriate
class, as one of the rest, without the slightest distinction (from
the others], enrolling him as a supernumerary [that is, boarder,
above and beyond the 1 5o charity wards) with my aforementioned
brother contributing the amount established for such cases.*®

Between 1790 and 1809, another category of resident—the noble
boarder (penszonisia noble)—also resided at the orphanage. atbefrimseparate
q&arters‘ffém—tﬁé charity wards.#? As the name suggests, nobility was a
requirement for this type of boarder, and the lineages of this elite group of
San Telmo residents were scrupulously profiled and documented as 3 con-

dition of entry.5° Although the numbers were small compared to the char-
ity wards, the fact that any noble familie

s chose to enroll their sons at this
institution further reflects the prominence that San Telmo had achieved
by the late eighteenth century.

Perhaps the best-known boarders at Seville’s orphanages, however,
were the boys sent to the Toribios for “correction.”s" Gabriel Baca, whoék
chronicled the early years of the Toribioss operationsin a 1766 publication,
reported that by the 17305, familjes already were sendin
ble” sons to the Toribios 5* As late as 1886, a half-century after this instity-
tion had closed its doors, Sevillian Francisco Collantes de Teran speculated
that “there must be few people over fifty years old who were never threat-

ened in their childhood mischief with being sent

to the Toribios.”? Some
were more than threatened. Manuel de Huelva, for example, was sent o
the Toribios for a month of *

‘correction” at the request of his widowed
mother after he ha Lten drunk and SHowh distespect to her and a local
official ** In the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries, secular and
Pty

religious authorities also remanded some adults to the Toribios for pun-
ishment, though the Toribios always serv

lishment. Whether 4 correctional w

g their “incorrigi-

ed primarily as a juvenile estab-
ard had been committed by his own
family or other authorities, parents or other relatives usually bore the costs
associated with his stay at the Toribios, and they also could and frequently
did pay for such “extras” as schooling, clothing, shaving, and even shackles
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(grillos).’5 Given the tered nature of Seville’s network of orphanages, 1St is
hardly surprising that it was the Toribios, and not the more selective San
Telmo or much smaller municipal orphanage for boy?,. tha't d(?ubled as a
reformatory for boys and young men; none of the girls’ institutions sell'lvedf
a comparable function. Thus, it would be wrong to conclude that all o

i itive institutions or as warehouses for
/Sevﬂle’s orphanages doubled as punitive instituti

%misbehaving or abandoned young people.

\

Conclusion

The residents of Seville’s orphanages clearly were not an undifferenqate.d
mass of youngsters whose parents had uniformly abandoned them to insti-
tutional care but rather a diverse group of young people who were accom-
modated in a fragmented network of juvenile charitablg estal?hshmeflts in
which niches existed for different groups.’® In Seville’s juvenile char%table
network, we see in particular a hierarchy in “‘hich.rank was closely hnkled
to legitimacy and family status, including the dl.Stl.nCtIOII between nob.es
and commoners. Nicholas Terpstra has found similar types of status dis-
tinctions among the populations of orphanages and conservatori (homes f}cl)r
girls) of sixteenth-century Italian cities, thgugh he also has noted that t 2
range of wards’ backgrounds could vary. Finding that the orPhanages an
conservatories in Florence “gathered larger numbers Qf children from a
broader social range” than did comparable institutions in Bologna, hle has
speculated that the difference may be attributable to the. fac~t that l;gkci)gna
had a general poorhouse that accommodated the most indigent chi I'Cl;l,
thus enabling the city’s orphanage administrators to be more select(;\ e.d
In Seville prior to 1831, however, no general poorhouse accommotﬁte
poor young people, nor do other institutions appear to have.taken em
in. Rather, many of the most ma ildren in remained o
residentjal welfare establi cery li lSVentered the wo t
much younger ages than orphanage residents.” N
Although most of Seville’s orphanages—with the‘exceptlon 0 t e
Noble Girls’ School—had been created for needy children. adrnls.510n
policies and procedures, documentation requirements, an.d tenacious
and successful demands from family members of other children effe}clz-
tively kept many “marginals” out of Seville’s orp.ha*nages. For examsplejli 7e
gypsy populatioh—ubiquitous in contemporarlgs con‘lm?nt? on ;\1 es
and Spain’s poor—are almost entirely absent from Seville’s orphanage
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populations; or, at least, wards were not identified as such. Children from
families deemed less than “respectable” or who were outsiders or new-
comers to Seville were at a significant disadvantage, as were those who
lacked parents, guardians, relatives, godparents, or other adult advocates
who were literate, who could secure the services of someone who was, or
who had personal access to institutional administrators to press the case
for a particular child’s admission 5 The active intervention of family mem-
bers was often as important as the family 1dentity of prospective orphan-
age wards. Legitimacy requirements also probably worked to keep some of
these children out of Seville’s orphanages—including legitimate children
whose families nevertheless lacked the wherewithal to prove their legiti-
macy. Children from families who had been officially designated ag the
“solemn poor” did find their way to Seville’s orphanages in large numbers,
though even they were probably considerably better off than many other
cﬁﬂa?en, since they were by definition the “deserving poor” and moreover

had access to a notary and some ability to pay (or cajole) him ro certify
their neediness.’

