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Revolution, War, and Punitive Relocations
across the Spanish Empire

The 1790s in Context

Christian G. De Vito

In July 1789, a soldier named Manuel Cuevas attempted to desert after
he used a forged receipt to withdraw thirty rations of bread from the
warehouse of the Royal Castle of the Aljaferia in Zaragoza. At the time,
he could not have imagined how many different forced relocations he
would experience in the following years because of those acts. Caught
and sentenced to ten years of transportation and hard labor, the twenty-
three-year-old was first shipped to the work brigades of the North African
presidio (military outpost) of Ceuta. Then his sentence was commuted
into military impressment, and Cuevas was forced to join the Infantry
Regiment of Havana in March 1791. Thirteen months later, he was trans-
ferred to the Infantry Regiment of Louisiana, based in New Orleans. In
early 1793, he was returned to Havana and sent to Cadiz on board the
warship Santa Viviana. Later that year, he lamented his long incarceration
in the local jail and petitioned to serve in the army at a destination of the
king’s choosing. By that time, however, the authorities regarded him as
an “extreme liar, creeper, cheater and seller of his clothes” and decided
that the work brigades in Ceuta were a more appropriate place for him."

The young man’s reputation was largely attributable to a poorly
received attempt to fashion himself as an informant in exchange for a par-
don for his short-lived desertion from the garrison in New Orleans. During
his interrogation on October 11, 1792, Cuevas told the sergeant that he
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had discovered a major plan to attack and burn down the city on the
Miississippi Delta. He had seen many cannons and cannonballs, and sev-
eral bags filled with gunpowder. In the houses where these munitions were
stored, he had met the White male leader of the conspiracy, along with the
free mulatto barber Antonio, several slaves, two White women, and many
Frenchmen. The group thus included the representatives of those segments
of society that were most likely to arouse the suspicion of the authorities in
an age of wars and revolutions. But the local authorities were unconvinced
by the pair of worn-out shoes that Cuevas presented as evidence of the
long distances he claimed to have walked, of the forests he supposedly had
crossed, and the places he had allegedly visited in his mere three-day-long
desertion. He soon realized that the ploy had failed, and he confessed the
falsity of his story. In the end, the attempt backfired badly — and much to
his detriment. The authorities punished him harshly for “suggesting ideas
from which bad consequences might result among the other sentenced and
transported convicts that exist in the Regiment, and due to the state of
affairs in Europe, and the consequences they can have in these Provinces.”
From New Orleans, he was transported to Cadiz and Ceuta.

For all its specificity, Manuel Cuevas’s story highlights broad issues,
including one that is central to this chapter — that war, revolution, and
punishment were concrete realities in the lives of many individuals in the
late eighteenth century. Indeed, these realities shaped their experiences of
mobility and coercion, as much as they produced the imaginaries, hopes,
and fears of both subaltern and elite groups. This chapter underscores the
central arguments of this volume by emphasizing the need for a simul-
taneous analysis of multiple flows of forced migrations in order to fully
understand their blurred boundaries and mutual connections and thus
better evaluate their overall impact on the making and maintenance of
states and empires.

Focusing on the 1790s, I put two practices of punitive relocation at
center stage. First, I look at the transportation of convicts, vagrants,
and deserters from Peninsular Spain and the Northern African presidios
to the garrisons and the military outposts of Spanish America. Second,
I examine the flows of war captives, refugees, and convicts that origi-
nated from the Haitian Revolution and spread out across the Spanish
Caribbean. Focusing on these simultaneous and partly connected flows
allows me to discuss broad issues, such as the impact of racial and status
differentiation on the trajectories and experiences of prisoners of war.”

* On race and prisoner of war mobilities, see Anna McKay’s chapter in this volume.
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At the same time, I emphasize that local responses to the captives’ arrival
were part of broader strategies of social control employed to deflect
undesired flows of refugees and enslaved persons stemming from the
French colonies. The concluding section puts these empirical findings
into a longer-term perspective and reflects, in particular, on continuities
and discontinuities in the regimes of punitive relocations in the Spanish
Empire in the Early Modern period and the nineteenth century. From
this perspective, I suggest the need for an integrated study of all punitive
relocations and for the investigation of those processes whereby the
“political” nature of punishments, and the punished, was construed or
marginalized.

FLOWS OF PENINSULAR PRESIDIARIOS TO SPANISH AMERICA

In the years of Cuevas’s double Atlantic passage, several hundred con-
victs were shipped from Cadiz and La Corufia to the Spanish possessions
in the Americas and the Philippines.? Considered as a whole, these flows
created an extensive network (Map 4.1).

The rationale behind such an expensive and logistically complex
endeavor was to protect the empire from the (potential and real) inva-
sions of unconquered Indigenous peoples and foreign European powers,
while at the same time securing trade routes. To that end, the center-
pieces of the imperial defensive system — the presidios — were staffed
by two groups of workers: the convicts (presidiarios or desterrados)
who were employed in the continuous operation of constructing and
reconstructing the fortifications as well as other military and nonmili-
tary infrastructure, and the more or less voluntary recruits who manned
the presidio garrisons and, in times of war, the fighting battalions.* The
categorization of the workforce into military and nonmilitary convicts

3 The sources for the map and the description in this section are: Archivo General de Indias,
Seville (hereafter AGI), Arribadas: 287A; 287B; 548; 549; 550; 551. AGS, SGU, LEG:
6698, 25 6844, 104; 6880, 53; 6899, 25; 6900, 1, 4, 9, 27, 44; 6934, 75 17, 633 6953, 13;
6957, 503 6961, 375 6966, 50; 6968, 275 6969, 265 6970, 5; 7057, 65 7167, 81; 7201, 23;
7235, 657249, 615 7251, §, 7, 10, 19, 355 38; 7318, 120.

4 For background information on military reform and the recruitment process for the troops
in the second-half of the eighteenth century, see Allan J. Kuethe, Military Reform and
Society in New Granada, 1773-1808 (Gainesville, FL, 1978); Juan Marchena Fernandez,
La institucion militar en Cartagena de Indias en le siglo X VIII (Sevilla, 1982); Maria del
Carmen G6mez Pérez, El Sistema defensivo Americano. Siglo X VIII (Madrid, 1992); Juan
Marchena Fernandez, Oficiales y soldados en el ejercito de America (Sevilla, 1983); Allan
J. Kuethe, Cuba, 1753-1815: Crown, Military, and Society (Knoxville, TN, 1986).
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MAP 4.1 Main convict flows from Spain and North Africa to the
Americas, 1788-95.

had a considerable impact on the experiences of these individuals, but
it should not suggest the existence of impenetrable boundaries between
these two groups. Indeed, as Manuel Cuevas’s story shows, sentences to
forced labor could be commuted into impressment into the army and the
navy, and vice versa.

In Peninsular Spain, two institutions were primarily responsible for the
organization of convict transportation in the years under investigation:
the tribunal of the Arribadas, which was based in Caddiz and responsible
for all incoming and outgoing maritime flows in that key imperial hub,
and the recruitment commissions (banderas de reclutas), which operated
in the Atlantic ports of Cadiz and La Corufia and were in charge of
the recruitment of voluntary and involuntary troops. Both institutions
answered to the high officers based at the Spanish Court, and ultimately
to the king himself. At the same time, they were also connected to a
host of legal, political, and military authorities, including the governors
of the presidios of Oran (until 1791), Ceuta, Melilla, Pefién de Vélez,
and Alhucemas in North Africa, and the navy officers of the peninsu-
lar ports of Cartagena, Malaga, and El Ferrol, which served as convict
depots. After the prisoners had been shipped or marched, enchained in
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cuerdas (convict transports), to those hubs or directly to Cidiz and La
Corufia, they embarked on the weeks-long transatlantic journey, which
took place on a variety of vessels. These ranged from merchant and mail
ships, which could only accommodate a few convicts at a time, to large
warships that could hold dozens or even hundreds of convicts and other
recruits at the same time.

The transportation process was characterized by a certain flexibility
that also applied when crucial decisions needed to be made about con-
vict destinations. It was not uncommon for royal, military, and eccle-
siastical magistrates to content themselves with establishing the length
and type of punishment, offering either few or no specifics about the
actual punitive site, or limiting themselves to broad directives like “to
the Philippines” or “to the Indies.” Even when specific presidios were
mentioned at sentencing, the king and certain high officials were still
entitled to change the destination, and they did so quite often. This, in
turn, meant that a broader range of actors had the ability to influence
the process, including the convicts themselves, their relatives, and the
owners of the merchant ships. Contingent circumstances also affected
the routes. Overcrowded and insecure jails, or the sudden availability
of a ship, could give rise to an unexpected opportunity to organize the
quick transportation of a group of convicts to a place other than their
previously determined destination. The flexibility of the system allowed
it to respond to major events, such as wars, natural disasters, and new
projects of colonization, by channeling convict flows to the specific
regions where they were needed.

Behind these institutional and logistical frameworks there lay a com-
parably complex cultural and political process involving the construc-
tion of the “convicts” themselves. The association between masculinity
and the military, for example, made transportation to the presidios a
male-only affair. Moreover, transportation brought together in each
shipment individuals who were classified differently according to their
legal status, the type of institutions that had sentenced them, and their
conduct. Sentenced criminals (reos), military convicts (reos militares),
deserters (desertores), and vagrants (vagos) were the main categories.’
Each was further divided into subcategories emerging at the crossroads
of material conditions, cultural perceptions, and imperatives of gover-
nance. Thus, in the case of impressments into the military, the key criteria

5 On the impressment and transportation of “vagrants” from Spain, see Maria Rosa Pérez
Estévez, El problema de los vagos en la Espaia del siglo XVIII (Madrid, 1976).
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were age (between sixteen and forty years), health condition (verified by
doctors before transportation), and the type of sentence. Sentences had
to be “clean” (limpias condenas), meaning that they could not involve
degrading punitive practices, like flogging, and could not correspond to
crimes against honor and morality, such as “pederasty,” rape, and the
forging of money and documents. What was at stake was the honor of
the army or the navy and the corresponding need to prevent the impress-
ment of dishonorable troops.®

The process whereby approximately 200 convicts from Cadiz were
recruited and transported to Guatemala and New Granada in the period
from April 1791 to June 1793 illustrates the complexity of the cultural-
political dynamics and the spatial relocations at work.” The initial goal,
means, and destinations were straightforward. Around soo soldiers
were needed to complete the Infantry Regiment of Guatemala; at least
200 of them were expected to be recruited among the presidiarios of
Ceuta who had volunteered to be impressed for the time of their sen-
tences.® In the second half of 1791, however, the resistance of the gov-
ernor of Ceuta, Luis de Urbina, hampered the whole operation. He
sought to retain the convict workforce in the North African outpost in
order to improve local fortifications and to shore up the understaffed
regiment of armed convicts. Whereas he had previously communicated
that 3,000 presidiarios existed in Ceuta, he now disclosed to Captain
Manuel Remon, who was commissioned with recruitment in Cadiz,
that most of them had been sentenced for “indecorous crimes.” At the
same time, he informed him that 150 convicts who had first enlisted
for Guatemala had changed their minds when they had heard of the
more attractive option of entering the Fixed Regiment of Malaga. Thus,
he blamed the impossibility of sending them to Cadiz on the “natural
inconsistency of these people.”?

In November 1791, then, the hulk Florentina waited in vain in the
Bay of Cddiz for the presidiarios-turned-soldiers from Ceuta. It ulti-
mately left the Spanish port with just twenty-six convicts recruited from
nearby jails. Its journey also proved more difficult than expected, as
authorities in Guatemala observed high morbidity and mortality among

¢ AGS, SGU, LEG, 7251, 6, Cadiz, June 21, 1792, 7251, 38, Cadiz, March 28, 1792; 7318,
120, Oran, November 15, 1792.

7 AGS, SGU, LEG, 6943, 13.

8 AGS, SGU, LEG, 6943, 13, Royal Order, Aranjuez, April 20, 1791.

9 AGS, SGU, LEG, 6943, 13: Urbina to Alange, Ceuta, August 13, 1791 and November 26,
1791; Alange to Urbina, San Ildefonso, August 29, 1791.
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the soldiers and convicts shipped to Omoa and suggested that they reach
the province via Havana or Trujillo instead.