The kind of social selectivity that characterized Seville’s orphanage
admissions jibes with other research findings on early modern Spain, espe-
cially concerning the importance of legitimacy and Cross-generational
family ties, reputation, and honor™ The fact that different standards of
poverty and asSISTARCE existed and that these, too, depended largely on
family identity and social rank also echoes the findings of scholarship on
the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, suggesting important continuities
throughout the Old Regime.” Yet some of these same findings also chal-
lenge aspects of the “common wisdom” about institutionalization and its
links to reputation and social status in the preindustrial Hispanic world,
suggesting possible discontinuities between the “long eighteenth century”
and earlier eras, or perhaps unique standards for young people. The stigma
of receiving relief, especially residential or “indoor” relief, is a familiar
theme in scholarship on early modern Spain, including the eighteenth
century. Scholars point to the stigma of assistance manifest in provisions of
aid for the “shame-faced poor” (pobres envergonzantes or vergonzantes), who
received assistance secretly in their homes so that they might be spared
the ignominy of institutionalization.® Students of the early modern period
also have long described how children deposited in a foundling home were
presumed to be illegitimate, a stigma reflected in both popular prejudice
and official discrimination that reforms of the very late eighteenth century
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finally tried—though perhaps not very effectively—to di?“mar?tle.64 Yet in
the experiences of orphanage wards we see something quite different.

In tapping the resources of orphanages, parents and other adult rela-
tives freely admitted—and we can suspect, even E(’Eggerated—thelﬂam—
ily’s dire financial straits to secure places for thelr children and young
kin. Moreover, they did so quite publicly. Unlike foundlings, orphanage

residents’ parentage was generally known, and in contrast to the secrecy

surrounding the “shame-faced poor,” the identity of orphanage wgrds
and their families was not kept secret in any way. The fact that relatives
from multiple socioeconomic strata, who generally were not themselve.s
in charity institutions, publicly sought the services of orphanages for their
Children' thus also raises a question about the “stigma” (or lack thereof)
associated with instrutional relief in early modern Spain and particularly
with sending a child to an orphanage. We might do‘ we.ll to recall Stufart
Woolf’s claims that preindustrial philanthropic mstlmthn.s hﬁlp@d—pe.ln-
force the social status quo and protect the status of families at multiple
social levels, and that it was not just those at society’s lowesuwo
used and benefited from them.% The fact that orphanages were s.ocmlly
segregated, and that some came to be considered selectlve' and indeed
even exclusive institutions, undoubtedly helped preserve their usefulness
to families from diverse social ranks. .
Seville was not the only city where parents sought to place children
in orphanages. even when this violated admission polici.es. Orphanages
elsewhere in Europe and the Americas often housed r§51denFs W.lth sur-
viving parents.®® And in a number of places, even charitable institutions
not originally intended expressly for children cameéEo accommodate la.rgle
numbers of young people sent there by parents.®” The case of Se\‘flll e
thus reflects not “Spanish exceptionalism” but importaflt Cgm@onalltles
between this Spanish city and other urban societies. YeAt hlStO'I‘lCal con-
text remains important, and the findings presented here for Sewllg do ngt
support all the conclusions that scholars have reached based on investi-
gations elsewhere. In particular, a number of scholars havé argued that
when parents placed children in orphanages, theg;; did.so rnalnly.as an act
of economic desperation, a temporary last resort.”” This e.xplanatlon llkel?f
describes the circumstances of some families who sent children to SC\"ll.lC s
orphanages, but it fails to capture the diversity of backgrounds from W hlch
children came before they entered these institutions or the varied motives

tor which they were put there.

el
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Seville’s orphanage residents were not necessarily bereft of family, nor
can themﬁy described simply as the “children of marginals.” Many
of ther had been entrusted o orphanages as charity wards, day students,
or boarders by family members, including parents. Some parents and
other relatives were indeed desperate and sought the charity dispensed
by orphanages so that their children could be assured basic food, shelter,
and supervision. Yet for others, somewhat better off, recourse to orphan-
ages often seems to have been part of a longer-term strategy, an attractive
vehicle to provide for a child’s proper upbringing and enhance his or her

future prospects, whether through education, a dowry, or even appropri-
ate discipline.