The Infantry Regiment of Guatemala had to look elsewhere for
its troops.'® The recruitment of some sixty volunteers in the capital
was insufficient, although the president of the province, Bernardo
Troncoso, expressed satisfaction with the fact that their hair was
“straight, or not too curly,” and their skin color was “light, and could
be taken for the one of the Europeans.”™" The governor of Cuba, Luis
de las Casas, communicated the impossibility of sending the “vagrants
and vicious” of his island to Guatemala, since they were needed to
reinforce the local garrisons, as well as those in Louisiana and Florida
that depended on Cuba. The impact of the impressment ultimately fell
on the shoulders of the “vagrants and vicious” of New Spain, whom
the viceroy Count Revillagigedo agreed to send, insisting that they
be transported by sea via Havana, in order to avoid the escapes and
deaths invariably occasioned by the march along nearly 2,000 kilome-
ters of “painful road.”"*

Back in the Mediterranean, 140 convicts from the “minor presid-
ios” (presidios menores, or Melilla, Alhucemas, and Pefion) had been
expected to reach Malaga in July 1791, in the hope that they could
replace the flow of men from Ceuta to Guatemala. On account of logis-
tical problems, however, they first arrived in January 1792, and only
reached Cddiz the following month: too late to join the Florentina. By
then, escapes, death, sickness, relocations to other peninsular regiments,
and the exclusion of counterfeiters and “tumultuaries,” had reduced their
number to eighty-two. Nonetheless, their individual records (filiaciones)
reveal their variety: the group featured the usual mix of deserters,
vagrants, and sentenced criminals. They came from several places across
the peninsula, and from as far as France, Sardinia, Genoa, and Mexico;
and their crimes ranged from smuggling, bodily injury, and murder,
to adultery, poisoning, and carrying prohibited weapons. The twenty-
one-year-old seaman Joseph de Flores, born in the province of Seville,
had even impersonated the son of His Most Serene don Luis, Infante of
Spain. Chained in pairs, the convicts were directed to the Viceroyalty
of New Granada, and sixty-six of them ultimately joined the Infantry

° AGS, SGU, LEG, 6943, 13: Fondebiela to Alange, Cidiz, November 29, 1791 and
December 2, 1791; Troncoso to Alange, Goatemala, April 23, 1791.

' AGS, SGU, LEG, 6943, 13: Troncoso to Alange, Goatemala, August 31, 179T.

> AGS, SGU, LEG, 6943, 13: Las Casas to Alange, Havana, August 16, 1791; Revillagigedo
to Alange, Mexico, July 27, 1791, and January 31, 1792.
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Regiment of Cartagena de Indias. Although their number was lower than
expected, they were warmly welcomed by the viceroy, due to the failure
of local attempts to attract volunteers and capture vagrants, and because
of the “utility that derives from disposing of a substantial number of
European individuals.

Thus far, this reconstruction of events has hinted at high levels of
integration between the metropolitan punitive relocations and those
within Spanish America. This took various forms. On their way from
Spain to the Philippines, for example, some convicts remained for sev-
eral months in the castles and fortifications of New Spain, where their

»Ij3

workforce was exploited while awaiting the ships. Other presidiarios
coming from the Iberian Peninsula and North Africa were redistrib-
uted within the jurisdiction of each Audiencia, or High Court, and
Viceroyalty. Like Manuel Cuevas, who found himself re-transported
from Havana to New Orleans, at least 350 peninsular convicts were
shipped along that same route between March 1792 and July 1793
to be employed in the fortification works — an extended endeavor
of deforestation and construction for which, for economic reasons,
Governor Héctor de Carondelet relied on convicts rather than slaves.™
In Spanish Florida, peninsular presidiarios redirected from Cuba were
part of the approximately 200 convicted laborers (forzados) employed
at the fortification in Pensacola.”> Others joined the Cuban vagrants
and presidiarios in the important military outpost of Saint Augustine,
contributing to the progressive growth of the convicted workforce
there: from a dozen individuals in the years after the Treaty of Paris
(September 1783) had returned the province to the Spanish monarchy,
to approximately seventy convicts ten years later. Then, between the
end of 1793 and 1796, their presence in the East Florida presidio more
than doubled, as a new group of convicts was added: namely, French
prisoners of war, nearly half of whom were of African descent.*® It was
one manifestation of the broader impact of the Haitian Revolution on
the Caribbean punitive relocations, the subject of the next section.

3 AGS, SGU, LEG, 7057, 6. The filiaciones are in the documents entitled: “Pliego de
adicion correspondiente a veinte presidiarios...,” Alhucemas, July 4, 1791; “Relacion de
los Presidiarios que voluntariamente...,” Melilla, July 1, 1791; “Plaza del Pefion.
Relacion de los Presidiarios que en virtud de la Orden de SM...,” Pefion, June 17, 1791.

™ AGS, SGU, LEG, 7244, 70, Carondelet to Alcudia, New Orleans, July 7, 1793.

'S AGI, Cuba, 126, Relaciones de forzados in the file entitled “Varios. Afios 1764-96.”

16 AGI, Cuba, 365A. The monthly reports are entitled “Lista de revista pasara por mi el
Contador y Thesorero de Real Hacienda...”
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FRENCH WAR CAPTIVES, REFUGEES,
AND CONVICTS IN THE CARIBBEAN

When one considers the situation of the Caribbean in the early 1790s,
it is hardly surprising that in October 1792 the Spanish authorities of
Louisiana reacted so harshly to Manuel Cuevas’s clumsy attempt to
upgrade the value of his information by including French prisoners
among his group of imaginary conspirators. Indeed, Cuevas was con-
sciously evoking the “specter of Haiti” that haunted colonial and repub-
lican elites across the nineteenth-century Americas and ultimately took
the form of thousands of French soldiers, prisoners of war, convicts,
and refugees (emigrados) who came from the island of Hispaniola.'”

As early as January 1792, the governor of Yucatan reported that the
conflict between “Black royalists” and the revolutionary troops in the
northern province of Saint-Domingue had resulted in more than 25,000
deaths, and the execution and transportation of some of the royalist
leaders who had come from France. After that, several ships left Saint-
Domingue with the aim of taking thousands of Black and mulatto prison-
ers of war away and abandoning them in nearby foreign possessions. The
majority headed to the Dutch colony of Demerara, but two ships were
reported to be en route to the Spanish dominions along the Mosquito
Coast and in the Viceroyalty of New Granada. All of the French pris-
oners of war were mentioned in these communications as Black royal-
ists, not revolutionaries. Yet the Spanish authorities were suspicious and
sought to keep them at bay. “It is convenient for us,” wrote the governor
of Yucatan, “to support the appropriate plan to keep away from us this
mob infected with party and revolutionary spirit.”

The moral panic around the French captives understandably grew
when Spain officially entered the conflict with France in the spring of
1793. From Kingston, a French exile reported on the “disaster of Saint

7 Ada Ferrer, Freedom’s Mirror: Cuba and Haiti in the Age of Revolution (New York,
2014); Jorge Camacho, Miedo negro, poder blanco en la Cuba colonial (Madrid, 2015).
On the eighteenth- and late nineteenth-century Caribbean as a transimperial space, see
Jeppe Mulich, “Microregionalism and Intercolonial Relations: The Case of the Danish
West Indies, 1730-1830,” Journal of Global History, 8 (2013), 72—94; Ernesto Bassi,
An Aqueous Territory: Sailor Geographies and New Granada’s Transimperial Greater
Caribbean World (Durham, NC, 2016). On the term emigrado in this context, see Juan
Francisco Fuentes, “Imagen del exilio y del exiliado en la Espaiia del siglo XIX,” Ayer,
47 (2002), 35-56. On the “specter of Haiti” in the contemporary British world, see Jan
C. Jansen’s chapter in this volume.