The findings reported here also prompt the question of age as a “cat-
egory of analysis.”* Life-cycle studics Fave suggested different roles and
fuRttons for mdrviduals at different Tife stages throughout the early mod-
erfii period, and this might apply as well to residential relief. The experlence
ofmitlmtionallzatlon, deemed a social anathema for adylts from a given
famnily, may have been considered acceptable—and even beneficial—for g
younger person. Before the advent of public schools or juvenile reforma-
tories in Seville, orphanages fulfilled these and other functions. Families
availed themselves of these services, viewing them as Way's to prepare young
people for respectable adulthoods outside residential relief establishments,
This is an especially important finding given thar the young (and the old)
have often been disproportionately prevalent among the assisted poor in
the Western world, though they are usually marginalized in studies of pov-
erty, charity, and relief in preindustrial Europe.” The findings reported
here thus challenge us both to devote more attention to the experiences
of young charity recipients specifically and also to consider ways 1n which
charity—and perhaps also other topics that we generally think of as more
dependent on class or socioeconomic status than age—might have had dif-
ferent implications and meanings for people at different life stages.

We also must remember that not every institution provided the same
services or accommodated the same populations. Seville’s orphanages were
sharply tiered, but together, they served children and families from mul-
tiple social strata. This reflected not only founders’ and administrators’
different purposes and target populations but also the actions of fam-
ily members who sought the benefits of these institutions for their own
children. This case study therefore illustrates the diversity of both this
city’s network of juvenile relief institutions and the children and families
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5. Alfonso Braojos Garrido, “E| hospicio de Sevilla, fundacién del reinado
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12-13, I-1I (January-June 1980): 7-227, 226. But Hélene Tropé reports
that in Valencia, as in Seville, only a small percentage of foundlings were

<y

“Not All the Orpbans Really Are” 65
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(Madrid: n.p., 1960), 1:422; Collantes de Teran, Los establecimientos de caridad
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68 VALENTINA TIKOFF

3I.

33.

34.

35

BST, uncatalogued document labeled “Memoriales de nifas solicitando entrar
unas pupilas y otras seminarias en el Beaterio de la S[antisilma Trinidad de
Sevilla, desde el afio de 1828 a 1843,” letter from Gertrudis Leon, Seville, 22

. . T e
January 1828 to “sefior obispo ausiliar,” Seville.

APA,V, Espiritu Santo, unnumbered bundle [1], unnumbered document, letter

from Valentina Veles y Mondragén, Seville, 2 January 1798 [to archbishop of
Seville].

Joset Gémez y Medina, Metodo de vida, que han de observar los exeiicitantes,
distinguidos en la nueva vivienda de la Casa Colegio de Y?Jribi.os de la czudd}d de
Sevilla, que da al piblico Don Josef Gimez y Medina su Administrador ([Seville]:
Imprenta de D. Diego y D. Josef Godina, 1792), 3—4.

“El nimero de huérfanos (no todos los son pues por empefios o por
inclinazién se dispensa por los mayordomos esta prezisa zircunstanzia? es
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Anthony ...
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required at least the appearance of obedient submission, mothers of
the poor quietly raised their children and lived out their lives, while
male officials ignored their strength as survivors. (Perry, Gender and
Disorder, 176.)

38. USAH, Universidad de Mareantes, book 313, fols. 63-64.
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cited, see APA| 'V, Espiritu Santo, unnumbered bundle (1], unnumbered
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de Cargo”).

56. Orphanages in diverse historical settings often have segregated young people
thus providing insight regarding social fault lines. After the Reformation,
Augsburg had separare orphanages for Catholic and Protestant children)
(Thomas Max Safley, Charity and Economy in the Orphanages of Early Modera;
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59. Stuart Woolf has noted the difficulties involved in fulfilling the documentation
requirements for charitable assistance in societies with high levels of illiteracy.
Sruart Woolf, “Charity and Family Subsistence” {originally published as
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University of Nebraska Press, 1989).

62, Linda Martz, Poverty and Welfare in Habsburg Spain: The Example of Toledo
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uphold Fhe moral and economic independence of the basic unit of soci ’
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CHAPTER THREE

Growing Up Indian

Migration, Labor, and Life in Lima
(1570-1640)

Teresa C. VERGARA

*IN(1613) THE NoTaRy Mi6UEL DE ConTrERAS CONDUCTED A CENSUS
of the ndigenous population living in Lima. He found that a considerable

proportion of Indian residents were children and youths who came from
almost all regions of the Peruvian viceroyalty.” One of these children was
Inés, an eight-year-old orphan girl who lived and worked in Pablo Lépez’s
home, where her parents had left her when she was “very little.” And there
was Juanillo, a ten-year-old boy who worked as a domestic servant in the
house of Don Juan de Barrios, his Spanish colonial lord (encomendery).
Don Juan had brought Juanillo from his encomienda in Chincha to work in

Suy Suy, a sixteen-year-old son of an Indian leader, who had lived with
Spaniards since he was 2 very young boy. At the time of the census he was
one of the youngest tailors in the city. Luisa, a fourteen-year-old slave girl,
had a different life story. In 1610, when she wasg eleven years old, a mestizo
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S howal

o
brought her from Chile, her birthplace, and sold her to Bartolomé Nafio Leene
Girén, in whose house she now worked 3 C'Chft_.‘?