8 AGS, SGU, LEG, 7237, 52. The quote is in letter n. 167, dated Yucatan, January 8, 1792.
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Domingue,” where “nothing is left of the city, nor of the white popula-
tion of the Gudrico,” or of the northern province. “The whites are on the
run in all directions,” he added.”® Many others echoed his words. First
came the news, then the prisoners. Major flows followed the Spanish
seizure of Juana Mendez and the Dondon, along the border between the
Spanish and French territories on the island. As soon as the first thousand
captives reached the capital of Santo Domingo in July 1793, the governor
sent them to Puerto Rico, Havana, and Caracas.*® Further contingents
of prisoners, coming from the battlefields and from captured ships, were
transported to those destinations during the war.*" At the same time,
a considerable number of prisoners were relocated within the Spanish
possessions in the Caribbean, some were exchanged with Spanish pris-
oners of war, and still others were transported to Europe during the
final months of the Spanish involvement in the conflict on the side of
the British.** On July 22, 1795, the second Treaty of Basel determined
the transfer of Santo Domingo to France; in exchange, Spain regained
Guipuscoa and other territories occupied by the French army during the
concomitant War of the Pyrenees (1793-95). The news of the end of
the conflict reached the Caribbean a few months later, after which the
remaining prisoners of war were repatriated.*?

Just as the transportation of the presidiarios from Peninsular Spain
was shaped by organizational difficulties, so too were the flows of the
French war captives (Map 4.2). The issues were not merely logistical;
rather, they were the product of lengthy transatlantic negotiations among
various authorities and of policy changes over time. In the process, legal
and political categories were forged to segment and manage the vari-
ous groups of people coming from Saint-Domingue, and the boundaries
between those categories were blurred.

The prisoners of war were classified into two distinct categories:
“French prisoners” (prisioneros franceses) included the White war cap-
tives, whereas “enslaved negroes” (negros esclavos) was reserved for the

9 AGS, SGU, LEG, 7202, 2, Loppnice, Kingston, July 18, 1793.

> AGS, SGU, LEG, 7159, 3, Santo Domingo, July 23, 1793; 7159, 8, Puerto Rico, August
6, 1793; 7159, 18, Santo Domingo, August 22, 1793; 7202, 2, Garcia to Presidente,
Gobernador y Capitan General de Caracas, Santo Domingo, October 19, 1793; 7235, 3.
AGS, SGU, LEG, 7202, 2, Aymerith to Carbonell, La Guaira, November 6, 1793; AGS,
SGU, LEG: 7235, 3, Torralbo to Alange, Puerto Rico, October 10, 1793.

AGI, Estado: 5A, n. 6; 17, n. 3, Alange to Alcudia, Aranjuez, March 23, 1795; AGI,
Estado, 17, n. 43, Gardoqui to Alcudia, Aranjuez, January 21, 1794; SGU, LEG, 6854,
36, 60, 745 7151, 87; 7160, 39.

*3 AGS, SGU, LEG, 6854, 66, Havana, October 26, 1795.
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MAP 4.2 Flows of French war captives from Santo Domingo (in black)
and during the war (in gray), 1793-95.

Africans and Afrodescendants caught in Saint-Domingue. It is worth not-
ing that the individuals in the latter group had been emancipated by the
French in 1793; by categorizing them as “slaves,” the Spanish authorities
demonstrated their unwillingness to acknowledge those revolutionary
measures. At the same time, the fate of the White captives was further
associated with that of the (White) French refugees (emigrados), who
arrived from Saint-Domingue, Martinique, and France before and during
the war. Moreover, some of those caught during the conflict were not
classified and treated as prisoners of war but were prosecuted for specific
criminal acts and labeled as convicts. This group, too, was divided and
managed along racial and class lines.

The authorities had distinct perceptions of the various groups and
different preferences regarding their treatment and destinations. Much
of this depended on how the authorities understood the specific interests
and needs of the territory under their jurisdiction. The priority of the
governor of Santo Domingo, Joaquin Garcia, was expelling all French
subjects from the island in order to channel all financial and military
resources into the defense of the Spanish possessions. At the same time,
he insisted that the Black prisoners be sold into slavery and kept under

https://doi.org/10.1017/9781009370578.004 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/9781009370578.004

94 Christian G. De Vito

the “domestic zeal and vigilance” of their new owners. He believed that
the masters’ interest in maintaining the subordination of their servants
would have freed the island and the other Spanish dominions from the
danger of insurrection. Conversely, he mistrusted state-administered
punishments and insisted that “the presidios can frighten and con-
tain the free men but not the slaves.” According to him, the slaves had
“no freedom to lose” in the presidios, where they experienced a lighter
regime of forced labor than under their masters and might even dare to
hope for freedom at the end of their penal servitude.**

In principle, the captain general of Venezuela, Pedro Carbonell, did not
oppose the idea of selling the enslaved prisoners, but he doubted that any-
one would ever buy them. “Nobody,” he wrote, “would like to introduce
in his [sic] own family a dangerous seducer, filled with the principles of
insubordination and liberty.”*5 Additionally, he emphasized the strategic
importance of the territory under his jurisdiction and sought to prevent it
from becoming the gate through which revolutionary ideas would spread
to the landmass of South America. Thus, he proposed that Black and
White prisoners of war be transferred to Cuba, an island with more secure
castles (rebuilt and expanded by convicts and royal slaves after the Seven
Years War). Meanwhile, he ordered that all prisoners be concentrated in
the town of La Guaira and kept there, separated along racial lines, in the
vaults of the castle and other buildings. At that time, the port town of
some 7,000 inhabitants hosted approximately 1,000 French prisoners.>®

Carbonell wrote to Spain in November 1793. The court replied the
next spring, accepting most of his arguments and stretching them fur-
ther. The plan prepared by the secretary of state and Duke of Alcudia,
Manuel Godoy, was designed to preserve all of Spain’s Caribbean pos-
sessions. It upheld the prohibition originally issued on May 17, 1790,
on selling slaves from Saint-Domingue in any Spanish possession. But

* AGI, Estado, 14, n. 95, Garcia to Alange, Bayaja, April 26, 1794.

*5 AGI, Estado, 58, n. 4. The same expediente is also in AGS, SGU, LEG, 7202, 2. The
quotes are from the Report of the Junta, Caracas, September 11, 1873.

AGS, SGU, LEG, 7202; Junta, Caracas, November 6, 1793; Junta, Caracas, November
9, 1793; Junta, Caracas, November 17, 1793; Caracas, November 22, 1793; Junta,
Caracas, November 22, 1793; Carbonell to Alange, Caracas, November 30, 1793;
Reservada, Carbonell to Alange, Caracas, November 30, 1793. On the impact of the
Haitian Revolution and of the prisoners of war and emigrados from Saint-Domingue
on the Captaincy General of Venezuela during the 1790s, see Cristina Soriano, Tides
of Revolution: Information, Insurgencies, and the Crisis of Colonial Rule in Venezuela
(Albuquerque, NM, 2018). The information on La Guaira is mentioned on page 109
of that volume.
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Godoy went further, mandating the recapture of those who had already
been sold, though evidence suggests that this measure was not fully
implemented. The plan subsequently envisaged the transportation of
all prisoners of war to Cuba and Santo Domingo. Among them, those
deemed less dangerous were to be kept there and exchanged for Spanish
or French royalist prisoners at the earliest opportunity. Meanwhile, the
majority were to be shipped to the French colonies of Martinique and
Guadeloupe and liberated there, under their word of honor that they
would not serve against the Spanish and British armies.>”

The expulsive intent of the plan was warmly welcomed by local author-
ities across the Caribbean. Its implementation proved difficult, however,
and it was only during the last months of the war that some groups of
prisoners of war were transferred to Spain. The rapidly shifting geopolit-
ical situation across the region created substantial problems. Indeed, by
the time Alcudia’s plan reached the Caribbean, the British had occupied
those very French Antilles that were supposed to receive the prisoners.
Furthermore, although the local authorities decided to confine all the
White prisoners on the Isle of Pines (to the south of Cuba) and to have
the negros esclavos serve as forced laborers in the public works of Puerto
Rico, the plan failed. The weakness of the local garrison and the relative
abundance of presidiarios in Puerto Rico ultimately forced the authori-
ties to transfer the Black prisoners to the Isle of Pines as well.®

The slow transition from an approach centered on mobility and iso-
lation within the Spanish territories to one based on expulsions from
the Spanish American territories can also be observed in relation to the
emigrados. In 1793 and the early months of 1794, authorities across
the Caribbean unanimously emphasized the dangers posed both by the
emigrados’ politics and their libertine lifestyles. From Santo Domingo, the
governor warned that some of the emigrados who had been repatriated

*7 AGS, SGU, LEG, 2159, 16: Alcudia, Aranjuez, March 1, 1794; Reservada, Aranjuez,
March 8, 17945 AGS, SGU, LEG, 7202, Alange to Carbonell, Aranjuez, April 7, 1794. The
royal order prohibiting the sale of the slaves from Saint-Domingue in the Spanish domin-
ions features in Porlier to Guillermo, Aranjuez, May 17, 1790. An antecedent, an undefined
treaty established between Prussia and France, is mentioned in the document. Similar agree-
ments were also made by the Spanish and French armies during the War of the Pyrenees in
1794-95. For the positive response of the governor of Puerto Rico to Alcudia’s plan, see
AGS, SGU, LEG, 7235, 3, Torralbo to Alange, Puerto Rico, July 18, 1794.

AGS, SGU, LEG, LEG, 7159, 75, Santo Domingo, June 12, 1794; 7202, §, Carbonell to
Alcudia, Caracas, 31.8.1794 (and annexes); AGI; Estado, 14, 95, Llaguna to Alcudia, San
Ildefonso, September 11, 1794; San Lorenzo, October 14, 1794; Alange to Alcudia, San
Lorenzo, October 14, 1794; AGI, Estado, 65, 16, Consejo de Estado, November 28, 1794.
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there were spreading rumors among the local slaves that the Spaniards were
cheating them, that they would re-enslave them, and that they would be
punished and flogged.* The project of some imprisoned French royalist
officers to serve the Bourbon king in Santo Domingo or in Europe was
rejected by the authorities in Spain, and even the plan to enlist them in the
Spanish navy, promoted by its general commander, failed on the grounds
that their presence in the Tierra Firma was too dangerous. However, a royal
order issued in July 1794 allowed the local authorities and elites to chan-
nel their fears literally in other directions, as the king disposed with the
transportation of the French emigrados to Europe.3° The junta that met in
Caracas on October 13, 1794, still complained about the “spirit of pride
and independence, and a sort of contempt against the Spanish government”
shown by the French refugees (emigrados) in La Guaira, but now the local
authorities put most of their energy into the organization of the transporta-
tion of 500 prisoners and emigrados to Havana and Spain.3*

This shift in status from refugees to exiles/repatriates thus over-
lapped with the parallel reclassification of other French subjects
from prisoners of war to exiles/repatriates. As in the previously men-
tioned relocation, the two groups were frequently merged. In 1795,
the emigrados from Martinique and the prisoners of war from Santo
Domingo were transported together from the Province of Caracas
to Cadiz and offered the option to return to France or to join the
French Royalist Legion fighting with the Spaniards against the French
Republican Army in the Pyrenees.?*

Those individuals coming from Saint-Domingue, whether Black or White,
who were sentenced to the presidios by penal courts for crimes allegedly

* AGI, Estado, 13, 9, Urizdn to Alcudia, Santo Domingo, March 25, 1794. See also AGS,
SGU, LEG, 7202, Carbonell to Aristizabal, Caracas, November 4, 1793. On the ambig-
uous status of the Royalist emigrados, see Edward Blumenthal and Romy Sénchez,
“Toward a History of Latin American Exile in the Nineteenth Century. Introduction,”
Estudios Interdisciplinarios de América Latina 32 (2021): 7—21; Sarah C. Chambers,
“Expatriados en la Madre Patria: El Estado de Limbo de los Emigrados Realistas en el
Imperio Espafiol, 1790-1830,” Estudios Interdisciplinarios de América Latina 32, no. 2
(2021): 48-73.

3¢ AGS, SGU, LEG, 7202, 2, Alange to Captain General Venezuela, Aranjuez, April 16,
1793; Aristizabal to Carbonell, Puerto Cabello, October 14, 1793; Fresneaux to Captain
General Caracas, Caracas, October 29, 1793; Aristizabal to Carbonell, Puerto Cabello,
November 24, 1793; Carbonell to Alange, Caracas, November 30, 1793; AGS, SGU,
LEG, 7202, 9, Carbonell to Alange, Caracas, December 11, 1794.

31 AGS, SGU, LEG, 7202, 9, Reservada, Carbonell to Alange, Caracas, December 11, 1794
(quotes from the Junta in the annex).

3* SGU, LEG 7202, 2. The information is in the titles of the expediente.
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unconnected with the military conflict experienced different trajectories.??
They were moved across the Caribbean according to the flow patterns of
other convicts. Whereas most of them were held in Havana, others ended
up in the castles of Cartagena de Indias, San Juan de Ulia (Veracruz), and
Omoa. Those among them who belonged to elite groups especially resented
this association with the presidiarios. The former officer Joseph-Barthelemy
d’Azgaignon offered a vivid description of the humiliation he and his peers
felt because of the “impolitic association” with those “villainous” indi-
viduals who manifested toward them “the hate of an enemy caste.”3* The
authorities were sensitive to these arguments. In Havana, therefore, 110
convicts from Saint-Domingue were concentrated in the Morro, kept seg-
regated along racial lines, and separated from the rest of the presidiarios.
From their sites of imprisonment across the Caribbean, French con-
victs also complained about the illegality of their sentences, which were
based on charges that either were unknown to them or were as vague as
“rabious republican,” “leader of a Club,” “he denounced all royalists,”
or “slave who took up arms against the Spaniards.”35 These legitimate
complaints about their trials and treatment were part of the basic toolkit
of any convict. However, in their memoirs, they also questioned their very
status as convicts and revealed that they understood themselves as pris-
oners of war. Their interpretations overlapped with those of the French
republican authorities, especially in the aftermath of the war. At that
point, French ambassadors and consuls repeatedly demanded the libera-
tion of those they considered prisoners of war, who, as such, had been ille-
gally detained by the Spaniards. The Spanish authorities, in turn, argued
that these men were presidiarios or reos de Estado (prisoners of the state),
who, as such, should serve custodial sentences. Only in August 1796, for
diplomatic reasons, did they order the liberation of the French convicts.?®
Political decisions, legal classifications, and cultural perceptions of
race and class, therefore, did much to diversify the trajectories of the
individuals who reached the Spanish dominions from Saint-Domingue.
At the same time, the discourses and practices regarding each group
were highly entangled. The Spanish elites (and a large part of the White
population) tended to perceive any French presence as dangerous, and

33 AGI, Estado, 14, 77; AGS, SGU, LEG: 6854, 60; 6855, 26; 7151, §3.

4+ AGS, SGU, LEG, 6854, 60, Joseph-Barthelemy d’Azgaignon, Fort Morro, May 1, 1795.
5 AGS, SGU, LEG, 6854, 60, “Relacion de los reos franceses...,” Casas, Havana, July
17, 1794.

AGI, Estado, 41, 3; 65, 42. For the case of a French prisoner still kept in Montevideo in
July 1800, see AGS, SGU, LEG, 6818, 14.
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they were careful to define and manage each subgroup in relation to the
others. Thus, they decided upon the fate and destinations of the White
prisoners of war in connection with those of the emigrados, and they
addressed the forced mobility of the esclavos franceses together with that
of the White prisoners.

The punitive relocations described in this section were also connected
to broader debates and policies about social control and further flows
of migrants. The decision about the destination of the slaves of Saint-
Domingue, for example, was linked to the attempt to build a cordon
sanitaire around the South American landmass, which included the repatri-
ation from Venezuela of maritime Maroons escaped from Curacao.3” The
related need to patrol the coasts, oversee prisoners, and maintain public
order triggered further flows. In 1794, the navy in Havana received at
least 500 convicts, military convicts, deserters, vagrants, and recruits from
New Spain to reinforce the local garrison, which had been emptied by
the transportation of many soldiers to the battlefields of Saint-Domingue.
Deserters and “vagrants and idlers” (vagos y malentretenido) also made up
a significant part of the 500 militiamen who were in charge of the defense
and public order in Puerto Rico in June 1796, in the postwar period that
witnessed an increased shortage of regular troops.3® Finally, while Cuba,
Puerto Rico, and Venezuela were most directly affected by the flows of
migrants stemming from Santo Domingo, preventive measures against
the potential influence of revolutionary texts and people were also taken
during the war in New Spain, Louisiana, Texas, and Yucatan. Still more
distant provinces were involved as well. The order of the Duke of Alcudia
regarding the French prisoners of war and the emigrados, for example, was
received and praised by the captain general of Chile and the viceroy of Rio
de la Plata, among others.??

THE PUNITIVE RELOCATIONS IN
THE AGE OF REVOLUTIONS IN PERSPECTIVE

Thus far, this chapter has highlighted the scope, complexity, and connec-
tivity of the punitive relocations that took place in the early 1790s between

37 Soriano, Tides of Revolution, 93-95.

3% AGS, SGU, LEG, 7138, 5T1.

3 AGS, SGU, LEG, 7159, 16, n. 509, Arredondo to Alange, Buenos Aires, August 14,
1794; n. 91, O’Neill to Alange, Merida de Yucatan, November 9, 1794; n. 17, Virrey de
Santa Fe to Alange, Santa Fe, November 19, 1794; AGS, SGU, LEG, 6886, 45, Higgins
Vallenar to Alange, Santiago de Chile, October 14, 1794.
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Spain and Spanish America, and within the Caribbean. This supports one
of the broader goals of the whole volume — namely, to highlight the ways
in which multiple flows of convicts, prisoners of war, refugees, and exiles
coexisted, often in entangled relationships, in a wide range of polities
from the 1770s to the 1820s. This final section asks how, on the basis of
this expanded approach, we can best reinterpret both the persistence and
the transformation of the practice of punitive relocation before, during,
and after the Age of Revolutions. Previous scholarship that has focused
on (the repression of) the political movements and ideas associated with
the Age of Revolutions has posited major discontinuities vis-a-vis the
ancien régime. At the same time, this scholarship has foregrounded con-
tinuities with subsequent decades, and even described the nineteenth cen-
tury as the siécle des exiles — one in which politically directed relocations
of politically motivated individuals took center stage.*®> Here, I would
argue that the picture changes fundamentally if we investigate punitive
relocations holistically and place them in a broader chronological per-
spective, starting with the beginning of the Early Modern period. In what
follows, I offer the outlines of this alternative approach.

There is little doubt that the period from the t770s to the 1820s
witnessed an intensification of punitive relocations in connection with
the various military conflicts and revolutions that unfolded over those
decades. It is also clear that the broad spatial scope of those events,
and their connectedness, affected punitive relocations by making them
spatially broad and closely connected as well. The empirical material
that T have presented suggests that this observation holds true for the
1790s, while other chapters in this volume show that it is equally appli-
cable to the Age of Revolutions more broadly. It is worth mentioning,
however, that a similar expansion and intensification of punitive flows
had occurred in previous periods as well, also in connection with other
episodes of military conflict and political change. Moreover, it must be
remembered that certain key elements of the logistical dynamics and cul-
tural-political processes that I have discussed in the context of the 1790s
predated the Age of Revolutions. Thus, as part of those processes, large
flows of refugees and exiles also existed in the centuries before 1770.4"

4° Sylvie Aprile, Le siecle des exilés. Bannis et proscrits de 1789 a la Commune (Paris, 2010);
David Armitage and Sanjay Subrahmanyam, eds., The Age of Revolutions in Global
Context, c. 1760-1840 (Basingstoke and New York, 2010); Friedemann Pestel, “French
Revolution and Migration after 1789,” European History Online (EGO), www.ieg-ego.eu/
pestelf-2017-en.

4T The Spanish Crown both created and received multiple flows of refugees and exiles
during the Middle Ages and the Early Modern period. On this, see Santiago Castillo
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As early as the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, the Spanish
monarchy demonstrated an impressive capacity to mobilize large num-
bers of soldiers, convicts, vagrants, and prisoners of war to meet its
defensive and offensive goals. For example, during the Eighty Years
War against the Seventeen Provinces (1568-1648), thousands of
troops were transported from the Iberian Peninsula and Spanish Italy
along the “Spanish Road” and the “Swiss Road” to Spanish Flanders;
they included important contingents of convicts and vagrants.** From
the 1530s onward (and in some cases until the last decades of the eigh-
teenth century), the Spanish, Neapolitan, Sicilian, and Genoese galley
fleets were active in the Mediterranean at the service of the King of
Spain; their oarsmen were convicts (forzados), enslaved Muslims cap-
tives (esclavos), and “volunteers” (buenas boyas). Starting in the six-
teenth century, the recruitment of sentenced criminals and vagrants for
the galleys became increasingly integrated with their transportation to
the North African presidios.*> A similar integration between the galleys
and the presidios was a long-term feature in the Philippines; there, in
the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, the oarsmen and presidiarios,
as well as the impressed soldiers, originated not only from within the
archipelago but also from Peninsular Spain and the Viceroyalty of
New Spain.** In Spanish America, the galley fleets stationed at Callao,
Havana, and Cartagena de Indias had a more limited relevance for a
shorter period of time. The network of presidios became the central
feature of the defensive system there, and the transported convicts,

and Pedro Oliver, eds., Las figuras del desorden: Heterodoxos, proscritos y marginados
(Madrid, 2006); José Javier Ruiz Ibafiez and Igor Pérez Tostado, eds., Los exiliados del
rey de Espaiia (Madrid, 2015). For an overview of punitive regimes and flows of refu-
gees and exiles in the Spanish monarchy in the period 1500-1898, see Christian G. De
Vito, “The Spanish Empire, 1500 to 1898,” in Clare Anderson, ed., A Global History
of Convicts and Penal Colonies (London, 2018), 65—95. The chapter includes an earlier
reproduction of Map 4.3.

4% Geoffrey Parker, The Army of Flanders and the Spanish Road, 1567-1659: The Logistics
of the Spanish Victory and Defeat in the Low Countries’ Wars, 2nd ed. (Cambridge,
2004), especially 38—40.

43 José Luis de las Heras, “Los galeotes de los Austrias: la penalidad al servicio de la
Armada,” Historia Social 6 (1990): 127—40; Luca Lo Basso, Uomini da remo: Galee e
galeotti del Mediterraneo in eta moderna (Milan, 2003); Manuel Martinez Martinez,
Los forzados de la marina en la Espaiia del siglo XVIII (1700-1775) (Almeria, 2011).

44 Maria Fernanda Garcia de los Arcos, Forzados y reclutas: Los criollos novobispanos en
Asia, 1756-1808 (Ciudad de México, 1996); Eva Maria Mehl, Forced Migration in the
Spanish Pacific World: From Mexico to the Philippines, 176 5-1811 (Cambridge, 2016);
Stephanie Mawson, “Convicts or Conquistadores: Spanish soldiers in the Seventeenth
Century Pacific,” Past and Present 232 (2016): 87-125.

https://doi.org/10.1017/9781009370578.004 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/9781009370578.004

Revolution, War, & Punitive Relocations across Spanish Empire 101

vagrants, and deserters had a significant place among their garrisons
and played a key role among their forced laborers.*

The extensive network of punitive relocations that spanned the terri-
tories of the Spanish monarchy in the second half of the eighteenth cen-
tury and up to the 1820s (Map 4.3), therefore, should be understood as
emerging from a multisecular consolidation of punitive experiences, and
from the constant reproduction and selection of simultaneous and spa-
tially scattered punitive practices. This being the case, the network did
not originate from the specific social and political processes of the Age
of Revolutions, although these clearly added to its strength and scope
during that period. At the same time, the punitive flows that occurred
during those decades represented only one part of a broader relocation
network that was connected to other simultaneous social processes,
such as the colonization of new territories, the exploitation of natural
resources and Indigenous labor, and local interactions among different
social and ethnic groups.

I am arguing that a fundamental continuity existed between the
punitive relocations of the Age of Revolutions and those of the Early
Modern period, with certain specificities regarding the former notwith-
standing. This same continuity cannot be found in punitive relocations
in the nineteenth century, since the situation was different. In the Age
of Revolutions, the various political outcomes clearly had a profound
impact on punitive relocations within the Spanish monarchy. At the spa-
tial level, the independence of Spanish America (except Cuba and Puerto
Rico) represented a major disruption of what was once a closely con-
nected network. Many key hubs and flows no longer existed after the
1830s, and those that were added in the second half of the nineteenth
century — Fernando Po in the Gulf of Guinea, the Carolinas in the Pacific,
and the Chafarinas Islands in the Mediterranean — entered a Spanish
monarchy that had undergone a thorough reconfiguration of its spatial-
ity, structure, and conceptualization.

45 Ruth Pike, “Penal Servitude in the Spanish Empire: Presidio Labor in the Eighteenth
Century,” The Hispanic American Historical Review 58 (1978): 21—40; Paul E.
Hoffman, The Spanish Crown and the Defense of the Caribbean, 1535-1585:
Precedent, Patrimonialism, and Royal Parsimony (Baton Rouge, LA, 1980); Ruth Pike,
Penal Servitude in Early Modern Spain (Madison, W1, 1983); Lauren Benton, A Search
for Sovereignty: Law and Geography in European Empires, 1400-1900 (Cambridge
and New York, 2010), chapter 4; David Wheat, “Mediterranean Slavery, New World
Transformations: Galley Slaves in the Spanish Caribbean, 1578-1635,” Slavery and
Abolition 31 (2010): 327-44; Sebastidn Amaya Palacios, “Las galeras de Cartagena de
Indias (1578-1624),” Revista de Historia Naval 35 (2017): 27—45.
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In terms of imperial governance, the growing hegemony of liberal dis-
course led to two processes that directly affected punitive relocations. On
the one hand, the redefinition of the relationship between the metropole
and the remaining overseas provinces and possessions forced a decision
about the continuation or discontinuation of penal transportation from
Peninsular Spain. Briefly stated, metropole-to-colony penal transportation
could only exist if there was continuity in the legal regime between the
metropole and the colonies. All Western colonial powers faced this prob-
lem, but they split over its solution. France and Portugal opted for a model
of assimilation and extension of the legal regime of the metropole to their
colonial dominions, and this allowed for the continuation of metropole-
to-colony penal transportation. Conversely, Britain and, later, Germany
elected to separate the legal regimes and, therefore, to end metropole-
to-colony penal transportation. In the case of Spain, the assimilationist
project envisaged by the Cadiz Constitution (1812) was later reversed into
an imperial regime based on a legal gap between Spain, governed by a
liberal constitution, and the overseas provinces, which were subjected to
“special laws.”4® Therefore, penal transportation from the peninsula to
the overseas territories was effectively ended in the 1830s, with the flows
of sentenced individuals only continuing among the colonies, from the
colonies to the metropole, and within each regional network (including
one comprising Peninsular Spain, and the North African presidios).*”

On the other hand, the introduction of liberal legal frameworks in
the metropole and the redefinition of governance in the colonies para-
doxically converged to increase the role of military and administrative
relocations. In the overseas provinces, these stemmed especially from the
new “supreme authority” (mando supremo) given to the captains general
of Cuba and Puerto Rico and, on the former island, from responses to
repeated insurrections and military conflicts. Accordingly, several thou-
sand individuals — including insurgents, vagrants, rebellious slaves, and
free Blacks — were sent from Cuba to virtually all the other territories of
the Spanish monarchy. At the same time, in Spain, the frequent declara-
tions of local and national “states of siege” or “states of emergency” in

46 Josef Maria Fradera, La nacién imperial. Derechos, representacion y ciudadania
en los imperios de Gran Bretania, Francia, Espafia y Estados Unidos (1750-1918),
2 vols. (Barcelona, 2015); Stefan Berger and Alexei Miller, eds., Nationalizing Empires
(Budapest, 2015).

47 Christian G. De Vito, Clare Anderson, and Ulbe Bosma, “Transportation, Deportation
and Exile: Perspectives from the Colonies in the Nineteenth and Twentieth Centuries,”
International Review of Social History 63, Special issue S26 (2018), 1—24.
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connection with internal regime changes, attempted revolts, and military
conflicts (for example, with the carlistas in the 1830s and 1870s) trig-
gered a series of administrative and military relocations of hundreds of
individuals to colonies as distant as Fernando Po and the Carolinas.*®

After the 1820s, then, the flows of punitive relocations were still spa-
tially expansive and qualitatively complex but featured a composition and
spatial configuration that was distinct from those in the past (Map 4.4).
Due to the discontinuation of metropole-to-colony penal transportation,
the flows that originated from the metropole were now primarily con-
nected to administrative deportations linked to states of emergency. As
such, they mostly contained politically motivated deportees. The author-
ities, however, often used those opportunities to also get rid of groups
of undesired subaltern subjects with little or no political affiliations and
aspirations. A more balanced composition characterized the flows stem-
ming from the colonies. On the whole, the politically motivated and elite
deportees left behind more traces in the archive and have thus attracted
more attention from historians than have the “nonpolitical” ones. More
generally, the increasing use of military and administrative relocations
foregrounded the political nature of the repressive measures, while sen-
tencing through the criminal justice system cloaked political motivations
in the apparently neutral discourse of the law. However, penal trans-
portation did not cease to play a role in nineteenth-century punitive
relocations, and the expansion of the penitentiary system only made
the criminal justice system more intrusive. This suggests that we should
reconsider the actual impact of the political prisoners and exiles in each
context and period by addressing their mobility as part of a broader net-
work of punitive relocations. Moreover, by taking a longer-term perspec-
tive on the whole of punitive relocations, we are better able to ask how
“the political,” as a category, was constructed. Doing so also encourages
us to interrogate how different types of legal sources (the criminal justice
system, military authorities, and police and political power) and distinct
punitive methods (e.g., capital punishment, incarceration, penal trans-
portation, and deportation) contributed to this process of politicization
or depoliticization of both punishment and the punished.

48 Manuel Balbé, Orden piiblico y militarismo en la Espaiia constitucional (1812-1983)
(Madrid, 1983); Josep M. Fradera, Colonias para despues de un imperio (Barcelona,
2005); Christian G. De Vito, “Punitive Entanglements: Connected Histories of Penal
Transportation, Deportation, and Incarceration in the Spanish Empire,” International
Review of Social History 26 (2018): 169—89. The article includes an earlier version of
Map 4.4.
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MAP 4.4 Network of punitive relocations, Spanish monarchy, 1830-98.

More generally, this chapter demonstrates that if we situate the puni-
tive relocations of the decades 1770s—1820s in the longer history of Early
Modern and nineteenth-century punitive practices, then the question
of continuity and discontinuity seems less straightforward than it has
previously appeared.*® The Spanish monarchy provides an important
vantage point in this respect, as its multisecular history of colonization
and polycentric governance offers the opportunity to contextualize the
various configurations of mobility and coercive practices across a rela-
tively long time span. Potentially, this methodological approach might
apply to other polities, too. Once we acknowledge that the simultaneity
and connectivity of multiple flows was standard across time, we can
better establish how different regimes of punitive relocations were con-
nected to specific discourses and practices of power. Rather than linear
and universal ruptures, we can then observe contingent, context-specific,
and coexisting configurations, as well as simultaneous continuities and
discontinuities with regard to more particular aspects. This calls for a
connected study of the logistical and politico—cultural processes that
shaped those flows, and, in turn, offers an invitation to investigate their
impact on the broader dynamics of mobility and coercion in the context
of state- and empire-building.

4 The chapters in this volume by Anna McKay, and Brad Manera and Hamish Maxwell-
Stewart also address punitive relocation in the Age of Revolutions.
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